2000 ANNUAL NOTICE OF REGULAR MEETINGS
This notice is provided to inform the public of the dates of
regular American Fork City meetings.
Agendas noting the exact
time, date, location, and subject matter will be provided in
accordance with the Open Meetings provisions of the State Code.
City Council Meetings
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular sessions on the second and fourth Tuesdays of each
month during 2000 at 7:30 p.m. in the American Fork City Hall, 31
North Church Street. The specific meeting dates are listed below:
January 11
February 8
March 14
April 11
May 9
June 13
July 11
August 8
September 12
October 10
November 14
December 12

{

January 25
February 22
March 28
April 25
May 23
June 27
July 25
August 22
September 26
October 24
November 28
December 26

Finance Committee
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Finance
Committee will meet in regular sessions on the second and fourth
Tuesdays of each month during 2000 as listed above. Notification
of the exact time, date, and location will be provided in
accordance to the Open Meetings provisions of the State Code.
Planning Commission
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork Planning Commission
will meet in regular sessions on the first and third Wednesdays of
each month during 2000, at 7:00 p.m. in the American Fork City
Hall, 31 North Church Street.
January 5
February 2
March 1
April 5
May 3
June 7
July 5
August 2
September 6
October 4
November 1
December 6

January 19
February 16
March 15
April 19
May 17
June 21
July 19
August 16
September 20
October 18
November 15
December 20
1

Deadlines for submission for each Planning Commission Meeting
during 2000 may be obtained from the City Engineer at 275 East 200
North or from the Planning Administrator at 31 North Church Street.
Staff Site Plan Review Meetings are held on Mondays and Thursdays
at 1:30 p.m. in the City Hall, 31 North Church Street.

Board of Adjustment
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork Board of Adjustment
will meet in regular sessions on the third Tuesday of each month
during 2000 at 6:30 p.m. in the American Fork Public Works
Building, 275 East 200 North.
The specific meeting dates are
listed.
January 18
March 21
May 16
July 18
September 19
November 21

February 15
April 18
June 20
August 15
October 17
December 19

Library Board
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork Library Board will
meet in regular sessions on the first Thursday of each month during
2000 at 5:00 p.m. in the American Fork Library, 80 North Church
Street, until the new library at 64 South 100 East is opened, then
they will be held there. The specific meeting dates are listed.
January 6
March 2
May 4
July 6
September 7
November 2

February 3
April 6
June 1
August 3
October 5
December 7

Recreation Committee
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork Recreation Committee
will meet in regular sessions on the First Tuesday of each month
during 2000 at 6:00 p.m. in the Fitness Center, 454 North Center .
The specific meeting dates are listed.
January 4
March 7
May 2
*July 4
September 5
November 7

February 1
April 4
June 6
August 1
October 3
December 7

*Meetings falling on Holidays may be rescheduled.
Cemetery Committee
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork Cemetery Committee
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will meet in regular sessions on the first Wednesday of each month
during 2000 at 9:00 a.m. in the Cemetery Building, 10 West 600
North. The specific meeting dates are listed.
January 5
March 1
May 3
July 5
September 6
November 1

February 2
April 5
June 7
August 2
October 4
December 6

Beautification Committee
Notice is hereby given that
Committee will meet in regular
Thursday of each month during
Fork City Hall , 31 North Church
are listed.

the American Fork Beautification
sessions on the second and fourth
2000 at 6:00 p.m. in the American
Street. The specific meeting dates

January 13
February 10
March 9
April 13
May 11
June 8
July 13
August 10
September 14
October 12
November 9
December 14

January 27
February 24
March 23
April 27
May 25
June 22
July 27
August 24
September 28
October 26
*November 23
December 28

*Meetings falling on Holidays may be rescheduled.
Historical Committee
The American Fork Historical Committee will meet as necessary
during 2000. Notice of the exact time, date, location, and subject
matter will be in accordance with the Open Meetings provisions of
the State Code.
Dated this 27 day of December, 1999.

L I,LQ!_
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
JANUARY 3, 2000
NOTICE OF SPECIAL SESSION AND AGENDA
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in Special Session on January 3, 2000, in the American Fork
City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at Twelve O'clock
Noon. The agenda shall be as follows:
SPECIAL SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Approval of the December 14, 1999, minutes.
Swearing in of Councilmembers-elect Keith S. Blake, Tom
Hunter, and Ricky Storrs.
Presentations by Mayor Ted Barratt.
Announcement and approval of various Council assignments.
Adjournment.

Dated this 27 day of December, 1999.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
JANUARY 3, 2000
SPECIAL SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a Special Session on Monday,
January 3, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 12:09 p.m. Those
present included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont,
Don Hampton, Clark Taylor, Grant Parker, and Ricky Storrs (also
Councilmember-elect) . Also present were Councilmembers-elect Keith
S. Blake & Tom Hunter, Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn, Pam Hunsaker,
Police Chief Terry Fox, Christie Reimschussel, Howard Denney, J.H.
Hadfield, LaVon Laursen, Steve Cornia, Shauna Thomas, Melanie
Marsh, Bonnie Mayo, Rod Despain, Kevin Bennett, Ray Garrett, Mark
Coddington, Barbara Christiansen, Marc Haddock, Daniel Copper, Dale
Gunther , and 14 citizens.
Mayor Barratt welcomed those present.
Steve Cornia offered the prayer.
APPROVAL OF THE DECEMBER 14, 1999, MINUTES
Councilman Parker moved approval of the December 14, 1999, minutes
with a housecleaning item or two.
(They included on page 1, line
36, the first "the" should be "that. 11
On page 2, line 27, it
should be "west side."
On page 4, line 34, it should be
"LouJeanne" and in line 36, after the word, "cookbooks" the words,
"were sold" should be added.}
Councilman Taylor seconded the
motion. All were in favor.

SWEARING IN OF COUNCILMEMBERS-ELECT KEITH S. BLAKE, TOM HUNTER, AND
RICKY STORRS
Mayor Barratt read The American's Creed, by William Tyler Page as
follows :
In 1917, William Tyler Page of Maryland won a
nationwide contest for "the best summary of
American Political faith."
The U.S. House of
Representatives accepted the statement as the
American's Creed on April 3, 1918.
Its two
paragraphs remind us that responsibilities are
the source of rights.
It deserves to be read
and recited.
Today very few people have even
heard of it.
I believe in the United States of America as a Government
of the people, by the people, for the people; whose just
powers are derived from the consent of the governed; a
democracy in a republic; a sovereign Nation of many
sovereign States; a perfect union, one and inseparable;
established upon those principles of freedom, equality,
justice,
and humanity for which American patriots
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sacrificed their lives and fortunes.
I therefore believe it is my duty to my country to love
it; to support its Constitution; to obey its laws; to
respect its flag, and to defend it against all enemies.
Mayor Barratt continued, that today, in a very elementary form,
government takes its place once again. These men will step forward
to govern those who are their constituents.
They have said that
they could lead and do the things the citizens want to have done.
They could make their town a better town and their neighborhoods
better neighborhoods and they would do what the citizens expect them
to do .
Mayor Barratt explained that his Grandfather Barratt had told him
to always vote, and if you don't vote, you have no basis to
complain.
City Recorder Richard Colborn issued the Oath of Office to Keith S.
Blake, Tom Hunter, and Ricky Storrs.
Mayor Barratt appreciated the fact that these men had been willing
to go before the public and run for office.
He appreciated the
opportunity to serve with them.
PRESENTATIONS BY MAYOR TED BARRATT
Mayor Barratt read a poem, The Boy We Want.

(Author Unknown)

A boy that is truthful and honest
And faithful and willing to work;
But we have not a place that we care to disgrace
With a boy that is ready to shirk.
Wanted--a boy you can tie to,
A boy that is trusty and true.
A boy that is good to old people,
And kind to the little ones too.
A boy that is nice to the home folks,
And pleasant to sister and brother,
A boy who will try when things go awry
To be helpful to father and mother.
These are the boys we depend on-Our hope for the future, and then
Grave problems of state and the world's work await
Such boys when they grow to be men.
With breaking voice, Mayor Barratt stated that he considered
Councilman Grant Parker and Councilman Clark Taylor to be great men
of the Community and asked them to step forward as they had served
with honor and integrity.
He encouraged them to go forward with
their lives and to enjoy their family and those years that await
them. Mayor Barratt appreciated their service and diligence.
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Mayor Barratt presented plaques recognizing their service to the
citizens of American Fork to Councilman Parker and Councilman
Taylor and asked them to address the audience.
Councilman Parker stated that he enjoyed the experience with
Councilman Taylor.
He could remember when the population of
American Fork was around 4500 and there were four LDS Wards and
when the chapel on 100 East and 300 North was built, it was a
showcase in American Fork. You knew everyone then, and a handshake
was pretty much a contract.
They did not know what an attorney
was, and it seemed good. Now the City was at about 23,000. He and
his wife shop at Smiths and they don't know anyone there anymore.
Councilman Parker enjoyed the last four years and especially the
past two years with Mayor Barratt. It was a very good Council and
accomplished a lot of things. He loved to travel and he was in St.
Petersburg, Russia, a year ago, for two days.
As they went by a
huge park, there was a worker mowing it with a weed eater. America
was a great place, Utah was a great place, and American Fork was
excellent.
He appreciated the employees of the City noting that
none were perfect but they were good and they try. He appreciated
the Staff in City Hall and the City Recorder. He appreciated City
Administrator Carl Wanlass, a better one couldn't be asked for and
he has to take a lot of flack that goes with the territory. It was
nice to be able to get quick answers.
He appreciated the girls
that work downstairs. He added that he had lived here 63 years and
there was no better place. There was general applause.
Councilman Taylor reflected that in the fifth grade he did a report
in Doug Mayne's class at Forbes Elementary and the population then
was 15,500.
This City was built by great men and women who were
willing to come out and get involved and made a difference in the
community. He was privileged to have served the citizens. He felt
he was the benefactor.
His association with the employees and
staff was very pleasant. They were very accomplished at what they
do.
He believed that the people in American Fork were generally
pleased with what was going on and it was evidenced by the people
who were elected to office. There were more good things that went
on than negative things by far. This was one of the best places to
live in the Country. There were several choice people that make it
that way.
Councilman Taylor hoped that as the City moved forward, that a
positive approach be taken. The past two years had been phenomenal
and the things he had learned were tremendous. He accredited much
of that to Mayor Barratt being a gentleman and a scholar and the
way he has handled the meetings. He appreciated the way he handled
people who want to be disruptive and interrupt the flow of the
meeting.
Councilman Taylor referred to a favorite poem of his Dad's, G.
Preston Taylor, written by Bill Dunn who was the President of the
JC's back in the '50's or '60's and also the Mayor of Murray City.
He read Your Town.
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If you want to live in the kind of a town
That's the kind of a town you like,
You needn't put your clothes in a grip
And go on a long, long hike.
For you'll elsewhere find what you left behind
There's nothing that's really new,
It's a knock at yourself when you knock your town
It isn't your town; it's you.
Real towns are not made by men lest afraid
Somebody else gets ahead,
If everyone works and nobody shirks
You can raise a town from the dead.
And so while you make your personal stake
Your neighbor can make one too .
Your town will be what you want it to be,
It isn't your town; it's you.
Councilman Taylor stated that he felt that was really true and the
reason American Fork was so great was because of the people that
live here and do business here. They far outweigh the negative and
the nay sayers and people that would make an effort to prevail the
negative. For that he was extremely pleased . He thanked his wife
for her support over the past four years.
There was general
applause.
ANNOUNCEMENT AND APPROVAL OF VARIOUS COUNCIL ASSIGNMENTS
Mayor Barratt read the Council Assignments.
Councilman Don Hampton
Mayor Pro-Tem
Finance Committee Chairman
Beautification
Arts and Humanities
Cemetery
Councilmember Juel Belmont
Senior Citizens
Trails Committee
Board of Adjustments
Finance Committee
Solid Waste
Engineering Department
Inspection Department
Councilman Rick Storrs
Rodeo and Racing Committee
City Celebration
Youth Court
Youth Council
Parks Department
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Councilman Tom Hunter
(

Sewer and Water Department
Timpanogos Special Service District
Golf Course Committee
Streets Department
Planning Commission
Building Maintenance
Councilman Keith Blake
Metropolitan Water District
Recreation Committee
Finance Committee
American Fork Historical Preservation
Library
Mayor Barratt explained that those were the assignments for the
year 2000.
They were normally for a two-year term, but there may
be some fine tuning over the next few months, but that was how it
stood today .
Councilman Hampton moved to ratify and approve the Council
assignments as read. Councilman Storrs seconded the motion. All
were in favor.
Mayor Barratt explained this was a fine opportunity to serve the
citizens of American Fork . It was a wonderful opportunity and was
an enjoyable experience. There were a lot of wonderful things that
took place in a City and as City parks were built and neighborhoods
improved along with public safety, and as department heads made
decisions that improve the way in which the City responds to the
needs of the community, it gives one a good feeling to hear those
things and about how good the flower beds look or that it was the
best l ooking cemetery in the State.
Councilman Storrs stated that American Fork was better because of
Councilmembers Taylor and Parker. They could be proud of what they
accomplished. They were his friends and to him they would always
be Councilman Parker and Councilman Taylor.
Councilman Storrs echoed what they had said previously regarding it
being an enjoyable two years with Mayor Barratt . He looked forward
to serving with Councilman Hunter and Councilman Blake.
Councilman Blake reported his appreciation for the opportunity to
serve and thanked Councilmembers Parker and Taylor for their
service. He hoped that he could provide a positive influence as we
move into the new Millennium.
Councilman Hunter echoed what Councilman Blake had said adding that
he was humbled by the opportunity to serve.
He had watched
Councilmembers Taylor and Parker over the years and he felt bad at
the outcome of the election because of the good job Councilman
Parker had done . He was excited for the opportunity and was coming
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in without an agenda of any kind and was coming in with eyes wide
open.
He recognized that he would not be able to please all the
people all of the time, but he would have honesty and integrity and
do what was best for the majority of the citizens in American Fork.
He was born and raised in American Fork and his love was here.
Councilman Hunter continued that he had to hand a lot to his mother
as she raised a good son and she was always behind him and
supported him.
He thanked his wife for letting him serve.
He
would do his best.
Mayor Barratt admonished the Council that the public had elected
them to vote and that when there were items on the agenda that they
be prepared to vote.
The public was not well served when you
abstain from a vote other than when you have a direct conflict and
even then, depending on the situation, you need to state your
conflict and still vote. It was necessary to study the issues and
determine what was best for the City. Talk to Staff, talk to the
people involved, attend the work sessions and do the things you
need to do and this will be some of the most enjoyable years of
your life.
ADJOURNMENT
Councilman Hampton moved adjournment at 12:35 p.m.
Hunter seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
JANUARY 6, 2000
NOTICE OF WORK SESSION
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in a work session on Thursday, January 6, 2000, in the
American Fork City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 4:00
p.m. The agenda shall be as follows:
WORK SESSION
1.
2.
3.

Discussion of items for the upcoming January 11, 2000, City
Council meeting.
Other business.
Adjournment.

Dated this 3 day of January, 2000.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
JANUARY 6, 2000

(
WORK SESSION

The American Fork City Council met in a work session on January 6,
2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 4:03 p.m.
Those present
included **Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Don Hampton, Tom
Hunter, and Ricky Storrs, and *Keith Blake. Councilmember Belmont
was excused.
Others present included Carl Wanlass, Richard
Colborn, Rod Despain, Kevin Bennett, and Howard Denney .
In the absence of Mayor Barratt,
Hampton assumed the Chair.

Mayor Pro-tem Councilman Don

DISCUSSION OF ITEMS FOR THE UPCOMING JANUARY 11, 2000, CITY COUNCIL
MEETING
Carl Wanlass reported that the Mayor had discussed amending the
agenda to include the awarding of the bids for the weights at the
Fitness Center and that when the Mayor arrived he possibly would
have another item for the agenda.
*Councilman Keith Blake arrived.
Public Hearings
7:00p . m. - Proposed use of Local Law Enforcement Block Grant Funds
from the Department of Justice
Carl Wanlass noted the amount of the grant was $13,137.00.
The
Committee will make a non binding recommendation to the Council as
to how the funds should be spent. The City's cash match amount was
$1,460.
**Mayor Barratt arrived.
Councilman Blake asked what the grant money was to be used for and
what was the objective of the grant.
Carl Wanlass explained that the money was to be used for equipment,
radar guns, cameras, etc. and the objective was to enhance police
functions by awarding money for equipment.
This was the City's
third grant of this type.
Mayor Barratt conducted the remainder of the work session.
7:10 p.m. - Placement of the property in the Chipman Subdivision
Phase 1 Annexation at 575 South 100 West in the R1-9000 zone
Copies of the Ordinance and Annexation Agreement had been provided .
Regarding the previous item, Councilman Blake asked about Equal
Opportunity Plans and if this had been a part of other grants . It
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did not seem to be a requirement but they could ask for it.
Wanlass would look at it.

Mr.

Councilman Blake asked if the City had Employment Handbooks.
Wanlass responded that the City had Personnel Policies.

Mr.

Carl Wanlass explained that they would need to open up the budget
for this grant at a future time.
7:20p.m. - Proposed changes to the Landscape Structure Provisions
of the Development Code
The Ordinance was provided in the packet.
Action Items
1.

Neighbors in Action

Carl Wanlass explained that this item was included on the agenda if
the Council wanted to discuss it. Kevin Bennett had provided his
comments to the Committee, but they had not given a recommendation
back.
Mayor Barratt thought it would be delayed two weeks.
Councilman Hampton reported that Mr. Hendry had not yet met with
his committee. They would be meeting tonight.
Mayor Barratt asked Kevin Bennett to provide his written comments
to the members of the Council.
Councilman Storrs asked why Ray Carter from the Lehi Arts Council
was coming to address the American Fork City Council under the
regular session.
Mayor Barratt reported that Lehi was building a facility at
Thanksgiving Point and they wanted the cities in the area to know
that they were building it and they would like each City to support
it. They were not an adversary, but encouraged its use if it could
be of benefit to the City of American Fork.
Mayor Barratt continued that American Fork did not have a place for
the Arts Council. The Alpine Country Club had asked that the City
secure other facilities for their dinner theater. They appreciated
the City's business but sometimes it was not convenient to block
out that much time.
The American Fork symphony did not have a
place to hold concerts so they used the Jr. High. They have been
very good to work with but have asked in kind ways to provide
another facility because of the pressure for use of their
buildings.
Councilman Hampton added that the City paid for the use of the
facility.
Mayor Barratt commented that Orem was trying to build a facility
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for the Arts and they want North Utah County to join with them.
They have a donor that has given them around $3 million to be built
somewhere in Orem, Lindon, or Pleasant Grove.
The County
Commissioners have said that they don't want every city to build
one. Provo's Mayor Billings has said that they were going to build
one no matter what.
Mayor Barratt felt it was sad that American Fork City made no
effort to satisfy the Arts.
In his opinion after two years of
being Mayor, there was going to be a day and a time when this City
would look back and say that we allowed something to bring people
to our community to get away from us. We have sent people from our
community to Thanksgiving Point, to Lehi, or to Orem.
We had an
opportunity to keep restaurants open in American Fork because there
was some performance going on.
Councilman Hampton commented that it was not because Mayor Barratt,
Councilman Storrs and he did not try.
Mayor Barratt added that he had strong feelings about it. In 10 or
15 years from now Mayor Barratt felt that the Mayor and Council
fought hard and long because they stood on the threshold of getting
a facility, but couldn't.
Provo City was going to build one
regardless. Even if they subsidized every dime, Mayor Billings had
stated that he owed it to the business . district,
to the
restaurants, to the motels, and that he would do what it took,
because he was their Mayor and Council to protect his City.
Councilman Hampton added that we owed it to our families noting
that the kids needed the Arts as well.
Mayor Barratt asked how far does a City really go when they just
get by.
Councilman Blake added that they were going to have some
opportunities to do some things in that area and we need to step up
and do it.
Councilman Hampton commented that it had to be done the right way.
2.
Chipman Subdivision Phase 1 Annexation at 575 South 100 West
and Annexation Agreement
This was a single lot and would be addressed at the hearing.
3.
Changes to
Development Code

the

Landscape

Structure

Provisions

of

the

This item would be addressed at the hearing. Rod Despain was asked
to provide his background memo on Landscape Structures to members
of the Council.
4.

Projects approval
a.

Revised Roberts Estates Subdivision Plat A at 891 North
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150 West
Carl Wanlass noted that this was an amendment of the
Roberts Estates Subdivision. The owner was Fred Roberts.
b.

Revised site plan for Deseret Industries at 185 North
West State Road
This was a revised site plan for Deseret Industries .
For the benefit of new councilmembers, Rod Despain
explained that a memo was provided from the Staff just
before Council meeting so that any approval would include
outstanding matters that still needed to be taken care of
along with suggested motions.
Councilman Hampton added that it was provided just before
council meeting so that it would include anything that
had been taken care of right up to the time of the
meeting . He appreciated the effort in this regard .
Councilman Blake explained that he had an association
with Deseret Industries as his LDS Stake was the agent
Stake and he was the representative.
His brother also
had responsibility.
Mayor Barratt counseled Councilman Blake to state that
and then go ahead and vote as there was no financial gain
involved. He did not see that as a conflict.

5.

General Permit for the Boat Harbor

Carl Wanlass explained that the Boat Harbor saga had been going on
for a number of years. The US Supreme Court had awarded Utah Lake
rights, minerals, etc. back to the State.
Kevin Bennett explained that this permit would allow American Fork
City to operate the boat harbor without cost .
Carl Wanlass added that the City had 1 acre of ground that was
given to the City a long time ago by Mr. Kogianes. The State had
allowed that to be deeded directly to the City.
This was a
renewable permit in 30 years.
6.

Discussion of the Uniform Conservation Building Code

Mayor Barratt reported that there would be no discussion on this
item at the meeting .
Carl Wanlass noted that a letter from the State Division of
Occupational and Professional Licensing Board was provided as they
were looking at tightening up the seismic provisions of that Code.
Mayor Barratt explained that Councilmember Belmont asked that it be
put on the agenda to give direction to Staff to review that and
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report back. The Building Inspector had not yet responded on the
matter. Councilmember Belmont felt it was important for residents
in the City.
Rod Despain commented that the UCBC was actually less than the UBC
but it was for the purpose of facilitating the conservation of
structures .
7.
Report and action on Construction Projects items including
Change Orders
Carl Wanlass explained that there would be one change order on the
Library, the bulk of which was for the asphalting of the parking
lot to the north.
It really looked good back there.
Councilman Storrs asked for a street light back there.
8.

Planning Commission report

Rod Despain will help with the wording.
9.

January 3, 2000, special session minutes

No comment.
10.

January 6, 2000, work session minutes

No comment.
OTHER BUSINESS
Carl Wanlass explained to the Mayor that before the Mayor's arrival
he noted that the agenda may be amended to include the awarding of
the bids for the weight room equipment at the Fitness Center.
Mayor Barratt asked that the amended agenda also include a
presentation item on Affordable Housing near the end of the meeting
just before the Planning Commission report.
He asked that the
Neighbors in Action be taken off and the awarding of the weight
room bids be placed there.
Richard Colborn
project.

asked

if

the

presentation was

for

a

specific

Councilman Blake stated that it would really work better for him to
have this meeting later, referring to the work session meeting.
Mayor Barratt responded that they had looked at other times, but
that this was the time that had worked the best.
He felt that
usually the meeting was only for 30 minutes. They would see how it
went and review it again in a month or two.
Carl Wanlass reported that the Open House for the Public Works
Facility was scheduled for Friday, January 28, 2000, from 2:00p.m.
until 7:00 p.m. Also , they were tentatively looking at February 29
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as the day for the annual retreat .
Councilman Blake asked what a retreat was.
Mayor Barratt explained that it was where all the Department Heads
and the Council go together to discuss what had been accomplished
and what was to be accomplished during the next year.
It was an
all day event followed by dinner with your spouse.
Carl Wanlass noted that it would probably be held at the Quality
Inn in the Business Park, if they could get in.
Councilman Storrs commented that another City had done that and
that the public notice in the paper said that they would exclude
the public and it was just for the Staff .
Councilman Blake felt that the public was welcome but that they
probably wouldn't come in the middle of the day.
Councilman Hampton noted that they had in the past.
Mayor Barratt noted that Staff from Senator Hatch's Office would be
in the American Fork City Hall tomorrow morning at 8:00 a.m. to
discuss any concern and to see how they could assist.
Councilman Storrs was excused from the work session to attend Youth
Court .
New keys for City Hall were provided.
Mayor Barratt asked that citizen committee member appointments be
given to him by the next work session.
Richard Colborn commented that he was asked by a lady at the County
Building about the housing project on 620 South.
Was the
Presentation on Affordable Housing on this next agenda particular
to a specific project?
Councilman Blake stated that the information provided was specific
to the project on 620 South.
Mayor Barratt responded that it was specific, but if that site did
not work, Mr. Alvarez was interested in going elsewhere.
Councilman Blake explained that he had suggested to the Mayor that
department head appointments be made to coincide with the fiscal
year .
Richard Colborn felt there was a section of the State Code or City
Code that dealt with the timing of those appointments .
Carl Wanlass added that it gave the Mayor the opportunity to get
his people on board .
Councilman Blake explained that he had also suggested to the Mayor
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the concept of a unified command for fire, ambulance, and police .
Mayor Barratt stated that he never responded back because that was
something that was already being discussed. Eventually, sometime,
that was where the City would be.
Councilman Blake continued that part of his thinking was not to
move to a Public Safety Director right now but to some interim
structure. It made sense to him that the Police Chief lead in that
role.
Mayor Barratt noted that it was essentially in that form with the
Ambulance Director being a police officer .
Councilman Blake felt they might need to formalize that structure.
ADJOURNMENT
The meeting adjourned at 4:47 p.m.

L ~-
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Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder

7

r

AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
JANUARY 11, 2000
NOTICE AND AGENDA
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on January 11, 2000, in the American Fork
City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p . m.
The
agenda shall be as follows:
PUBLIC HEARING
7:00 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the proposed use of
the 1999 Local Law Enforcement Block Grant Funds from the
Department of Justice.
7:10 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the placement of
the property in Chipman Subdivision Phase I Annexation at
575 South 100 West in the R1 - 9000 zone.
7 : 20p . m. Receiving of public comment regarding the Landscape
Structure Provisions of the Development Code .
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.

Prayer by invitation; roll call .
Twenty minute public comment period - limited to two minutes
per person.
Presentation of Certification to Pam Hunsaker as a Certified
Municipal Financial Administrator .
Report of Downtown American Fork Inc.
Ray Carter will make a presentation regarding the Lehi City
Arts Council .
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports.
Mayor's report .
ACTION ITEMS

1.
2.

3.
4.

Review and action on the Neighbors in Action Program.
Review and action on the Chipman Subdivision Phase I
Annexation at 575 South 100 West including the Ordinance of
Annexation, placement of the property in the R1-9000 zone, and
also the Annexation Agreement.
Review and action on an Ordinance adopting changes to the
Landscape Structure Provisions of the Development Code.
Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums , and PUD's including 1) plat approval ; 2) method
of satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation ; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the
plat recorded.
a.
Review and action on a
revised Roberts
Estates
Subdivision Plat A at 891 North 150 West.
b.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving the revised
site plan for Deseret Industries at 185 North West State
Road .
1
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5.
6.
7.
8.

9.

10.
11.
12 .

Review and action on the General Permit for the Boat Harbor
with the State of Utah.
Discussion regarding the Uniform Conservation Building Code .
Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders.
Report and action on Planning Commission items.
Review and action on the January 3
2000
special session
minutes.
Review and action on the January 6, 2000
work session
minutes.
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
Adjournment.
1
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Dated this 3 day of January, 2000.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder

2

AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
JANUARY 11, 2000
*AMENDED - NOTICE AND AGENDA
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on January 11, 2000, in the American Fork
City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p.m.
The
agenda shall be as follows:
PUBLIC HEARING
7:00 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the proposed use of
the 1999 Local Law Enforcement Block Grant Funds from the
Department of Justice.
7:10 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the placement of
the property in Chipman Subdivision Phase I Annexation at
575 South 100 West in the R1-9000 zone.
7:20p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the Landscape
Structure Provisions of the Development Code.
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.

Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period - limited to two minutes
per person.
Presentation of Certification to Pam Hunsaker as a Certified
Municipal Financial Administrator.
Report of Downtown American Fork Inc.
Ray Carter will make a presentation regarding the Lehi City
Arts Council.
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports.
Mayor's report.
ACTION ITEMS

*1.
2.

3.
4.

Review and action on the awarding of the bid for the weight
room equipment at the Fitness Center.
Review and action on the Chipman Subdivision Phase I
Annexation at 575 South 100 West including the Ordinance of
Annexation, placement of the property in the R1-9000 zone, and
also the Annexation Agreement.
Review and action on an Ordinance adopting changes to the
Landscape Structure Provisions of the Development Code.
Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method
of satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the
plat recorded.
a.
Review and action on a
revised Roberts
Estates
Subdivision Plat A at 891 North 150 West.
b.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving the revised
site plan for Deseret Industries at 185 North West State
1

(

5.
6.
7.

*8.
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.

Road .
Review and action on the General Permit for the Boat Harbor
with the State of Utah.
Discussion regarding the Uniform Conservation Building Code.
Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders.
Presentation on Affordable Housing.
Report and action on Planning Commission items.
Review and action on the January 3, 2000, special session
minutes.
Review and action on the January 6, 2000, work session
minutes.
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
Adjournment.

Dated this 7 day of January, 2000.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
JANUARY 11, 2000
ATTACHMENTS (2}
PUBLIC HEARING - 7:00 P.M. - RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE PROPOSED USE OF THE 1999 LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT BLOCK GRANT
FUNDS FROM THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

The American Fork City Council met in a public hearing on January
11, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing ~t 7:08p.m. Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont, Don
Hampton, Ricky Storrs, Keith Blake, and Tom Hunter. Others present
included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn, Jay Christensen, Chief
Terry Fox, Rod Despain, Mr. & Mrs. Paul Steele, Robert Scutt, Mr.
& Mrs. Bill Jacob, Barbara Christiansen, and 12 citizens.
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive
public comment regarding the proposed use of the 1999 Local Law
Enforcement Block Grant Funds from the Department of Justice. He
noted that last year he thought that Councilman Storrs recommended
the purchase of the City's own speed awareness trailer.
Chief Fox stated that he had a 4-minute video on the device.
Mayor Barratt suggested that it be shown during the regular session
when more persons were in attendance.
Chief Fox noted that this was the third year of the grant.
They
had purchased digital photography equipment with this type of grant
previously.
There being no further comment, the hearing adjourned at 7:12p.m.
PUBLIC HEARING - 7:10 P.M. - RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE PLACEMENT OF THE PROPERTY IN CHIPMAN SUBDIVISION PHASE 1
ANNEXATION AT 575 SOUTH 100 WEST IN THE R1-9000 ZONE
The American Fork City Council met in a second public hearing on
January 11, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:12p.m. Those
present at the previous hearing were present at this hearing along
with Darrin Chipman.
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive
public comment regarding the placement of the property in the
Chipman Subdivision Phase 1 Annexation in the R1-9000 zone. This
was a one lot annexation. He asked for comments noting that Darrin
Chipman was present to answer questions.
There being no comment, the hearing adjourned at 7:15 p.m.
PUBLIC HEARING- 7:20P.M. -RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE LANDSCAPE STRUCTURE PROVISIONS OF THE DEVELOPMENT CODE
The American Fork City Council met in a third public hearing on
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January 11, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:20p.m. Those
present at the previous hearing were present at this hearing along
with six additional citizens.
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive
public comment regarding proposed changes in the Landscape
Structure provisions of the Development Code.
He asked for
comments.
Rod Despain noted that the Council had received a supplemental memo
regarding the changes.
There being no further comment, the hearing adjourned at 7:22 p.m.
REGULAR SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a regular session on January
11, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:30p.m. Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmernbers Juel Belmont, Don
Hampton, Keith Blake, Tom Hunter, and Ricky Storrs. Others present
included Carl Wanlass, Rod Despain, Richard Colborn, Howard Denney,
Kevin Bennett, Jay Christensen, Chief Terry Fox, Pam Hunsaker,
Robert Scutt, Mr. & Mrs. Bill Jacob, Mr. & Mrs. Paul Steele, Darrin
Chipman, Dale Gunther, George Brown, Judy Price, Daniel Copper,
Scouts from Troop 18, Barbara Christiansen, and 20 citizens.
Councilman Tom Hunter offered the prayer.
Scouts from Troop 18 introduced themselves.
TWENTY MINUTE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD - LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES PER
PERSON
Robert Scutt asked
Allegiance now.

if

the

Mayor

was

planning

the

Pledge

of

Mayor Barratt stated that he would make that part of the agenda,
but it was not on the agenda this evening and would put it on the
agenda for next time.
Mr. Scutt felt it would be a good thing as the Scouts were present.
Mrs. Jacob agreed.
JaNeane Jacob asked that they say the Pledge of Allegiance.
Mayor Barratt asked that if they were going to say the Pledge of
Allegiance that the public be respectful of the agenda and the
agenda items that were there.
He would allow it to be said, but
from now on if it was not on the agenda, no matter what it was, it
would not be taken care of here. He asked that JaNeane Jacob lead
the audience in the Pledge of Allegiance.
The Pledge of Allegiance was given.
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Bill Jacob asked for a clarification that the agenda allowed for
public comments.
Mayor Barratt responded that the agenda did allow for twenty
minutes of public comment and if that was how it was chosen to be
used, that was their prerogative.
Mr. Jacob asked if Mayor Barratt had some objection to the Pledge
of Allegiance.
Mayor Barratt responded
Jacob's concern.

that

he did not.

PRESENTATION OF CERTIFICATION TO
MUNICIPAL FINANCIAL ADMINISTRATOR

PAM

He

HUNSAKER

appreciated Mr.
AS

A CERTIFIED

Mayor Barratt asked City Treasurer Pam Hunsaker to come forward to
receive her Certified Municipal Financial Administrator Award. He
read the following:
Pamela Hunsaker, Treasurer of American Fork City, Utah, is one
of 44 members of the Municipal Treasurers Association of the
United States and Canada who has successfully maintained their
Certified Municipal Finance Administrator (CMFA Credentials)
in 1998-99.
Treasurer Hunsaker was formally recognized of
this achievement in August during the Association's 34th
Annual Conference in Salt Lake City, Utah. Treasurer Hunsaker
was originally awarded the professional designation in 1994.
There are currently 350 members of the Association who hold
this designation across the United States and Canada.
A
strong knowledge of the field of Public Finance is required.
Recipients must achieve a high level of professional expertise
in education. This Certification must be renewed every five
years through continuous and professional development.
There was general applause.
REPORT OF DOWNTOWN AMERICAN FORK INC
Dale Gunther presented a summary and reviewed the actions of the
Downtown Steering Committee since it evolved into Downtown American
Fork, Inc.
The summary is included as ATTACHMENT 1 to these
minutes.
Mr. Gunther noted that the building that currently housed Haaga's
Mattress Factory was the second J.C. Penney store in the United
States and was known as Penney's Golden Rule Store.
Dale Gunther emphasized that on Tuesday, January 18, 2000, there
would be two meetings, one at 8:00a.m. to be held in the basement
of the drive-up at the Bank of American Fork where Bim Oliver from
the State will make a presentation to advise businessmen of some of
the resources available to them. The meeting will be repeated at
Noon. He invited the Mayor and Council to attend the meetings.
3

Mr. Gunther introduced the Main Street Manager Linda Walton.
Linda Walton reported that a lot of what they had been doing was
organizational in nature.
There were challenges, but there were
also many individuals with energy that want to make the downtown a
better place.
There were many volunteer committees within the
organization
including
marketing,
beautification,
historic
renovation, traffic control, and parking.
Ms. Walton explained that Downtown American Fork, Inc. would be
serving as an ombudsman for the downtown area.
When there were
problems they will try to solve them first .
Linda Walton reported that in the next two months, BYU students
would be going door to door to all the businesses to find out about
their marketing plans. They will also obtain information from the
State about why local persons would shop outside of the community.
Board Members and other volunteers will go into the residential
areas to research consumer preferences.
They hope this will be
done by March.
The Building Doctor from the State was doing research on the area
to help make some recommendations.
All of this effort was being
done to find ways to reinforce the fact that you should shop
downtown.
Dale Gunther continued that the
section of the community and was a
appreciation to the Council and
committees were working hard and
show up downtown.

Board was composed of a crossnon-paid position. He expressed
Mayor for their support.
The
were anxious to see some things

RAY CARTER WILL MAKE A PRESENTATION REGARDING THE LEHI CITY ARTS
COUNCIL
Ray Carter explained that there was going to be a new Arts Facility
in Lehi at Thanksgiving Point.
While they were looking at doing
something, a BYU study was released that stated that the Wasatch
Front needed a larger performing arts center. The facility was to
be too large for just Lehi City .
It would be a total of 155,000
square feet and have a large theater with approximately 2,100
seats, a smaller 275-seat theater, a recital hall, and a dinner
theater facility.
More than anything, this was to be a teaching
facility, teaching all aspects of art.
Mr. Carter officially invited American Fork to participate with
them, not monetarily, but to develop the Arts along the Wasatch
Front.
This would be a central location for all of the Arts
Councils from Salt Lake City to Payson.
They were encouraging
American Fork to continue on their own.
As a need for a larger
facility was necessary, it was their hope that American Fork would
consider the facility at Thanksgiving Point.
Ray Carter continued that there were 30 offices in the facility
that would be leased. Many have small businesses and were willing
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to lease office space. The revenues from the leased office space
would pay for the operations and maintenance of the building. They
have arranged to establish a stipend amount for those from Lindon,
north. They would receive full amount of the receipts up to that
stipend and after that they would share with Lehi City Arts
Council.
Mr. Carter noted that he had been scholarship funding through his
insurance business since 1991.
They have been set up at the
University of Utah and BYU and were on a competition basis . Kids
from Florida or Connecticut or Missouri were getting those. This
was one way to elevate the arts.
Councilman Hampton asked for on opening date.
Mr. Carter stated that they were shooting for a 2001 opening date.
They had a pledge of $6 million on the $15 million project. They
were asking citizens from all over to help, but the majority was
expected to come from various foundations.
The campaign to
individual citizens also would give them a feeling of ownership in
the project.
He noted that the Gunther's have helped with many
projects in Lehi. He asked American Fork to send some information
out with the City utility bills.
REPORT OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR
Carl Wanlass introduced the new American Fork City Arts Council
Director Varlo R. Davenport.
He had been through an interview
selection process and there was a lot of competition.
Varlo Davenport addressed the Council noting that his undergraduate
degree was from Southern Utah University in Cedar City.
He had
been teaching and involved in the Arts with Utah State University's
Uintah Basin Branch Campus, the Uintah Arts Council in Vernal, and
the Basin Arts Council in Roosevelt.
Mayor Barratt welcomed Mr. Davenport to American Fork.
COUNCIL REPORTS
Councilman Hampton had nothing to report at this time.
Councilmember Belmont reported that the luminaries at the Cemetery
on Christmas Eve were gorgeous. Her out of town guests were very
impressed.
Councilmember Belmont noted that on December 23, 1999, at 7:55a.m.
she received a call that the clock was finished and where did she
want it delivered to. She did not have a place for it. He agreed
to keep it until she did. The only thing left to be done was for
the clock to be reassembled and then the clock restorer will need
to put it together on the side of the building.
He would need a
lift and two City employees.
They then plan to shroud it and
unveil it at an appropriate time.
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Councilmernber Belmont explained that her third item involved a
statement that she needed to make on the disagreement that the
Mayor and she have had.
Council member Belmont's statement is
included in these minutes as ATTACHMENT 2.
Mayor Barratt asked if she was ready to set a time for the starting
of the clock.
Councilmernber Belmont did not think that time was quite yet, but
she would like to hear from the Council.
Mayor Barratt agreed that the luminaries were beautiful and it was
a pretty site.
Councilman Hunter had nothing to report at this time.
Councilman Blake reported that he had met with the Library Board
and was impressed with the volunteer help .
They were looking
toward March or early April for the Grand Opening.
It may be the
time to have the clock start up as well .
The Library Board was
going to approach Highland and later Cedar Hills and Alpine to see
if there was interest in participating in the new Library.
Councilman Blake commented that the Literacy Center had been
arranged for in the basement and there was still some work to do
there, but they did not want to hold up the opening of the Library.
It had been suggested that the Literary Center be looked at by Neil
Spencer to confirm some things.
Councilman Blake explained that he had met with Steve Bailey and
had toured the facility again.
There was concern at a prior
meeting regarding patrons paying for a less expensive area and then
moving to a higher use.
It was suggested that a pass be provided
that went around the neck. Mr. Bailey stated that he would look at
that.
Citizen input was helpful and he was anxious to make it a
productive facility. They would be approaching Highland and Alpine
regarding broader participation.
Councilman Blake noted that he had been selected to Chair a citizen
committee on buildings. One of the recommendations was to consider
a funding possibility with the Heritage Convalescent Center that
was approved for discussion on the purchase of the facility. This
was moving ahead. The second key area was the architectural review
of the public safety building and the Harrington Building.
Both
MHTN and Ellsworth Peck have agreed to do that at no charge. They
would be meeting again on January 18, 2000, at 6:00p.m . and would
plan to be on the January 25, 2000, agenda .
Councilman Blake stated that he appreciated his assignments and
again was impressed with the number of volunteers in the community .
He noted the Marshal Program at the Fitness Center.
Councilman Storrs commented that it was disturbing that persons
would answer their cell phones right in the meeting while they were
trying to conduct business .
They should be turned off when they
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come into the meeting.
Councilman Storrs welcomed Varlo Davenport as the Arts Director and
he was going to do a good job.
Councilman Storrs introduced Youth Mayor Samantha Clements.
Samantha Clements explained that they try to do at least one
project a month. During the past year they have held a dinner for
the City Council, produced a drug awareness assembly for the
elementary schools, hosted the state wide convention in 1998 and in
June 1999 hosted the second annual convention, sponsored street
dances with Steel Days, helped with food concessions at the Little
Buckaroo Rodeo, sponsored a car wash, provided fruit baskets to
seniors on Grandparents Day, helped with the Chamber's Halloween 5K
Race, participated in the Veteran's Day Program, and did a Sub for
Santa Project.
Youth Council Mayor Clements acknowledged other officials as Mayor
Pro-tem Jessica McGraw; Councilmembers Jonny Christensen, Valerie
Davis, Christin Anderson, B.J. Shelby, and Beau Chadwick.
The
Recorder was Chelsey Richardson. The advisors were LaVon Laursen,
B. Jo Dumler, and Lisa Shelby.
This year the Councilmember was
Ricky Storrs.
Councilmember Belmont reported that she had attended most of the
meetings and the Youth Court was outstanding, their enthusiasm was
wonderful and it was a delightful two years . She thanked them for
their efforts.
Youth Council Mayor Clements thanked Councilmember Belmont for her
help as did LaVon Laursen. There was general applause.
MAYOR'S REPORT
Mayor Barratt reported that the City received a Christmas Card from
Barbara Evans along with a check for $350 for Police Equipment as
an expression of her thanks for the Police Academy Classes that she
had recently attended.
Mayor Barratt expressed his thanks and
encouraged others to avail themselves of those classes.
Mayor Barratt announced that Lt. Andy Hale was back at the FBI
Academy receiving advanced training.
Mayor Barratt reminded the Council that at the next meeting they
were in need of citizen appointments and asked that they be
provided him by the work session on January 20.
ACTION ITEMS
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE AWARDING OF THE BID FOR THE WEIGHT ROOM
EQUIPMENT AT THE FITNESS CENTER
Mayor Barratt asked that this item be placed on the next agenda.
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REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE CHIPMAN SUBDIVISION PHASE 1 ANNEXATION AT
575 SOUTH 100 WEST INCLUDING THE ORDINANCE OF ANNEXATION, PLACEMENT
OF THE PROPERTY IN THE R1-9000 ZONE, AND ALSO THE ANNEXATION
AGREEMENT
Mayor Barratt noted that this i tern had been the subject of an
earlier public hearing.
Councilman Storrs moved to adopt Ordinance No. 2000-01-01 approving
the Ordinance of Annexation, including placement of the property in
the R1-9000 zone, and also the annexation agreement for the Chipman
Subdivision Phase 1 Annexation and authorize its recording at the
office of the County Recorder subject to:
1} Amendment of the
Annexation Agreement in Section 6 to provide for the conveyance of
the additional street right-of-way by dedication as a part of the
subdivision plat; 2} Completion of all outstanding actions and
execution of the Annexation Agreement; and 3} Delivery of the
necessary deeds/plats for road right-of-way and water rights as
identified in the agreement.
Councilmember Belmont seconded the
motion. All were in favor.

PRESENTATION OF A VIDEO ON THE BLOCK GRANT FUNDING FOR A SPEED
MONITORING AWARENESS TRAILER
Mayor Barratt stated that he meant to have the video shown under
his report. He turned time to Police Chief Terry Fox.
A video was
Trailer.

shown highlighting the

Speed Monitoring Awareness

Chief Fox felt that this would be a real help in the community.
The traffic division had been in operation for about four and a
half weeks and the statistics show that about 73% of the people
going over the speed limit did not live here. The speed over the
limit was between 17 and 22 miles per hour.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING CHANGES TO THE LANDSCAPE
STRUCTURE PROVISIONS OF THE DEVELOPMENT CODE
Rod Despain noted that the change was requested by a resident. The
Planning Commission researched it and thought that changes were
appropriate.
Earl Johansen asked for an explanation.
Rod Despain explained that it was a provision that would allow for
arbors and overhead lattice structures in a portion of the front
yard area.
This would allow something other than just grass and
trees.
It did not allow for a garage or awnings.
Councilman Hampton moved to adopt Ordinance No.
2000-01-02
approving amendments to Section 2-5.30 of the Development Code as
recommended by the Planning Commission.
Councilmember Belmont
seconded the motion. All were in favor.
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REVIEW
AND
ACTION
ON
SUBDIVISIONS,
COMMERCIAL
PROJECTS,
CONDOMINIUMS, AND PUD'S INCLUDING 1) PLAT APPROVAL; 2) METHOD OF
SATISFACTION OF WATER RIGHTS REQUIREMENTS; 3) POSTING OF AN
IMPROVEMENT BOND OR SETTING OF A TIME FRAME FOR IMPROVEMENT
INSTALLATION; AND 4) AUTHORIZATION TO SIGN THE FINAL PLAT AND
ACCEPTANCE OF ALL DEDICATIONS TO THE PUBLIC AND TO HAVE THE PLAT
RECORDED
a.

Review and action on a revised Roberts Estates Subdivision
Plat A at 891 North 150 West
City Engineer Howard Denney noted that the Subdivision would
be subject to reimbursement of the sewer line to a previous
developer who installed the line, in accordance with City
Ordinance.
Councilman Hampton moved to approve the final plat of the
Roberts Estates Subdivision and authorize the Mayor and
Council to sign the plat, accept the dedications, and to have
the plat recorded,
all subject to the completion of
outstanding items as outlined by the Planning Commission
including the following:
1) Construction of the required
subdivision improvements is completed and no bond will be
required and 2) an acknowledgment by the Council that the rear
setback to the existing dwelling does not conform to the
current
ordinance and
is
considered a
non-conforming
condition.
Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion.
All
were in favor.

b.

Review and action on an Ordinance approving the revised site
plan for Deseret Industries at 185 North West State Road
Councilman Hampton noted that the increase in size was due to
an increase in the size of the loading docks.
Councilman Hampton moved to adopt Ordinance No. 2000-01-03
approving the amended site plan for the Deseret Industries at
185 North West State Road subject to the following:
1)
Continuation of all terms of the approval relating to the
initial site plan {approved 11-23-99) and 2) a finding that
the amendment constituted a minor change and no public hearing
will be required.

Councilman Blake declared that he had an involvement with
Deseret Industries, but received no financial benefit. He had
a responsibility with the LDS Stake that was the Agent Stake
for the Deseret Industries which was this building and
included the 22 Stakes in the northern part of Utah County.
His was a volunteer effort. His brother was also the regional
welfare Chairman of the 22 Stakes and he had no financial
benefit either.
Councilmember Storrs seconded the motion.
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All were in favor.
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REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE GENERAL PERMIT FOR THE BOAT HARBOR WITH
THE STATE OF UTAH
City Administrator Carl Wanlass noted that this was an application
for a renewable 30 year period.
Councilman Storrs moved approval of the general permit for the Boat
Harbor with the State of Utah.
Councilman Blake seconded the
motion. All were in favor.

DISCUSSION REGARDING THE UNIFORM CONSERVATION BUILDING CODE
Councilmember Belmont noted that there were two properties in
downtown American Fork that people were either purchasing or
wanting to purchase. If the City had the Uniform Code for Building
Conservation and it was used by the Building Inspector, these
places could be improved without requiring the buildings to be like
new construction as there were credits given for all sorts of
things.
She distributed material regarding the 1997 Uniform Code
for Building Conservation and asked the Council to read it
carefully.
Councilmember Belmont added that this would be a good thing for the
older parts of town.
The older parts of town become a very good
walking community.
If buildings were allowed to deteriorate,
people would not restore them if they had to restore them to the
new construction code. Grants were available to help restore some
of these buildings.
Building Inspector Ron Morrill had told her
that he was hesitant because he wasn't sure that he understood it
well. He has now done some additional research. She would like to
invite someone from the Landmarks Committee from the Avenues Area
in Salt Lake City to address the City Council with a slide
presentation.
Councilmember Belmont noted that Ron Morrill had said that the
Alpine Tabernacle could have saved about $100,000 if the City had
the UCBC and they chose to use it. She read from information dated
May of 1999.
"The UCBC contains sufficient flexibility to allow for safe
yet reasonable rehabilitation of existing buildings. Chapter
4 contains minimal requirements for existing buildings and
remodel or rehabilitation projects where the occupancy
classification is not changed."
Councilmember Belmont stated that the City could benefit with this
Code . Ron Morrill would continue to do some research and she asked
that it come back in two or four weeks to make it available to the
residents of American Fork City.
Councilman Hampton noted that there was some reference to a 2000
version of the UCBC .
Councilmember Belmont reported that Ron Morrill had said that in
his interpretation that he felt that he would still have to require
10
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the updating to be more like new construction.
Councilman Hampton added that the primary emphasis
version was on seismic requirements.

in the new

Councilmember Belmont noted that if it had collapse prevention it
would be acceptable .
Bill Jacob asked for a copy for the Downtown Meeting next Tuesday.
Councilmember Belmont stated that she would make a copy and bring
it to that meeting.
Mr. David Bean stated
Belmont was referring
the UCBC was adopted,
He did not want to do

that he was one of the persons Councilmember
to. He was hoping for this change. Unless
he had no choice but to destroy and rebuild.
that .

REPORT AND ACTION ON CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS ITEMS INCLUDING CHANGE
ORDERS
Mayor Barratt stated the first change order was on the Library in
the amount of $76,503.00. Approximately $56,000 was due to scope
change and $21,000 was due to omissions.
There was also a change order on the Public Works Complex in the
amount of $8,428.00 and was in essence for the crane upgrade.
Councilman Blake moved to approve the change orders at Public Works
and the Library. Councilman Hampton seconded the motion. All were
in favor.

PRESENTATION ON AFFORDABLE HOUSING
Mayor Barratt introduced
American Housing- Utah.

Armando

Alvarez,

Vice

President

of

Mr. Alvarez explained that there seemed to be a lot of fear when
one hears, "Affordable Housing." He explained that they could have
just proposed an apartment complex and moved forward and not
mentioned affordable housing, but that was not the way they did
business.
They were up front with affordable housing and they
believed in it.
He had provided information to the Council last
week.
How the project worked.
Mr. Alvarez explained that they build
projects using federal tax credits, which did two things.
It
allowed them to build a very good quality project and provide
extremely affordable rents.
They would provide rents at varying
percentages of AMI (Median Income Adjusted for four persons) from
35% to 60%.
Utah Housing Finance Agency was responsible for the administration
of the Federal Tax Credit Program that began in 1986.
It was a
competitive process . They look at all the projects and see which
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ones have merit along with the areas that have need. They review
them two or three times a year and decide on who would get the
allocation of tax credits. In turn they turn around and have their
equity investor purchase the tax credits from them usually around
77 cents on the dollar. They get on their part a dollar for dollar
tax break from the federal government on their income taxes. Mr.
Alvarez explained that they take this infusion of money into their
project and put it into the construction costs and provide a good
quality project.
That money being equity, allows the project to
have the long term loan at roughly 50% to 55% loan to value.
Mr. Alvarez noted that this program had been responsible for tens
of thousands of units throughout the United States. Locally, his
history was that they were building a third project.
They had a
project in Draper and invited the Council to take a field trip and
see the project.
It was at 11800 South State Street.
Mr. Alvarez introduced Randy Jepperson, who is the Housing
Coordinator for Salt Lake County. He would turn time to him later
in the presentation.
Referring to the project in American Fork, Mr. Alvarez explained
that they had gone to the Planning Commission a number of weeks ago
to get a recommendation on the project at about 375 East 620 South,
but because of a couple of situations were not able to render a
decision.
They had met with Rod Despain to discuss multiple
housing and affordable housing. This was one of the areas that was
discussed as conducive to those uses.
He referred to the issues that needed to be resolved.
They were
looking at a density of 16 units per acre, but only up to 13 units
per acre were allowed in the R-4 zone.
Another issue was the
roadway system that called for 400 East to be extended to the south
to 620 South. It went through the middle of the property. In any
project, he noted, there needed to be enough units to provide for
proper management, meaning a full time manager, a part time
manager, and a full time maintenance person.
It had to provide
enough amenities as part of the total site to give residents
something to do. They were proposing 80 units on 5.3 acres of land
and it would have a 2,500 square foot recreation building, swimming
pool, spa, a half basketball court, and 52.5% open space.
Councilman Hampton recalled that RDA funding of $500, 000 was
mentioned in the information previously provided.
He wanted to
know if it was recovered the same as other tax increment financing.
Mr. Alvarez responded that the RDA has 20% set aside for affordable
housing.
He noted that Draper had that in place.
Their project
had 150 units with 76 set aside as affordable units. They were all
built the same, however.
They were asking the American Fork RDA
for $500,000 because of very high land costs, water requirements,
and high fees.
Councilman
$500,000.

Hampton

asked

how

long
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the

recovery

was

for

the

Mr. Alvarez was not sure on this one. In Draper they participated
with $1.8 million. They were asking for the 20% to come to their
project.
Councilman Blake asked if this type of project had elsewhere been
successful as a condominium instead of apartments.
Mr. Alvarez responded that HUD participation for ownership was
usually just single family homes.
Councilman Blake asked if this couldn't work with the occupants
buying the unit .
Mr . Alvarez stated that they had not looked at that .
Councilman Blake asked in a mixed setting how was it determined how
much rent was to be paid.
Mr . Alvarez responded that it was based on income. The affordable
unit was no different from a regular unit.
They would be
affordable for ever. He urged the Council to visit the project in
Draper.
Donna Larsen asked
Draper .

if

there were homes

around

the project

in

Mr . Alvarez responded that there were single family homes directly
east and some new townhomes east of them about one-eighth of a mile
that will sell for about $250,000 and up.
Ms. Larsen brought up that on the Hansen site on 620 South there
were wetlands that could not be used.
Mr. Alvarez answered that if there were wetlands on the site they
would need to mitigate and make the Army Corps of Engineers happy .
It was an engineering issue. The Army ' s first priority was to plan
around wetlands.
Second, mitigate on the property.
Third,
mitigate into a wetlands bank.
He has had discussions with
Woodbury Corporation which has a large wetlands bank and were
willing to sell them credits.
Armando Alvarez turned time to Randy Jepperson.
Randy Jepperson reported that he enjoyed working with Armando
Alvarez over the past five years.
He has lived up to every
commitment and produced two of the best projects in Salt Lake
County. One of the good surprises was how well they managed their
units and have gone beyond the normal realm .
He worked with a
number of cities and encouraged American Fork to find a project
they could grab a hold of and move ahead with affordable housing.
Stan Kitchen did not want the City to grant any variance in
density . If the City decided that affordable housing was needed,
this location was not the best location in spite of any
recommendation from Staff. He asked Mr. Alvarez if he was prepared
13
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to look at alternate locations.
Armando Alvarez was not opposed to that if the Council and the
Mayor decided it was not the location for this project. They would
work with the Staff and Council to obtain a site that the City was
comfortable with .
Todd Smith added that the neighborhood needed to be comfortable
with it as well.
A block and a half to the east was another
affordable housing project.
At the time that was approved, the
Mayor said that there would be no more in that area. The neighbors
wanted to see lower density and the units to be owner occupied.
They preferred to stay with the Master Plan .
Crystal Smith stated that at the last Planning Commission there was
an article discussed on housing. They also talked about the Master
Plan.
Armando Alvarez responded that there was a project in Lehi,
Pilgrims Pointe, that was financed through revenue bonds.
It was
at 60% of median income and there was abou t a one year waiting
li s t.
Stan Kitchen understood that the project would be based on income
for the whole project.
In Maple Village, there was some that had
no income and paid no rent .
There were many problems with this
type of a project .
Mr. Alvarez stated that he was describing the old HUD type project.
Bill Jacob noted that the bottom line was that Mr. Alvarez wanted
$500,000 from the City .
Mayor Barratt stated that was part of it, but Mr. Alvarez wanted a
project in the City.
REPORT AND ACTION ON PLANNING COMMISSION ITEMS
Councilman Hunter reported that the Planning Commission reviewed
and approved an amended site plan for a UP&L Substation at 590 East
70 South, a site plan for Lot 4 Mira Vista Congregate Care
Facility, a site plan for Lot 2 Mira Vista Alzheimer Facility, and
a 2nd Amended Val Vista PUD Plat. The annexation agreement for the
Childs/Merrill Agreement was tabled pending review by Mr. Childs.
Councilman Hunter was impressed on what the Planning Commission had
done on the General Plan and was encouraged with the Planning
Commission and some of the comments. They were very concerned with
what was going to happen on the south side of town as was he . They
had the best interest of American Fork at hand . He was intrigued
with the possibility of design zones in that area.
It would
eliminate the need to specify a large commercial area and give more
latitude to mix commercial and residential together.
It was anticipated that the General Plan Update would be ready for
14

Council review about midyear.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE JANUARY 3, 2000, SPECIAL SESSION MINUTES
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the January 3, 2000, Special
Session minutes with a few housecleaning items.
(They included on
page 3, line 31, replace the word "be" with "by" and in line 38 add
the word "were" after the word, "There." On page 4, line 22, the
word should be "nay sayers.") Councilmember Belmont seconded the
motion. All were in favor.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE JANUARY 6, 2000, WORK SESSION MINUTES
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the January 6, 2000, work
session minutes with several housecleaning items.
(They included
on page 2, line 37, the word "city's" should be changed to "cities"
and in line 40, the words "City of" should be added prior to the
words, "American Fork." On page 4 line 11, should begin with the
words, "For the benefit of new councilmembers," and the paragraph
beginning on line 16 should be changed to read, "Councilman Hampton
added that it was provided just before council meeting so that it
would include anything that had been taken care of right up to the
time of the meeting.
He appreciated the effort in this regard."
On page 5, line 4, the words, "less that" should be changed to
"less than," in line 12 a comma should be placed after the word
"Library," and at the end of the sentence in line 45 a comma should
be placed followed by, "referring to the work session meeting.")
Councilman Storrs seconded the motion.
Voting was as follows:
Aye, Councilmembers Storrs, Hampton, Hunter, and Blake. Abstain,
Councilmember Belmont. The motion carried.
FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT INCLUDING ACTION ON THE APPROVAL OF CITY
BILLS FOR PAYMENT
Councilman Hampton thanked the new members
Committee, Councilmembers Blake and Belmont.

of

the

Finance

Councilman Hampton moved to approve the City bills for payment as
reviewed by the Finance Committee. Councilman Hunter seconded the
motion. All were in favor.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of purchase requests over $1,000
as reviewed by the Finance Committee.
Councilmember Belmont
seconded the motion. All were in favor.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the manual hand typed checks
as reviewed by the Finance Committee. Councilman Hunter seconded
the motion. All were in favor.
Councilman Hampton noted that there were two appraisers that had
submitted bids for on the Heritage Convalescent Center.
The
Finance Committee recommended to the Council that they use Frie
Appraisal Service.
Their bid for a complete self-contained MAI
appraisal was $3,400 and could be done by January 21, 2000.
15
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Councilman Hampton moved to approve the recommendation on the
condition that Frie is knowledgeable in appraising facilities that
offer
skilled
and
intermediate
care
facilities
and
the
understanding of Medicaid reimbursement for those services and that
Frie was satisfactory to Heritage Convalescent Center. Councilman
Blake seconded the motion. All were in favor.
ADJOURNMENT

Councilman Storrs moved adjournment at 9:40 p.m.
seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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Downtown
American Fork inc.
P.O. Box 307

American Fork. Utah 84003
(80 I ) 362.0330
(801) 763-7118

January 11, 2000

The Downtown Steering Committee was established approximately one year ago.
It has since evolved into Downtown American Fork, Inc.
American Fork City Council approved funding and application to become a Main Street Partner.
The application was accepted by State of Utah Department of Economic Development as a
Pioneer Community Main Street Partner.
Articles of Incorporation were filed with the State of Utah as 5013C Non-Profit Corporation. A
board of directors and officers were elected.
Linda Walton was hired as Main Street Manager.
The City Council approved purchase of a Main Street pocket park to provide pedestrian access
from future interior block parking to Main Street.
One of our committees worked with the State Pioneer Communities Program to obtain a $5,000
grant to restore the storefront of the historic depot occupied by Bradshaw Auto Parts.
Don Hartley the State Pioneer Communities Program "Building Doctor" surveyed several
buildings and recommended simple restorations of storefronts to enhance aesthetic appeal.

A market research report is in process and should be complete in March so that we can begin
working with merchants on marketing, promotion and recruiting business for downtown.
Downtown merchants have organized to promote downtown shopping, such as the Halloween
promotion.

Jo."'v <~-"~1
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meeting is scheduled to orient merchants and property owners on resources available
to assist business growth.
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Statement of Council Member Juel Belmont
January 11, 2000
In 1995 I was appointed to a six year term on the planning commission. It has always

been my intention to serve my complete planning commi~1sion term through the year 2000. I have
never willingly or knowingly resigned or relinquished that appointment.
In January of 1998 Councilman Hampton was given the assignment to be the City
Council representative on the commission. Councilman Hampton and I served concurrently on
the Planning Commission until October of 1998 when I was asked to take on that assignment. I
accepted that assignment, but did not resign my unexpired term on the Planning Commission. .
As there is a difference of opinion concerning my current planning commission status I
abstained from voting last Wednesday. I have dedicated much time and effort to the planning
commission and would like the opportunity to complete my appointed term. More research and
possibly a legal opinion will be needed to see if that is possible. I will continue to attend Planning
Commission but will abstain ~oting until this issue is resolved.
.
I request that this statement be attached the city council minutes.

AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
JANUARY 20, 2000
NOTICE OF WORK SESSION
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in a work session on Thursday, January 20, 2000, in the
American Fork City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 4:00
p.m. The agenda shall be as follows:
WORK SESSION
1.
2.
3.

Discussion of items for the upcoming January 25, 2000, City
Council meeting.
Other business.
Adjournment.

Dated this 18 day of January, 2000.
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Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder

AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
JANUARY 20, 2000
WORK SESSION
The American Fork City council met in a work session on January 20,
2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 4:00 p.m.
Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont, Keith
Blake, Don Hampton, Ricky Storrs, and Tom Hunter. Others present
included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn, Rod Despain, and Kevin
Bennett.
DISCUSSION OF ITEMS FOR THE UPCOMING JANUARY 25, 2000, CITY COUNCIL
MEETING
Carl Wanlass mentioned that a work session with Swaner on the
Developmental Center Park was necessary so that the Council could
give some direction, and then resubmit it to the Planning
Commission for their final recommendation before final action by
the Council. It was suggested that one be held on the off Tuesday,
February 1, 2000.
Mayor Barratt felt that February 1st would work and asked the
Council if there was a better time.
Six p.m. was discussed.
It
was finally decided that it would be at 7:00 p.m. and it would be
a combination Public Hearing and Special Session. It was expected
that it would last about 1~ hours.
Mr. Wanlass noted that a memo had been provided on the RDA Annual
Meeting at 7:00 p.m.
Report from the Mayor's Council on Building Needs
The report at the Council meeting would be given by Councilman
Keith Blake.
Action Items
Review and action on the awarding of the bid for the weight room
equipment at the Fitness Center
Carl Wanlass noted that this was the same as provided at the last
City Council meeting.
Mayor Barratt asked that another copy be placed in all the boxes.
Review and action on a Resolution authorizing the rental of the
City's American Fork Irrigation Shares for the 2000 season
The Resolution was provided.
Last year the City charged $10 and
the assessment after the water year came in at $12.
The Council
discussed either $12 or $14 for this year.
Appointment, confirmation, and swearing in of Appointed Officials
1

There were no changes at this time.
Review and action on appointments to Citizen Boards and Committees
Mayor asked that names be provided to him at
meeting.

least by Council

Councilman Blake noted that they had someone involved from Highland
City with The Friends of the Library and asked if the Council felt
that someone from Highland could serve?
Carl Wanlass noted that when Highland City participated in the
Library in the past, they had a member on the board.
It was part
of the agreement at that time.
Councilman Blake did not think the current bylaws allowed that and
suggested that the bylaws be changed.
Mayor Barratt suggested that the appointment be held until
bylaws could be changed.

the

Review and Action on Development Projects
Review and action on the amended Mira Vista Plat A Subdivision
at 390 South 1080 East
The plat was provided . Rod Despain noted that there would be
a memo for the Council on Tuesday .
Review and action on the approval of Beer Licenses for 2000
The list was provided and all have paid.
Review and action on the line of succession for the continuity of
American Fork City Government
Carl Wanlass explained that Mayor Barratt would need to fill in the
names on the sample Resolution.
Review and action on the appointment of two Councilmembers to the
Personnel Grievance Board and also two alternatives
Carl Wanlass noted that Mayor Barratt would need
appointments ready at the Council meeting .

to have

his

Report and action on construction projects items including change
orders
Carl Wanlass reported that there would be one change order on the
Library for the purpose of the remodel of the basement for the
Literacy Center at about $65,000.
Report and action on Planning Commission items
The Planning Commission had approved the re-subdivision of Conder
2

Heights Plat A Lot 2 at 355 South Center and the Chipman
Subdivision Phase 1 at 575 South 100 West .
Also at their last
meeting they approved an amended site plan for Burrell Construction
Products Company at 689 East 50 South and worked on the General
Plan along with the Harbor Road Annexation.
The Planning Commission elected officers for 2000. J.H. Hadfield
was the Chairman and James Hansen was the Vice-Chairman.
Review and action on the January 11, 2000, minutes
There was no comment on the minutes.
Review and action on the January 20, 2000, work session minutes
These minutes will be provided as soon as possible.
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of bills
for payment
Councilman Hampton will make the report at the Council meeting .
OTHER BUSINESS
Councilman Blake asked that
considered as an action item .

the

report

on

the

buildings

be

Mayor Barratt stated that the agenda had been set and it would need
to be amended, but he would not amend it.
Councilman Blake
amended .

asked

for

the process

as

to how

agendas

got

Mayor Barratt responded that he would not direct the agenda to be
amended.
None of them have seen the report and until they have
made their presentation, they would not take any action on that
item. They needed time to study it.
Councilman Hampton observed that the public liked to have more
notice as well.
Councilman Blake appreciated those points and concurred with what
was said. He asked if there was another way to amend the agenda.
It was explained that three Councilmembers could petition the Mayor
in writing to amend the agenda.
Councilman Blake reported that what they were recommending was to
have a Request For Proposal for a study and to move ahead with the
Court Building.
The Legislature was meeting now and there were
some timing issues.
He concurred that it was not appropriate to
push something through without thoroughly looking at .
Mayor Barratt stated that this Council may not do anything with it .
The Council needed to look at it and talk about where they want to
3

go and to have some recommendations and possibly some public
hearings.
One question was whether the Council wanted to assume
the responsibility and take it over now or continue to have the
Mayor's Council work on it. He explained that the Mayor's Council
was put together at his discretion and what had been done had not
been approved yet by the City Council.
They were serving at his
whim and his will.
Councilman Blake agreed noting that the intent was to get public
input.
Mayor Barratt agreed that there were some timing issues and the
Council at this point in time needed to feel that pressure.
Councilman Blake felt that the first key was with the Court. The
Legislature met for 45 days.
It was approaching the time for
action or they will miss the window of opportunity with the Courts .
Mayor Barratt added that when he talked with the Courts, as long as
they had something to show that the City was progressing along and
that we were going to build a building, that would suffice.
On
Monday, Paul (with the Courts) was talked to and was told that
construction would be in process before the end of the year.
Councilman Blake felt that they might
commitment . Mayor Barratt agreed.

need more

of

a

formal

Carl Wanlass noted that there were other issues such as funding
concerns .
Councilman Blake asked if there had been anything done on the
Heritage proposal.
Carl Wanlass responded that he had sent that information off to
Cory Bell at Heritage Management and had not yet received a
response. He tried to call yesterday , but Mr. Bell was not in . If
that facility was sold, where the money would be dedicated was an
issue as part of the revenues presently were committed to debt
service on the $9.2 million bond.
Councilmember Belmont asked if the UCBC could be put on the next
agenda. Mayor Barratt responded that it would.
ADJOURNMENT
The work session adjourned at 4:34p.m.

~
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Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
JANUARY 25, 2000
NOTICE AND AGENDA
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on January 25, 2000, in the American Fork
City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p.m.
The
agenda shall be as follows:
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period - limited to two minutes
per person.
Report from the Mayor's Council on Building Needs.
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports.
Mayor's report.
ACTION ITEMS

Review and action on the awarding of the bid for the weight
room equipment at the Fitness Center.
Review and action on a Resolution authorizing the rental of
2.
the City's American Fork Irrigation Shares for the 2000
season.
Appointment, confirmation, and swearing in of Appointed
3.
Officials.
Review and action on appointments to Citizen Boards and
4.
Committees.
Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
5.
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method
of satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the
plat recorded.
a.
Review and action on the amended Mira Vista Plat A
Subdivision at 390 South 1088 East.
Review and action on the approval of Beer Licenses for 2000.
6.
Review and action on the line of succession for continuity of
7.
American Fork City Government.
Review and action on the appointment of two Councilmembers to
8.
the Personnel Grievance Board and also two alternates.
Report and action on construction projects items including
9.
change orders.
10. Report and action on Planning Commission items. ·
11. Review and action on the January 11, 2000, minutes.
12. Review and action on the January 20, 2000, work session
minutes
13. Finance Committee Report including
action
a [ [ p f of
City bills for payment.
14.
Adjournment.
Richard M. Colborn
Dated this 18 day of January, 2000.
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
JANUARY 25, 2000
ATTACHMENTS {2}

REGULAR SESSION

The American Fork City Council met in a regular session on January
25, 2000, in the American Fork City Hall, commencing at 7:30 p.m.
Those present included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel
Belmont, Keith Blake, Don Hampton, Tom Hunter, and Ricky Storrs.
Others present included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn, Pamela
Hunsaker, Christie Reimschussel, Sheena Parker, Jay Christensen,
Terry Fox, Steve Cornia, Ray Garrett, Howard Denney, Paul Peters,
Kevin Bennett, Tucker Hansen, Steve Bailey, Lynn Yocum, Brent
Larson , Rod Despain, Mark Coddington, Bonnie Mayo, Melanie Marsh,
Mary Fox, Paul Christensen, Ginger Hunter, LaVon Laursen, Mrs .
Steele, Mr. & Mrs. Bill Jacob, Dale Gunther, Paul Washburn, Ron
Lockwood, Scouts from Troop 332, Barbara Christiansen, and 30
citizens.
City Recorder Richard M. Colborn led the Pledge of Allegiance and
Councilman Keith Blake offered the prayer.
TWENTY MINUTE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD - LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES PER
PERSON
Janet Paxman explained that she lived across from the High School
on 520 North Street and speeding at the time school let out was a
problem. There were no speed limit signs on 520 North going east
and west.
She asked for more patrol in the area.
Mayor Barratt
explained that they would discuss the situation at staff meeting.
Mike Asbell, 247 West 1080 North, explained that there was not a
stop sign on 150 West and it was hard to see cars going north and
south.
They needed to slow down as there had been close calls.
Mayor Barratt noted the City had talked about the problem with the
blind spot and he would bring it up again.
REPORT FROM THE MAYOR'S COUNCIL ON BUILDING NEEDS
Councilman Blake distributed copies of the report to the Council,
Staff, and audience.
Councilman Hampton asked if there were changes from the January 18,
2000, version.
Councilman Blake responded that there were some
differences.
Councilman Blake explained that Mayor Barratt in November of last
year had asked him to Chair a citizen committee to look at the
City's building needs. They made recommendations on December 10,
1999,
that they form a building committee and phase the
construction of the buildings . In the present recommendation they
suggested two items. First, they proceed with a police and courts
building because there was an opportunity for funding through the
Court System that would have a revenue bond with it and the court's
1
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lease would fund that building. Since the Court System wanted to
do that now and put it somewhere in the north part of Utah County,
it seemed to be a natural opportunity to proceed.
The other recommendation was that they do a study of a central
square in the downtown area. There were several studies that had
been done.
One of the changes from the January 18th document was
that there were at least five items of prior work that ought to be
reviewed.
They were recommending that a professional firm review
the downtown square and look for some unifying concept to do with
the entire square, but take into account all of the buildings and
develop a concept plan for their long term use including a new
police and courts building and a review of the current fire and
ambulance building to see if it could be remodeled and used. Also,
look at the Harrington Building.
Those involved with the
Harrington Foundation stated that they were willing to consider
placing that building into City offices.
The idea was to do a
study of that, not starting over, but by using the several prior
studies as a framework and encouraging the historical aspects.
Councilman Blake continued that it included a statement of work to
be put out for proposals to do a study of the central square and
develop a concept plan for the long term. There would be a number
of citizen input meetings to particularly look for some unifying
concept in the area between Center Street & 100 East and Main
Street & 100 North.
The only items changed were the addition of
the report by the Alpine School District on the Harrington Building
and the suggestion of Revenue Bonds.
Bill Jacob commented that in the meetings he attended it was noted
that there was a need for adequate fire fighting equipment.
He
wanted to go on record that there was a definite need for adequate
fire fighting facilities and equipment.
We had a volunteer fire
department.
Councilman Blake appreciated the comments and added that the intent
was to use the prior studies, the MHTN studies particularly, to
look at the needs of the fire and ambulance.
That was the base.
They would also need to talk to the Fire Chief and other personnel
to get their input.
Councilman Blake commented that Pastor Geisel from the Community
Presbyterian Church had contacted him and was concerned as he had
heard that they were looking at the downtown square and felt it was
important to add some landscaping and to look at a unifying theme.
Councilman Blake assured him that was what they were looking at.
He provided Pastor Geisel a copy of the report.
Councilman Blake concluded that it was an opportunity for the
community to look at the downtown area where the City offices were
to see what long term effect can be done downtown and in the mean
time proceed with the police and courts because we have the window
for that.
Councilman Hampton commented that on page 2 of the report, MHTN's
2

report was referred to and asked about an Ellsworth Peck report.
Councilman Blake explained that those materials were under number
5. The MHTN report was two pages and the Ellsworth Peck report was
one page.
They were not sufficient in their scope to meet the
current needs.
Number 1, was a two-binder report of about 150
pages each of prior work that would be reviewed.
REPORT OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR
Carl Wanlass had nothing to report at this time.
COUNCIL REPORTS
Councilman Hunter reported that he had met with the Timp Special
Service District.
They approved a 3% cost of living and a merit
adjustment of up to an additional 3%. They had a special session
on January 20th to address the expenditure of $130,000 for a drive
control .
He would be meeting with the Golf Course Committee on
Thursday night.
Councilmember Belmont reported that she had visited with the Senior
Citizens and introduced herself and invited them to let her know if
they had any needs.
Councilmember Belmont explained that there was on upcoming seminar
regarding the UCBC.
The State intended to adopt the code on
January 1, 2001. This would help older buildings. She requested
that at least one person attend the meeting noting that it would be
good for engineers, building inspectors, etc.
Councilman Hampton
commented that the State would be adopting the Year 2000 Edition .
Councilmember
Belmont
reported
Mountainlands for trails was much
written a grant.
There was another
write for some grants as well.
She
work for grants for the trails.

that
the
funding
through
broader.
Howard Denney had
gentleman that has agreed to
also was going to vigorously

Councilman Hampton thanked Mayor Barratt for his committee
assignments . He reported that he had participated in the Chamber
and was impressed with their participation and enthusiasm. He was
also impressed with the progress downtown, with the beautification
efforts, and the cemetery committee. All had outstanding volunteer
members . He asked that Neighbors in Action be placed on the next
agenda for action.
Councilman Storrs explained that they had received a letter from
the City's Enforcement Officer explaining the need for a community
bulletin board. He agreed.
Councilman Storrs noted that last week he attended a memorial
service for K9 Officer Marco.
It was sad . Marco had done a lot .
He woul d support another K9 dog .
Mayor Barratt noted that there was a fund for a new K9 dog.
3

Chief Fox noted there were four businesses that kicked off a
program of fund raisers. Others were encouraged to participate as
well .
Councilman Blake noted that the Library was moving ahead
completion with an opening projected around the end of March.

to

Councilman Blake reported that he was also over the Fitness Center
and that they had discussions with World's Gym regarding the
possibility of strengthening membership by offering a discount to
people with rec center passes to use World's Gym and vice versa.
It was just under discussion at this time.
Councilman Blake explained that he had reviewed the weight
equipment and had looked at the prior weight room and where the new
weight room would be. He would be making a motion to approve the
weight room equipment bid later in the evening and along with that
he would be looking at authorizing a promotion of up to 1, 000
passes for one month at no charge into the rec center to be
available for a period of six months with half available at the
City offices and the other half at the rec center. The idea was to
increase the usage . He had asked the director to track this and
report what came about as a result.
MAYOR'S REPORT
Mayor Barratt reported that there would be a public hearing and
special session on Tuesday, February 1, 2000, at 7:00 p.m.
regarding the plans for the Developmental Center Park that Swaner
was working on.
Mayor Barratt read a letter regarding K9 Officer Marco.
It is
included as ATTACHMENT 1 to these minutes.
He concluded noting
that the City would miss Marco and that he was an excellent K9
Officer.
Councilman Blake asked about how much money was needed.
It was
reported that about $5,000 would be needed and there would be some
additional training costs.
Mayor Barratt noted that Marco was two years old and had been
involved in some abuse as a pup.
ACTION ITEMS
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE AWARDING OF THE BID FOR THE WEIGHT ROOM
EQUIPMENT AT THE FITNESS CENTER
Councilman Blake moved to approve the low bid and to authorize a
promotion for passes expiring in six months, up to 1,000 passes for
one month at no charge with the idea of promoting the Fitness
Center with half of them available at City Hall and the other half
at the Fitness Center.

Mayor Barratt suggested not combining the two.
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Councilman Blake felt that the rationale was that the two should go
together, but he did not have any objection to separating them.
The low bid was $24,195.00 from Upper Limit.
Councilman Blake changed his motion to just approve the low bid for
the weight room equipment at the Fitness Center. Councilman Storrs
seconded the motion.

Councilmember Belmont asked for an explanation.
Councilman Blake explained that the current weight room was very
small and on the east side of the facility.
It has had equipment
in there for some time, but not the grade that it should have been
in the first place.
It was more than just weights.
It was a
fitness room.
The plan was to move it to the front where the
management offices were and put in new coverings and equipment.
Councilmember Belmont asked about the passes.
Councilman Blake asked how many pass holders there were.
Steve Bailey responded that a lot of the members were on a family
pass and it was difficult to know just how many individuals that
involved.
There were about 1,000 family passes and representing
5,000 individuals.
Councilman Blake stated that the use of the facility was not near
capacity.
Councilmember Belmont asked if World's Gym were to come, would they
have to pay additionally? Councilman Blake responded that they had
not discussed that yet. They would be meeting this Thursday. She
stated that she was not opposed to this. Weights were the exercise
of choice these days.
Councilmember Belmont asked about liability and the weights and if
there would be someone there all the time to watch the patrons work
out.
Steve Bailey observed that at the new location, on site monitoring
could be done from the front desk. An individual would have a part
time office at the end of the weight room. Also, personal trainers
would be available. The equipment purchased was of the type that
did not require a spotter.
There would not be employees in the
weight room all the time.
Councilman Hunter felt that the weight equipment was great and that
the facility would get utilized more.
Councilman Hampton recalled that this was discussed at the retreat
as an option to increase revenues, and since the retreat in budget
discussions, and he felt that some pass holders were expecting this
type of improvement to the facility and we owed it to them.
He
strongly supported Councilman Blake's motion.
5

Dale Gunther stated that he was a user of the rec center and used
the track. He would make two observations and issue a challenge to
the management of the fitness center. First, he had looked at the
budget which showed a substantial subsidy for the fitness center.
He did not see a reason for it. Second, he thought there might be
an opportunity to increase revenues by increasing the numbers of
pass holders or increasing the fees.
Depreciation needed to be
considered.
He challenged the management to know how many pass
holders were needed to break even and what was the cost of
operating the Fitness Center on a daily basis. Those were simple
business calculations.
Mr. Gunther appreciated the facility. He noted that he was there
earlier tonight. He observed two or three persons out on the front
desk with only one of them being busy. It appeared that the number
of lifeguards was about as light as they could get. He felt that
the temperature could be lowered in the area of the track.
He
challenged management to cut costs .
Geri Pratt felt it was important that temperature adjustment be
available between the different uses and not be on the same
thermostat.
JR Martin congratulated the Fitness
Part of what he did was to go out and
their health.
It was an awesome and
that they do including water aerobics,
programs, etc .

Center on the weight room.
encourage people to improve
daunting task to offer all
land aerobics, conditioning

Janet Paxman commented that she represented a lot of mothers in
various neighborhoods. They go down there and walk the track and
the kids swim and she had heard rumors that they were not going to
get the weights .
She was so glad that they were going to have
weights.
Older children want to go to Lehi and Pleasant Grove
because of the slides.
There was an effort to put a couple of
small slides in before, but they didn't work out. There was land
there and they could increase revenues.
She appreciated the
facility.
DeLayna Crockett agreed with the slide idea, but disagreed on the
1, 000 passes.
Getting ideas from the community was the better
idea; but don't hand them a free pass.
Paul Christensen suggested that DeLayna Crockett and Janet Paxman
be placed on the committee.
Councilman Storrs felt that the City would be making a mistake by
not putting the weights in.
Mayor Barratt agreed that the weight room was extremely important.
He called for the vote.
All were in favor.
Councilman Blake moved to authorize a promotion for passes expiring
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in six months, up to 1,000 passes for one month at no charge with
the idea of promoting the Fitness Center with half of them
available at City Hall and the other half at the Fitness Center.

Dale Gunther asked if it was just a one month free introductory
offer.
Councilman Blake stated that it was.
Mayor Barratt asked what
a l ready had a pass.

the

advantage

was

to

the

person who

Councilman Blake responded that it might keep the cost down.
Kyle Ivins noted that there was a whole area for the slide compared
to the one in Lehi .
Terry Boulter had a pass and had been involved in other facilities.
Normally passes were given for a more limited time than for a month
and asked the Council to consider a pass for two or three times or
for a week or two , but not for a month .
Programs Coordinator Rebecca Danklef explained that one of her new
jobs was to go out and sell the facility to corporate businesses .
She felt it would really help revenues.
She suggested a re grand
opening when the weight room was opened.
She supported something
a little less than a free month pass.
Mike Asbell felt they would be difficult to control.
Mayor Barratt recommended that if the Council wanted to look at
this that it be li~ited to maybe three times .
Councilman Blake felt that was consistent with the intent.
Mayor Barratt added that it could be used during a two-month period
to April 1.
Tara Springer asked what was to stop someone from going back and
forth between the Fitness Center and City Hall to get additional
passes.
Councilman Blake noted that the intent was to get their name and to
sell them a pass.
Mayor Barratt asked Councilman Blake to look through those issues
and that he would place it on the next agenda.
Councilman Blake
agreed.
Steve Bailey appreciated the support of the Council and Councilman
Blake. He introduced Michael Eisinger of Upper Limit who was the
successful bidder .
Dave Corley, a manufacturing representative
from True Fitness Corporation, was also present .
Councilman Blake withdrew his motion.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE RENTAL OF THE
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CITY'S AMERICAN FORK IRRIGATION SHARES FOR THE 2000 SEASON
Mayor Barratt recommended $14 per share for the upcoming season.
Councilman Storrs moved to adopt Resolution No. 2000-01-01R
authorizing the rental of the City's American Fork Irrigation
shares for the 2000 season for $14 per share with a $3 notice
charge on the first shares.
Councilman Hampton seconded the
motion. All were in favor.

APPOINTMENT, CONFIRMATION, AND SWEARING IN OF APPOINTED OFFICIALS
Mayor Barratt appointed the following:
City Administrator
City Recorder
City Treasurer
Chief of Police
City Engineer
City Sexton
Fire Chief
Library Director
Recreation Director
City Attorney (Criminal)
City Attorney (Civil)
Ambulance Director
Deputy City Recorder

Carl Wanlass
Richard Colborn
Pamela Hunsaker
Terry Fox
Howard Denney
Ray Garrett
Paul Peters
Christie Reimschussel
Steve Bailey
Tucker Hansen
Kevin Bennett
Jay Christensen
Melanie Marsh

Councilman Hampton moved to confirm the appointments.
Hunter seconded the motion.

Councilman

Councilmember Belmont read the first paragraph of a written
statement stating that she withheld her support for City
Administrator Carl Wanlass, Kevin Bennett Civil Attorney, and James
"Tucker" Hansen Criminal Attorney. She upheld all other positions.
She asked that the statement be attached to the minutes .
Councilmember Belmont's statement is included in these minutes as
ATTACHMENT 2 .
Voting was as follows:
Aye, Councilmembers Hampton, Hunter,
Storrs, and Blake.
Councilmember Belmont was in favor of all the
appointments except for Carl Wanlass, Kevin Bennett, and James
"Tucker" Hansen.
The motion carried.

City Recorder Richard M. Colborn issued the Oath of Office to those
appointed.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON APPOINTMENTS TO CITIZEN BOARDS AND COMMITTEES
Councilman Hunter recommended the reappointment of Michael
Georgeson to the Planning Commission until the General Plan was
completed approximately six months and Richard Dixon to the Golf
Course Committee to 2002.
Councilmember Belmont would have appointments at the next Council
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meeting.
To the Beautification Committee, Councilman Hampton recommended the
reappointment of Susan Miller to 2002, Mary Fox reappointment to
2003, and Gina Peterson appointed to 2003. The Officers would be
Mary Fox, Chairperson; Shane Olsen, Vice Chairperson; and Gina
Peterson, Secretary/Treasurer .
He would have some additional
appointments to 2004 at the next meeting. No longer serving would
be Kevin Cartwright, Ginger Johnson, and Ken Jorgenson.
Councilman Hampton to the Cemetery Committee recommended the
reappointment of Raylene Jorgenson to 2002, reappointment of
Phyllis Crookston to 2002, reappointment of Marjorie Crooks to
2002 , appointment of Bill Pierce as the new VFW representative to
2002, and appointment of Ginger Hunter to 2001. No longer serving
would be Daniel Copper and Ned Veater.
Officers would be Judy
Price,
President ; Phyllis Crookston,
Secretary; and Raylene
Jorgenson, Treasurer.
To the Steel Days Committee Councilman Storrs recommended the
reappointment of Merv Brown to 2002, Mark Ivins to 2002,
reappointment of Bonnie Mayo to 2002, Lynn Phelps to 2002, Clare
Wimmer to 2002, Robin Wise to 2002 , Mike Privet to 2002, and B. Jo
Dumler to 2002.
Councilman Storrs
to the Rodeo Committee
recommended the
appointment of Rose Bennett (Secretary) , Shanalyn Coddington, Brian
Chipman, Bill Fangle, and Doug Christensen. Members to be released
included Pharis Blackhurst, Bob Gagan, Terry Gasser, Paul Peters,
Mark Hunting, Randall Honey, Mike Gagan, Chad Robinson, and John
McKinney.
Councilman Blake recommended the reappointment of Kevin Ash to the
Library Board to 2002.
He would have some others at a later
meeting.
Councilman
Hampton
moved
to
approve
the
appointments .
Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Mayor Barratt reminded the Council to get the names of those being
released to the City Recorder so that Citizen Appreciation Awards
could be prepared for presentation at the February 22, 2000,
Council meeting.
REVIEW
AND
ACTION
ON
SUBDIVISIONS,
COMMERCIAL
PROJECTS,
CONDOMINIUMS, AND PUD'S INCLUDING 1) PLAT APPROVAL; 2) METHOD OF
SATISFACTION OF WATER RIGHTS REQUIREMENTS; 3) POSTING OF AN
IMPROVEMENT BOND OR SETTING OF A TIME FRAME FOR IMPROVEMENT
INSTALLATION; AND 4) AUTHORIZATION TO SIGN THE FINAL PLAT AND
ACCEPTANCE OF ALL DEDICATIONS TO THE PUBLIC AND TO HAVE THE PLAT
RECORDED
a.

Review and action on the amended Mira Vista Plat A Subdivision
at 390 South 1088 East
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Paul Washburn was present to answer any questions.
City Engineer Howard Denney noted that item three was not just
a release, but also one given. The City needed to accept the
proposed drainage easement and on item two, there was another
one required.
Paul Washburn explained that Mrs. Pajela had a desire to get
the care facility up and running and had been working through
the regulations. She had been working on this for about four
years and was anxious to complete the project.
Howard Denney noted that they were actually exchanging a
drainage easement and giving back a previous easement and
accepting a new one.
It was not covered in number 2, an
additional was required. Number 3 was not just release.
It
was also an acceptance.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the final plat for Mira
Vista Subdivision Plat A amended, including an enlargement of
the previous Lot 2, the addition of Lot 4 and some additional
street right-of-way subject to: 1) Receipt of a letter from
the downstream water users accepting the surface water run off
from the project area and granting approval of the plan and
facilities for delivery of the surface water to the existing
drainage works; 2) Receipt of a drainage easement over the
drainage channel from the outlet of the detention pond to the
existing drain works; 3) Release by the City of the existing
drainage easement conveyed as a condition of approval for the
initial phase of Mira Vista; 4) Approval of a delay in
construction of required public improvements adjacent to U.S.
Highway 89 until time of approval of development on lot 3; 5)
Construction of the extension of 390 South Street, connecting
1100 East and the Eastern boundary of the 390 East Street
right-of-way as an off-site improvement, to be constructed in
accordance with City Standards as directed by the City
Engineer; and 6) Authorization to delay the conveyance of
water rights appurtenant to the undeveloped lots in the
subdivision until the time of approval of the site plan for
each of the lots. The motion included the authorization for
the Mayor and Council to sign the final plat, accept the
dedications, and have the plat recorded.
Improvements would
be secured by the posting of a bond.
It also included the
exchange and acceptance of additional drainage easements.
Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion. All were in favor.
Rod Despain noted that this was just the subdivision and that
site plans for Lots 2 and 4 would be coming to the Council in
the near future.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE APPROVAL OF BEER LICENSES FOR 2000
Mayor Barratt read the list of Beer Licenses for 2000.
Class 'A'
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Albert sons
Harts
Harts
Lee's Roundup Chevron
LRI, Inc. Breakplace
Maverik Country Store
Smiths Food & Drug
Tri-Valley Distributing
Valley Food & Fuel
Ivan Walkers

135
717
585
862
655
506
240
105
312
295

East Main
West Main
East Main
East State Rd.
South 500 East
East State Rd.
North West State Rd.
East Main
North West State Rd.
West Main

Class ' C'
Mi Ranchito
Wingers

396 East State Rd.
784 East State Rd.

La Sabre

44 North Merchant

Councilman Storrs
check.

asked if

there had been a

recent

compliance

Police Chief Fox noted that they had not done a beer check recently
but completed at tobacco check about five weeks ago. He felt good
about the merchants in American Fork.
Councilman Storrs moved approval of the Beer Licenses as read by
Mayor Barratt. Councilman Hunter seconded the motion. All were in
favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE LINE OF SUCCESSION FOR CONTINUITY OF
AMERICAN FORK CITY GOVERNMENT
Mayor Barratt recommended that after himself that the line of
succession be Mayor Pro-tem Councilman Don Hampton and then
Councilman Ricky Storrs.
Councilmember Belmont moved to adopt
establishing the line of succession to
Councilman Don Hampton and then
Councilman Blake seconded the motion.

Resolution No. 2000-01-02R
the Mayor as Mayor Pro-tem
Councilman Ricky Storrs.
All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE APPOINTMENT OF TWO COUNCILMEMBERS TO THE
PERSONNEL GRIEVANCE BOARD AND ALSO TWO ALTERNATES
Mayor Barratt appointed Councilmembers Juel Belmont and Tom Hunter
to the Personnel Grievance Board and Councilmembers Keith Blake and
Don Hampton as alternates.
Councilman Storrs moved to
approving the appointments.
motion. All were in favor.

adopt Resolution No. 2000-0l-03R
Councilman Hampton seconded the

REPORT AND ACTION ON CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS ITEMS INCLUDING CHANGE
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ORDERS
There were two change orders. One for the Library, No. 8, was for
$66,882.00 for the Literacy Center. Carl Wanlass noted that under
the CDBG grant for the Literacy Center, the work would need to
comply with the Davis-Bacon Act. There may be an additional amount
due the contractor for having to do some extra paperwork.
Councilman Storrs asked that it be looked at to see if there was
still money for lighting the horseshoe pits that had to be
relocated.
Councilman Hampton asked for clarification regarding the Literacy
Center's participation in connection with the change order .
Carl Wanlass explained the Grant was for $30,000. The bids came in
at about $66, 800 and another $3, 100 in architect fees.
The
Literacy Center felt that they could come up with a large amount of
the additional funds needed.
Councilman Hampton commented that the work in the Library for the
Literacy Center was sure needed.
Mayor Barratt noted that the other change order was at the public
works in the amount of $1,107.00.
Councilman Keith Blake moved approval of both change orders.
Councilman Storrs seconded the motion. All were in favor.

REPORT AND ACTION ON PLANNING COMMISSION ITEMS
Councilman Hunter reported that the Planning Commission had
approved a re-subdivision of Conder Heights Lot 2 and the Chipman
Subdivision with conditions and also approved an amended site plan
for Burrell Construction Products at 695 East 50 South.
They
discussed the Harbor Road Annexation and held elections for 2000.
J. H. Hadfield would continue as Chairman and James Hansen was
elected as Vice-Chairman.
Councilman Hunter added that Burrell had proposed a nice corner on
their property.
Councilman Hunter moved to set a public hearing for the placement
of the property in the 1100 East Boundary Adjustment in the PO-l,
Professional Office, zone on February 22, 2000, at 6:30 p.m. and
for the 2nd Amended Val Vista Plat A PUD on the same day at 6:35
p.m.
Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion.
All were in
favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE JANUARY 11, 2000, MINUTES
Councilman Hampton moved
with a few housecleaning
it should be "Mr. & Mrs.
& Mrs. Steele." On page

approval of the January 11, 2000, minutes
items. {They included on page 1, line 15,
Paul Steele" and on line 42, delete "Mr.
2, line 23, it should be "Mr. & Mrs. Paul
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Steele." On page 4, line 28, it should be "non-paid." On page 16,
line 6, "All were in favor" should be added.}
Councilman Storrs
seconded the motion. All were in favor.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE JANUARY 20, 2000, WORK SESSION MINUTES
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the January 20, 2000, work
session minutes with some small corrections.
(They included on
page 1, line 24, it should be "February 1st would."
On page 3,
line 34, the word "not" should be added after the word, "would."}
Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion. All were in favor.
FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT INCLUDING ACTION ON THE APPROVAL OF CITY
BILLS FOR PAYMENT
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the City bills for payment as
reviewed by the Finance Committee. Councilman Blake seconded the
motion. All were in favor.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the purchase requests over
$1,000 as reviewed by the Finance Committee. Councilmember Belmont
seconded the motion. All were in favor.
Councilman Hampton noted that there was a request from Heritage
Care to use Jorgensen Appraisals for the Heritage Center instead of
Frie.
They were more money but Heritage believed that they had
more experience with this type of appraisal and Heritage was
willing to pay the difference. The Finance Committee recommended
to go with Jorgensen on the condition that Heritage pay the
difference in cost .
Councilman Hampton moved to go with Jorgensen Appraisal for the
Heritage Center on the condition that Heritage pay the difference
in cost. Councilman Blake seconded the motion. All were in favor.
ADJOURNMENT
Councilman Storrs moved adjournment at 9:10p.m.
seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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Councilman Hunter

ATTACHMENT 1 TO 1-25-2000 CC MINUTES - PAGE 1 OF 1

MARCO
In 1997 the Utah County Sheriffs Office responded to over 600 requests for K-9 services.
We in American Fork realized the need and usefulness of a K-9 for our own citizens.
In January 1998, Marco, a Belgian Shepherd, owned by Officer Cory Smith began his
familiarization training. This continued until Marco entered the Utah State Police
Academy's Narcotic Detector Dogs certification Program. In February 1999, Marco
became a full time member of the American Fork Police Department.
Properly trained Police Dogs are trained to do the foUowing:
1-Search buildings and areas for unauthorized persons.
2- Track criminals and search for lost children.
3- Search for evidence dropped by criminals in flight.
4- Search for hidden narcotics.
5- Chase and apprehend fleeing felony suspects.
6- Attack on command only.
Police K-9 Dogs properly trained give law enforcement one of the finest non-lethal aids in
prevention and detection of crime.
K-9 Officers spend more of their waking hours with their dogs than they do with members
of the immediate family. During off duty hours, the families become highly attached to the
K-9 member of the family. The loss of Marco to the Smith family and to the members of
the American Fork Police Department is one mixed with sadness and pride. Marco's
temperament and playfulness will not be forgotten. His tremendous ability to find
narcotics makes us proud that be served here. The last six months Marco and Handler
Cory Smith made over 71 cases. Marco was earning quite a name for himself. Marco
helped neighboring communities and police agencies. He helped us bridge the gap between
our neighboring police cities. Marco was loved by the elementary children. He really was
just coming into his own as a Police K-9.
Marco received an injury while working to his front Canine tooth. The tooth snapped and
became impacted. He was scheduled to undergo a common procedure to have the tooth
root canaled and capped. Several K-9 dogs in the Salt Lake and Utah County areas have
undergone similar procedures. Marco was put under anaesthesia by a veterinary service
and his heart stopped. This was shocking to all involved. Marco will be missed but not
soon forgotten. We wiD build on his positives and the learning gained to move forward
with the K-9 ro ram.

ATTACHMENT 2 TO 1-25-2000 CC MINUTES - PAGE 1 OF 1

STATEMENT OF COUNCILWOMAN JUEL A. BELMONT
January 25, 2000
I, Councilwoman Juel A. Belmont, wish to restate my position
of January 1998.

I intend to withhold my support for three

proposed appointed officials.

They are Carl Wanlass, proposed to

be City Administrator, Kevin Bennett, proposed to be Civil
Attorney, and James "Tucker" Hansen, proposed to be Criminal
Attorney.

Previously, I opposed the appointment of John Durrant

as Chief of Police; however, he has since resigned.
Appointed officials and city employees are extremely
important in the day-to-day operation of city government;
nevertheless, it is essential for all to understand that it is
the elected officials in whom the citizens of American Fork have
placed their trust to administer and manage city government.
Appointed officials and city employees must defer to the lawful
position and directives of elected officials.

If this is not

accomplished, the nature of our representative government is in
danger of being disrupted.

Our elected form of government

functions only as people comply with law.
Consequently, I am not willing to return to "business as
usual."

I believe we need change in these three positions.

Therefore, I will not support the Mayor if he proposes to
reappoint these individuals.

{

AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
FEBRUARY 1, 2000
NOTICE AND AGENDA OF
SPECIAL SESSION & PUBLIC HEARING
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in a Special Session and Public Hearing on February 1, 2000,
in the American Fork City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing
at 7:00 p.m. The agenda shall be as follows:
SPECIAL SESSION & PUBLIC HEARING
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Presentation by Swaner Design of the preliminary plans for
Developmental Center Park.
Receiving of public comment regarding the preliminary plans
for the Developmental Center Park.
Review and action on possible changes to the preliminary plan
prior to submission of the final plan to the Planning
Commission.
Adjournment .
2000.

(

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
Published in New Utah! January 26, 2000.

1

AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
FEBRUARY 1, 2000
SPECIAL SESSION & PUBLIC HEARING
The American Fork City Council met in a Special Session and Public
Hearing on February 1, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:00
p.m. Those present included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel
Belmont, Keith Blake, Don Hampton, Ricky Storrs, and Tom Hunter.
Others present included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn, Kevin
Bennett, Howard Denney, Steve Bailey, Stephen Hatch, Phyllis
Crookston, Hugh Johnson, Dr. Dean Shelton, Glen Wagstaff, Scott
Blake, Gordon Goodsell, Denise Pedersen, Marjorie Crooks, Ken &
Raylene Jorgenson, Barbara Christiansen, and four citizens.
City Recorder Richard Colborn led the Pledge of Allegiance and
Councilman Don Hampton offered the prayer.
PRESENTATION BY SWANER DESIGN OF THE PRELIMINARY PLANS FOR THE
DEVELOPMENTAL CENTER PARK
Scott Blake from Swaner Design reviewed the history of the process
of the design of the Developmental Park. There were two parts to
the park.
One was the area of the Art Dye ballfields with some
undeveloped area and the other was what they were calling the
cultural park which had an existing stand of trees, lawn area, and
amphitheater. During the process a number of issues had surfaced.
One of the givens that was told to Swaner Design was the desire by
the City of an east/west road through the Art Dye portion. There
also was a desire for a multitude of facilities. As they analyzed
the site, some area would remain undeveloped. They looked at the
area as a park. The perception was focused on the fact that it was
a City Park and not necessarily a recreational park. It needed to
provide also for picnicking, walking, and multi use fields, and be
used for passive recreation.
The area of the hillside on the east edge of the Art Dye portion
would remain in its natural state.
This process was to create a
master plan for the future. Development would occur incrementally
over time.
The other portion, the Cultural Park, had more existing facilities.
There
would
probably be
some
upgrades
necessary
to
the
amphitheater. Existing lawns and shade trees would remain and they
would accommodate some additional pedestrian uses. Right now the
only access was the Developmental Center road which was for the
most part a back door.
They looked at integrating both park portions with a trail system
leaving some native areas on both sites. The existing park sites
had some existing trail systems.
In the southwest portion there
was opportunity for some educational trails.
They looked at
different types of users including paved and non paved surfaces.
1

Scott Blake asked for questions or comments.
Council member Belmont noted that the entrance past Beehive Park was
eliminated in favor of access off 980 North Street.
Councilman Hunter felt that the road past Beehive Ballpark should
be utilized.
Councilmernber Belmont remembered from a different meeting that the
road was eliminated so that persons could not circumvent the
regular streets and use the parking lots as a roadway or a cut
through.
She suggested that the parking lots be cordoned off.
Scott Blake stated that was certainly one of the issues, not
allowing it to become a cut through site, but also at peak periods
one should not have to leave the park and go around to find
additional parking spaces in another area of the park. He would be
happy to look at an alternate traffic pattern.
Councilmernber Belmont's biggest concern was the passiveness of the
park.
It seemed that in the statistics that there were so many
more that wanted passive rather than active.
She was very
concerned about the wildlife that was already there.
She was
worried that with so much building in the park, it would displace
the wildlife.
Scott Blake stated that it was a balancing act between two
extremes. There was an existing ballfield and that represented the
highest need .
Councilman Hunter stated that years ago there was a design for the
Art Dye area with five ballparks.
If American Fork City had done
what they should have and developed it all at once, instead of
piecemeal, they would have a nice park there now. He felt that the
ballfields were very important to the community. Parts of the park
needed to be active.
Softball/baseball was a part of life.
Facilities were needed for 23,000 people and the basic design that
was put forth years ago by the Recreation Department should not be
messed with. Scott Blake stated again that it was a balancing act.
Councilmernber Belmont asked if that was what they voted on when the
land was acquired.
Councilman Hampton noted that the amphitheater was not something
that was going to be removed and with a reasonable investment it
could be put to good use, but there were no estimates on the cost
of renovation of the amphitheater.
Scott Blake responded that use programs were not looked at.
The
City would need to determine whether electrical or other types of
upgrades were necessary.
He did not have enough information to
give an estimate for the amphitheater upgrade.
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Councilmernber Belmont reported that she had spoken with the State
History yesterday and the City's application for a budget was
coming up again.
They would be allowed to spend some of that
money, which was matched by the City, on the amphitheater.
The
State Architect would give the City free advice on what the City
needed to do.
With that money and some money from the Parks
Department, they could begin work on the amphitheater.
/ Scott Blake noted that ADA compliance would be required.
Councilmernber Belmont stated that with historic preservation, there
were some things that were not required.
Councilman Hampton observed that the City should still accommodate
those with disabilities.
Scott Blake noted that it was not accessible to the disabled now.
Councilmernber Belmont suggested that the City talk to the State
History people because that was on the National Register of
Historic Places.
Mayor Barratt
property.

read

the

1997

bond

proposition

regarding

this

"Shall the City Council of American Fork City, Utah be
authorized to issue General Obligation Parks and
Recreation Bonds in an amount not to exceed One Million
One Hundred Thousand dollars ($1,100,000) (the "Bonds")
for the purpose of defraying all or a portion of the
direct and related costs of purchasing approximately 91
acres of real property comprising a portion of land now
known as the Utah State Developmental Center and historic
amphitheater, for use as a park and open green space, and
related improvements; and for payment of expenses
reasonably incurred in connection with the acquisition
and
construction
of
said
improvements
and
the
authorization and issuance of the Bonds; said Bonds to be
due and payable in not to exceed twenty (20) years from
the date of the Bonds; this authorization to include such
additional amounts for the refunding of all or a part of
the Bonds authorized hereunder, including costs of
issuance of such refunding bonds, if at a later time the
City Council determines that the refunding of the Bonds
would be financially beneficial to the City?"
Mayor Barratt noted that where the amphitheater was, the Council
agreed pretty much with that portion. The concern that some share
was the portion around the Art Dye facility.
Referring to the map, Scott Blake showed the location of the road
from 700 North, north past the Beehive Park to the Art Dye Complex.
Mayor Barratt noted that as proposed, 980
suggested as being the access to the area.
3

North

Street

was

Scott Blake explained that it was the desire of the City to have an
east/west connection.
The east/west roadway would skirt the ball
fields to the north and was a collector type road. They eliminated
the road past Beehive because it was behind some houses and would
also possibly split the site too much.
Councilmember Belmont asked what was going to happen to the deer
herd and the owls and the foxes.
Scott Blake responded that the question of what would happen to the
wildlife was beyond the scope of their job.
They were asked to
locate a road, it was as they understood it, a given.
Councilmember Belmont commented that if 76% of the people wanted a
passive park with wildlife and walking trails, this was not it. It
was the other way around and only about 20% passive.
Mr. Blake explained
irrigated.

that

about

35%

of

the

area

would be

non

Councilman Hampton noted that the east/west road was in accordance
with the master plan and maybe Gordon Goodsell did not want that
traffic just east of his house, but yet the seclusion of the way it
was set up now felt good to him.
Scott Blake observed that without the east/west road, many other
opportunities were opened up.
Gordon Goodsell stated that he preferred to have the access the way
it was now and explained that he was isolated from the cars with
the ditch and the existing trees. He felt it was really the only
access.
Councilman Blake noted that there was some uniqueness to the area.
He would like to see something done with the river area. He noted
that there were some good questions asked in the public meetings
and asked if they had responded to them.
Scott Blake answered that the open houses were set up and comments
gathered but felt it was up to the Council to provide the answers.
Councilman Blake noted that there were still unanswered questions.
Mayor Barratt explained that Mr. Blake had the responsibility of
preparing what he thought was a workable park for the City. It was
now the Council's responsibility to take the comments made and mesh
it together and come up with a facility.
Stephen Hatch wanted to see the other plans.
Scott Blake noted that the City had copies of the other drawings
and initial plans, but he had the originals.
Stephen Hatch asked how it got to this point with this being the
preferred plan.
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A gentleman noted that every time they had a hearing, it was for a
more passive use, with picnic uses and a request to leave it mostly
natural and leave the road where it was . They had only seen that
drawing.
In the meetings he had been to , there was not a desi r e
for another east/west route .
It should be Highland's and Lone
Peak's responsibility for an east/west route and not American Fork
City's.
He had never seen support for an east/west.
If that was
the basis for this drawing, it was faulted .
Mayor Barratt asked the City Engineer to comment on the need for
the east/west roadway at that location .
City Engineer Howard Denney explained that the Master Plan showed
the road, it was not Swaner Design that put the road in .
Mayor Barratt explained that Councilmembers Storrs and Parker were
given the responsibility to give us something to begin with, to
work from . This was a beginning point and not a final destination.
This evening the Council needed to make a decision. In the course
of designing the park, Swaner was given instructions.
Swaner
worked for the Council, and the Council worked for the citizens .
Scott Blake stated that he was a facilitator. He was taking input
from a variety of different sources and trying to balance what he
believed the community needed .
Mayor Barratt noted there was a survey done and a number said they
wanted tennis courts. He tried to put as much of the results into
the plan as he could. The Council needed to fine tune it.
Mayor Barratt asked Howard Denney to respond to the east/west road.
Howard Denney explained that the Planning Commission decided a
number of years ago and recommended the process of placing small
arterial and collector roads throughout town instead of placing
five lane facilities.
There was one at State Street, one at 300
North, and one on 700 North. They were about every 1/4 mile. The
next logical location was at about 1120 North .
Councilmember Belmont noted that when the City decided on the
east/west road at this location, it was before they purchased this
property.
Councilman Blake asked if it made a difference that the golf course
was there and there were no homes or residences.
Howard Denney noted that there were many other traffic destinations
in the area including the Golf Course, High School, and LDS Temple.
Councilman Blake asked if there was a traffic problem now.
Howard Denney explained that the nature of the location of American
Fork lent itself to be used by drivers from other communities
passing through.
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Councilman Blake felt it was an exaggeration to say that a 5-lane
road was needed there .
City Engineer Mr . Denney explained that 700 North was projected to
extend from Lehi, to the canyon road in Pleasant Grove.
Mayor Barratt stated that 9600 North needed to be connected from
100 East to 900 East in some fashion .
Councilman Hampton was in favor going a little bit north of 1120 so
you are north of the Golf Course.
Mr. Denney explained that was the way the General Plan was now.
They had discussed that at length many times.
It was asked if Highland City had plans for an east/west corridor.
Mayor Barratt responded that they had plans but they were not going
to come to fruition.
Howard Denney
explained
that
Mountainlands
Association
of
Governments came in and said that they were going to plan that
route for everyone.
They have now thrown their hands in the air
and given up .
Mayor Barratt commented that once a month all the communities in
North Utah County meet together and talk about their concerns and
the east/west road was discussed each time. It was a huge problem
because Highland did not want an east/west road.
Highland was
opposed to it, as we were opposed to it.
Hugh Johnson felt American Fork should put it where it needed to
be .
Mayor Barratt felt that the east/west location at 980 North did not
help Highland with their problem.
Mayor Barratt stated that this was where government got fun .
RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING THE PRELIMINARY PLANS FOR THE
DEVELOPMENTAL CENTER PARK
Mayor Barratt asked for comments to be limited to two minutes each.
Judy Price asked the we learn from the past and not overbuild this
time. The voters did not want the bond for financial reasons. We
should not overbuild.
Stephen Hatch asked if there was a fence around the park and what
the cost was.
Scott Blake stated that there was not a fence planned .
Mayor Barratt commented that the City would have to do something
there at least for security.
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Regarding the road, Recreation Director Steve Bailey reported that
the Recreation Committee was opposed to an east/west road, but at
the same time understood the reasoning. If the main access was not
east/west and was from the current location, was the road from the
south enough .
Raylene Jorgenson was interested in the wildlife area.
She had
seen the deer herd many times. She asked how many acres there were
along the east ridge by the Art Dye and also west of the
amphitheater.
Scott Blake estimated the area to be 10 to 15 acres and about four
to 5 acres west of the amphitheater.
Mrs. Jorgenson encouraged the utilization of the area to the west
by planting some more trees.
She felt that with five ballparks
there may not be enough parking.
Councilman Hunter responded that today there was not enough parking
with the three diamonds.
Mrs. Jorgenson was opposed to a trail connecting the two sections
together.
She asked what an education trail was as it would be
right behind her home.
Mayor Barratt commented that some of those amenities were quite a
ways off.
There would probably be only one more ballfield
constructed for a long time and in two years there would be another
Mayor and two new Councilmembers and they may have a new idea and
a different approach.
Mary Fox explained that where she was raised there were many open
spaces and parks.
Many tell her that they feel closed in.
This
was one of the few areas that a lovely passive park could be
developed.
It was almost a sanctuary.
There may be other parks
that could accommodate the tennis courts. There was nothing more
beautiful than that of foliage.
Mark Hutchings noted that the City did not currently own portions
of the proposed road from 980 North to 1120 North by the Golf
Course.
It would not be an easy fight to get.
Councilman Storrs needed to leave the meeting.
Mayor Barratt asked Councilman Storrs to return in order to take
part in a vote.
Mayor Barratt recommended to the Council that they eliminate the
extension of the 980 North Road as was designed through the project
and that they ask Swaner Design to use the current road past the
Beehive Park and turn it to the west along the edge of the park.
Councilman Hampton moved to approve Mayor Barratt's recommendation
and that they remove the east/west plan for 980 North. Councilman
Storrs seconded the motion. All were in favor.
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Mayor Barratt guessed that the traffic on 700 North would double in
f ive years .
Councilman Storrs was excused from the meeting.
Mark Hutchings felt the parking was not what it needed to be now
for the ballfields and it was bigger than what was provided for on
the proposed plan. More parking was needed. He also wanted to see
a more passive use .
He was glad not to see the road go through.
We need to be able to get away and this area was a good sanctuary
and he did not want to lose the last bit of wildlife and wild area .
He fe l t that the 980 North bridge could go in to allow for a second
access and alleviate some traffic from just having one access.
Dr. Dean Shelton, the emergency room physician at the American Fork
Hospital, stated that there should be dead end roads in the park
and not through roads. He had seen too many kids get hurt.
Arts Council Director Varlo Davenport noted that the active use in
the park was only going to grow and was worried about light and
sound pollution for the events going on in the amphitheater. The
qu i etness that was there was a rare commodity .
Denise Pedersen said Amen to a whole lot of what was said in front
o f her .
There was $80 , 000 for the amphitheater in this year ' s
budget.
In the other, there was $5.5 million available for this
including $5.2 million in roads.
It did not include clean up,
fencing, and infrastructure . It brought the cost estimate for the
park up to the $10 million mark and the residents already
demonstrated that they would not pay for needed public safety and
fire stations.
It was not going to be put down people's throat.
The public was saying that they want this area left quite and
peaceful.
She noted that she did not have anything against
baseball or soccer, but there were other places that they could be
placed so that this area could remain quite. She did not have a
problem with the road going over the bridge for access.
Mrs. Pedersen felt that it was being randomly picked which items
were going in.
Tennis was only 26% and was provided, yet other
things, like equestrian was 33%.
If the most important was going
to be picked, they should be stuck with.
Hugh Johnson
decision. He
to secure the
not there and
curtailing of

complimented the Council on the east/west road
leaned toward a more passive park. The City needed
area and get it cleaned up so that the garbage was
the existing trails could be used .
He encouraged
the use of four wheelers in the area .

Phyllis Crookston said Amen for Oregon and Washington parks and
roadside rest stops.
She explained that she was the Outstanding
Athlete of her graduating class and had a Boone and Crockett deer .
She added that beauty was also important for children along with
seeing wildlife .
In another 20 years they would not be worrying
about why you didn't put the park in, but why you didn't have more
open space .
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Mayor Barratt commented that the City had purchased another park,
the Hunter Park in the north west portion of town in which they
can't do anything except use it as open space at this time.
The
Art Dye Park was always planned and thought that the ballfields
would be there. He received lots of calls as to why Pleasant Grove
had lighted tennis courts and American Fork did not. He proposed
that we maintain ballfields there and do all they could to finish
that project and then determine the rest of it. Councilman Storrs
had told the Mayor that he was in favor of the tennis courts. He
felt that if this wasn't the right place, they could go elsewhere.
Phyllis Crookston supported the tennis courts at Chipman Park.
A man asked why they did not use the ones at the High School and
Jr. High School. Mayor Barratt responded that they were the School
District's.
Councilman Blake noted that from the survey and the public input
meetings there was strong support for walking, and jogging, and
picnicking, and camping.
Those were some of the least expensive
things to do. The park could now be drawn up without the road.
Mayor Barratt commented that those items were shown on the plan.
Councilman Blake observed that they were not going to be able to do
the whole thing at once. The softball fields were used for soccer
now. It would be fruitful to have a plan drawn that showed what it
would look like leaving it a natural state along with the
ballparks.
Scott Blake went to the map and showed the ballfields, 500 stalls
of parking, lighted soccer field, trails, picnic areas, lawn &
shade trees, tennis courts, boweries, restrooms, tot lots, and sand
volleyball courts.
Councilman Blake stated that the input from the public was for it
to be more natural and the things described were not natural. He
wanted to see how it looked if they left it natural with some
picnicking ' and camping.
Mayor Barratt asked what he was proposing to eliminate.
Councilman Blake wanted to see it drawn up leaving the ballfields
and parking and access. He did not see any place for camping which
was asked for in the survey.
Mayor Barratt did not think that camping could be allowed as it
would invite a world of problems. The neighbors agreed.
Steve Bailey commented that what he recalled from the survey was
that more people wanted to see it developed rather than left alone.
As for the facilities that were there, the other sites lent
themselves to the ball parks.
They were currently using the
ballparks as multipurpose facilities.
The Recreation Department
was maxed out at the other facilities with the number of
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participants they had. They needed to find other facilities or cut
back. The facility was designed so that areas could be used during
their season, but during other seasons they would be passive areas.
He felt it was a good compromise. Most of the time they were free
and open. As far as tennis courts were concerned, they had tried
to use the High School and Jr. High School tennis courts, but they
were not well maintained. He promoted City tennis courts either at
this location or another.
They need additional ball fields and
soccer fields.
If they could be put at one location and used
multipurpose, all the better as it was less expensive and easier
for staff to supervise them.
Denise Pedersen stated that the survey was 71% for native and 67%
for passive.
Steve Bailey did not believe it was for the whole facility.
Denise Pedersen noted that some went to American Fork Recreation
and part did another in which they used fields at the schools which
if that was an option was very nice because they did not have to
use multi use fields.
Mark Hutchings noted that along with the plan that Councilman Blake
promoted they could have the fields on the west side of the parking
and passive on the east side. At the meetings on this park, there
had not been many of the users of the ballfields.
The ones coming
to the meetings were saying passive.
Mayor Barratt commented that was the hard thing with government.
Those coming to a meeting like this did so because of one of two
reasons, you didn't have a life, or, you had very strong feelings
about something. The Council can never lose sight that this was a
survey of approximately 660 with 361 being returned and they
represent the community as a whole.
When he was on the Council
previously, there was a whole room of people telling them that what
they were doing was wrong. But the Council felt strongly about the
development and noted that they were all against it but they were
not the community and they passed it. Time went on and it proved
the right thing to do.
Sometimes the Council has done just the
opposite, but they cannot lose sight of the fact that they need to
do what they felt needed to be done. In this case there were 300+
people telling them that this was important to them.
It may be
difficult for this Council to give direction, but that was what
needed to be done.
Mary Fox noted that each existing park should be analyzed for their
use or non use and some of the talked about facilities could go
there.
Mayor Barratt responded that some do not want them in neighborhood
parks, because they were just neighborhood parks. They wanted them
here where they were up and out of the way.
Phyllis Crookston stated that there wasn't a tree on the perimeter
of the park on 300 East Main to provide any shade.
There was a
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volleyball court dead center and she had yet to see anyone in the
middle of that park having a picnic. She had yet to see a parent
there with a child.
She commented that she did not know why the
tennis courts couldn't be put there.
Steve Bailey needed to
perpetuate his job, she said, and there were a lot of things that
people "need" to do.
If we need some peace and quite,
this was
what that area up there could do.
Denise Pedersen stated that when she came to meetings over the past
four years, people had said that they want bathrooms and other
things in existing parks. Over time they did not want to dump it
up there, they want some things in their own parks.
She liked
Councilman Blake's plan and would not mind at all if they dropped
everything else.
Varlo Davenport stated that at the expense of being accused of
perpetuating his own job, this was the only place where there was
an amphitheater and it could not be duplicated.
Councilman Hunter was not opposed to having two accesses into the
area as long as it was not a thoroughfare and felt it would be a
tragedy if it wasn't developed into a place that has passive area
as designed, but also boweries, picnic areas, and trails. He has
spent years up in the area and on four wheelers.
We should not
take away all the amenities that were needed there. American Fork
was in dire need of lighted tennis courts.
The school's courts
were not adequate.
He encouraged that they do what was best for
citizens as a whole and try to please everyone if possible.
He
would support the elimination of some of the things there but not
totally eliminate a good starting point.
Marjorie Crooks asked why the tennis courts couldn't be place up by
the pool.
Mayor Barratt did not think that the tennis courts had to go by the
Art Dye. There were a number of places that they could be put.
Councilman Blake noted that with the road being removed they needed
to redraw the plan with the road coming from the south and a new
look would be needed anyway.
Councilman Hampton observed that there was an existing imaginary
line going north and south now.
He suggested moving the tennis
courts further to the north closer to the ball parks.
It wasn't
going to take much away as there were only weeds on the west side
now.
Mark Hutchings felt the courts and soccer fields should go south of
the ball fields.
Mayor Barratt noted that what he was hearing was that the Council
felt comfortable about having some tennis courts and in having the
road placed along the west side along with the soccer fields.
Councilmember Belmont felt that the lights were not wanted by the
adjacent neighbors.
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Councilman Hunter thought that the lights needed to be out by 11:00
p.m.
It was promoted by some that the lights stayed on way past 11:00
p.m.
Councilmember Belmont asked how many persons had requested tennis
tournaments.
Steve Bailey responded that he had requests from three groups that
represented leagues.
Mayor Barratt pointed to the park drawing and noted that he did not
like the Carnival at Steel Days and suggested that the proposed
eight tennis courts would be available to hold the best tennis
tournament in the State instead of a Carnival at Steel Days. That
was a diamond in the rough and along with that, during Steel Days
we have a wonderful presentation at the amphitheater.
Councilman Hampton added that American Fork had the best horseshoe
tournament in the State as well.
Councilmember Belmont felt that the tennis courts could go at the
Fitness Center.
Mayor Barratt stated that this City had a tremendous Recreation
Department and a great opportunity. At the Fitness Center they had
swimming races.
We could also have tennis tournaments, softball
tournaments, and soccer tournaments. He felt they could flood the
town with people from all over the State of Utah for the month long
celebration .
Councilmember Belmont felt that there was too much at the same
spot. That was the only piece of open ground we have left in this
City.
Mayor Barratt commented that it should be shared with the State.
Councilman Hunter suggested keeping it passive on the east side of
the road where there was a lot of open space.
Councilmember Belmont noted that there were
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acres there.

Councilman Hunter observed that the ballfields were not all for
softball, there was a proposed Pony League Field.
Mayor Barratt felt that the park should be used and people should
want to go there. A lighted soccer field would be a large draw for
a tournament in the State.
Mark Hutchings commented that it was being built for everyone else
in the State instead of American Fork residents.
He did not want
everyone else coming in his backyard.
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Mayor Barratt continued that they would come for 30 or 45 days out
of the year and they would pay for it instead of the citizens of
American Fork. That was it right on the button.
Councilman Blake asked how they were going to do that.
Mayor Barratt explained that there were entry fees.
Mrs. Pedersen asked if the citizens were going to then get a tax
rebate since they paid for it up front.
Mayor Barratt explained that it would be paid through a bond and
these fees would go to off set the bond payments.
Mary Fox asked if all four courts could be moved up to the overflow
area.
Mayor Barratt responded that they could if that was what was
decided.
Alpine, Highland and Cedar Hills were talking about
possibly doubling what was at the Fitness Center now to include
gymnasiums. If other things were put up by the Fitness Center now,
it may preclude that kind of thing from happening in the future.
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Phyllis Crookston suggested that one of the ball fields be bermed
and flooded and used for slay riding in the winter and also make
provisions for ice skating .
Denise Pedersen commented that she did not have a problem with
keeping the lighted soccer fields, tennis courts, etc., on the west
side and keep it passive on the east.
Varlo Davenport asked that sound mitigation be taken into
consideration for the amphitheater because you would not want to
shut down the park during the time of a production.
Mark Hutchings noted that there were many tennis courts planned for
Thanksgiving Point and they might preclude American Fork from ever
recouping any funds.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON POSSIBLE CHANGES TO THE PRELIMINARY PLAN PRIOR
TO SUBMISSION OF THE FINAL PLAN TO THE PLANNING COMMISSION
Mayor Barratt asked the Council to eliminate those things on the
east, eliminate the sand volleyball areas, and move the tennis
courts to the north a little bit into the overflow area.
Scott Blake commented that the sand volleyball areas were located
near boweries so that the users would have some type of a social
activity.
Councilmember Belmont asked about the boweries. She supported just
tables scattered around for individuals. Boweries were for groups
and there was already one in just about every park in town.
Scott Blake noted that you were developing a park with a ball park
13
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and uses all the way down to passive recreation and with that you
create a variety of experiences for the user.
Mayor Barratt added that there would be some areas for those
waiting to play, to take their families and picnic and relax .
Councilmember Belmont did not think that was what the people voted
to buy the park for .
Phyllis Crookston asked who made up the Committee on the park.
Mayor Barratt explained that the Committee was made up of the
Recreation Committee, Parks Department, Arts Council, Planning
Commission , and City Councilmembers .
Councilman Hampton observed that the direction tonight was not
going to be final but they would be taking another stab at it.
Councilman Hampton moved what Mayor Barratt suggested, that they
eliminate the green field to the northeast and the two southern
green fields and move the eight tennis courts up a little closer to
the existing ball diamonds and then adjust the overflow parking
accordingly and leave the existing road from the south, and take a
look at it again. Councilman Hunter seconded the motion.

Denise Pedersen requested that the newspaper publish public hearing
notices in the public notice section of the newspaper. Notice of
this meeting was in the paper , but not in the public notice section
with the rest of them .
Councilmember Belmont stated that she would go along with
Councilman Hampton's motion and that she strongly supported what
Councilman Blake had said.
She was a great proponent of Swaner
Design as she was familiar with their work .
She understood that
they had a lot of input.
If anyone could to it, they could. She
felt this was strongly being pushed by the Recreation Department.
The survey part should be for everyone and agree with the
percentages in the survey .
The park was not purchased for the
Recreation Department to continue to build venues .
There were a
lot of parks
where some of those venues could be placed.
She
agreed with Councilman Hampton that we were beginning to work on it
now. She did not feel there was anyone better than Swaner Design.
Swaner Design should say that there was great potential and do what
they felt was best.
Councilman Blake asked for some clarification of the motion that if
most of the area to the east was eliminated.
Councilman Hampton
responded that was the motion in general , but that picnic and
family activity areas would remain .
Councilmember Belmont noted this was a beginning and they would
look at it again .
By Roll Call the vote was as follows: Councilman Hunter, Aye;
Councilmember Belmont, Aye; Councilman Hampton, Aye; and Councilman
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Blake, Aye.

Councilman Storrs was absent.

The motion carried.

(
ADJOURNMENT
Councilman Hampton moved adjournment at 9:11p.m. Councilman Blake
seconded the motion.
Voting was as follows: Aye, Councilmembers
Belmont, Hampton, Blake, and Hunter.
Absent, Councilman Storrs.
The motion carried.
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Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
FEBRUARY 3 , 2000
NOTICE OF WORK SESSION
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in a work session on Thursday, February 3, 2000, in the
American Fork City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 4:00
p.m. The agenda shall be as follows:
WORK SESSION
1.
2.
3.

Discussion of items for the upcoming February 8, 2000, City
Council meeting.
Other business.
Adjournment .

Datee:s(t illrnuary,
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder

2000.

AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
FEBRUARY 3 , 2000
WORK SESSION
The American Fork City council met in a work session on February 3,
2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 4:02 p.m.
Those present
included *Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont, Keith
Blake, Don Hampton, Ricky Storrs, and Tom Hunter. Others present
included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn, Kevin Bennett, and Rod
Despain.
In the absence of Mayor Barratt ,
Hampton Chaired the meeting .

Mayor Pro-tem Councilman Don

DISCUSSION OF ITEMS FOR THE UPCOMING FEBRUARY 8, 2000, CITY COUNCIL
MEETING
Action Items
Review and action on awarding of bids on the boring of the
waterline under the railroad tracks on Sam White Lane and 100 East
Carl Wanlass reported that the bids were provided in t he packet .
The low bid was Claw Construction who had done work in the past for
the City . He felt good about them.
Review and action on direction to staff to prepare
documentation to create a Municipal Building Authority

necessary

Carl Wanlass noted that Mayor Barratt would discuss this option at
the Council meeting. The Municipal Building Authority (MBA) would
be set up as a separate entity.
It was that entity that sold the
bond, constructed the building , and then leased the building back
to the City. Under this method revenue bonds were used instead of
GO bonds.
He expected that it could be ready in 60 days as bond
attorneys would be brought in to prepare the documents.
He and
Mayor Barratt would be meeting with the Court Administrator's
Office on February 11, 2000.
*Mayor Barratt arrived and assumed the Chair.
Carl Wanlass noted that the MBA would also be discussed at the
retreat.
Review and action on development projects
a.

Review and action on the final plat of Conder Heights
Plat B a re-subdivision of Conder Heights Plat A
Subdivision Lot 2 at 355 South Center
Rod Despain commented that there was no real issue with
this request and was relatively simple.
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b.

Review and action on the final
plat
Subdivision Phase 1 at 575 South 100 West

of

Chipman

Rod Despain noted that this was a single lot subdivision.
Both projects had conditions and they would be addressed
in the memo prepared just prior to Council meeting .
Review and action on a Resolution indicating the City's intent to
annex the Dixie Fenn Annexation at approximately 615 West 200 South
It was noted that this may produce an island or a peninsula.
was just south of the old City dump on 200 South.

This

Review and action on a promotional pass program at the Fitness
Center
Councilman Blake explained that what he was looking at was the
revenue model which was something like the airlines. When a plane
pulled away from the terminal and there were empty seats, revenues
were lost.
The cost for 1, 000 passes was marginal and almost
really zero.
The intent was to do a major promotion.
Punches on
a card did not simulate the situation. What the City wanted was to
sell passes and this proposal fit the model of a pass.
He would
still like to do a thousand passes .
Mayor Barratt asked why only a thousand if we had 4,000 people that
wanted it.
Councilman Blake responded that if that was the case,
consider it again at that time.

they could

Mayor Barratt did not think that free passes were a good thing and
suggested that March be a 99-cent or a dollar month where you could
get a month pass for that amount of money. He then commented that
maybe a week might be better.
Councilman Blake again stated that the promotion ought to be
modeled more like a pass.
He also encouraged the use of a free
community night at times.
Councilman Hampton commented that where these types of promotions
were used in private enterprise, they always had a sales staff to
capture registration.
Councilman Blake felt
register .

those that obtained the passes needed to

After some discussion, no member of the Council expressed concern
over the promotion for a month pass.
Councilman Hampton was excused from the meeting.
Mayor Barratt felt that if they spent a dollar, it demonstrated at
least some interest.
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Councilman Storrs liked the idea of a dollar.
Mayor Barratt suggested that it be done during the month of March.
The Fitness Center needed to begin designing for it now.
Carl Wanlass felt that the 15th of March to the 15th of April might
be better as the weights would be up and running by then.
Mayor Barratt suggested the month of April and that the pass be
available for one dollar per person.
Councilman Blake commented that
something.

it made sense to have them do

Review and action on appointments to Citizen Committees
Mayor Barratt asked that names for appointment be provided him
prior to the meeting so that if there was a problem they could
discuss it.
Mayor Barratt commented that the City purchased a K9 today out of
North Carolina.
The cost was $3,500 and has had training.
His
name was Brie. Cory Smith would be going back to pick up the dog
and will spend some time . with Brie at the training facility. There
had been some significant donations. He noted that tomorrow, the
elementary school with the most donations for the K9 would get to
shave Police Chief Fox's head!
Review and action on a drug policy for CDL license holders
Carl Wanlass reported that they had been working on this for quite
a while. Drug checks were mandatory for CDL holders. He was also
asking that the policy be extended to public safety personnel.
After some discussion, City Attorney Kevin Bennett suggested that
on page 9, "will" be changed to "may."
Mayor Barratt suggested that the change be made and a new draft
provided prior to the Council meeting.
Councilman Storrs
employees.

felt

that

the policy should be

for all City

Councilman Blake noted that the wording in the Acknowledgment on
page 11 needed to be cleared up.
Kevin Bennett noted that it was not a contract, but just an
acknowledgment. As it was not his original document, he explained
that it might need to be adopted, and then come back and amend it.
Review and action on direction to staff to pursue a drug policy for
public safety personnel
This was discussed under the previous item.
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Review and action regarding bonding amounts for franchise holders
Carl Wanlass explained that this had come about due to AirSwitch.
The City now required a $500,000 bond. With AirSwitch being a new
company, it had no history and about all they could do was $50,000
to $100,000.
Councilmember Belmont related a complaint that she had about the
installers wandering through her yard.
Carl Wanlass commented that Staff had met with AirSwitch in City
Hall and talked about some of those types of problems. They have
also put notices in the utility bills to help make people aware.
The public was not used to AirSwitch as they were with Utah Power
or US West.
Councilman Blake felt there was merit in approving the request for
a change.
Kevin Bennett explained that the figure of $500,000 got in there
after the Telecommunications Act of 1996 was approved and in
putting the Franchise Agreement together it was noted that back
East that was the amount that was being used. Electric Lightwave
came in and was a big company and did not balk at the amount.
Another company came in and did not have a problem.
AirSwitch
could not meet it as they were a start up company.
Mr. Bennett explained that the City would go through each Franchise
Ordinance and make the change.
Councilman Storrs was excused from the meeting to answer a page.
Kevin Bennett noted that the current franchise holders had their
insurance in place but not the bond. The Recorder would send out
letters letting them know of the new amount and get that
straightened out.
Report and action on construction projects items including change
orders
Carl Wanlass noted there was one change order regarding the 1999
Storm Water Drainage project.
Report and action on Planning Commission items
The Planning Commission items were provided in the memo.
Review and action on the January 25, 2000, minutes
The minutes had been provided.
Review and action on the February 1, 2000, special session & public
hearing minutes
These minutes were being worked on.
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Review and action on the February 3, 2000, work session minutes
These minutes would be provided as soon as possible.
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of City
bills for payment
Councilman Hampton would make this report.
Review and action on entering into an Executive Session to discuss
litigation
Carl Wanlass explained that Mr. Dale Lambert from Christensen &
Jensen who had been hired by the insurance company would be present
to meet with the Council. Mr. Wanlass explained that in order to
go into Executive Session, it needed to be done by motion with four
members of the Council voting in favor.
Review and action on a request for City defense by one or more City
employee, as defined in Section 63-30-2, UCA, in connection with a
pending lawsuit
Carl Wanlass noted that a letter was in the packet.
OTHER BUSINESS
There was no other business.
ADJOURNMENT

Tht:i~-a&[d

at 4:47 p.m.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
FEBRUARY 8, 2000
NOTICE AND AGENDA
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on February 8, 2000, in the American Fork
City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p.m.
The
agenda shall be as follows:
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period - limited to two minutes
per person.
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports.
Mayor's report.
ACTION ITEMS

1.
2.
3.

4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14.

Review and action on awarding of bids on the boring of the
waterline under the railroad tracks on Sam White Lane and 100
East south of I-15.
Review and action on direction to staff to prepare necessary
documentation to create a Municipal Building Authority.
Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects ,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method
of satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the
plat recorded.
a.
Review and action on the final plat of Conder Heights
Plat B a re-subdivision of Conder Heights Plat A
Subdivision Lot 2 at 355 South Center Street.
b.
Review and action on the final plat of Chipman
Subdivision Phase 1 at 575 South 100 West.
Review and action on a Resolution indicating the City's intent
to annex the Dixie Fenn Annexation at approximately 615 West
200 South.
Review and action on a promotional pass program at the Fitness
Center.
Review and action on appointments to Citizen Committees.
Review and action on a drug policy for CDL license holders.
Review and action on direction to staff to pursue a drug
policy for public safety personnel.
Review and action regarding bonding amounts for franchise
holders.
Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders.
Report and action on Planning Commission items.
Review and action on the January 25, 2000, minutes.
Review and action on the February 1, 2000, special session &
public hearing minutes.
Review and action on the February 3, 2000, work session
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15.
16.
17.
18.

minutes
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
Review and action on entering into an Executive Session to
discuss litigation.
Review and action on a request for City defense by one or more
City employees, as defined in Section 63-30-2, UCA, in
connection with a pending lawsuit.
Adjournment.

Dated this 31 day of January, 2000.

~ w,~@JJL
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
FEBRUARY 8, 2000
ATTACHMENTS (2)

REGULAR SESSION

The American Fork City Council met in a regular session on February
8, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:35 p.m. Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont, Don
Hampton, Tom Hunter, Keith Blake, and Ricky Storrs. Others present
included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn, Howard Denney, Rod Despain,
Jim Hardy, Jay Christensen, Terry Fox, Steve Cornia, Christie
Reimschussel, Kevin Bennett, Dale Gunther , Mr. & Mrs. Bill Jacob,
Bob Mucci, Darrin Chipman, George Brown, Glen Wagstaff, Daniel
Copper, Scouts from Troops 935 & 332, Barbara Christiansen, and 21
citizens.
Boy Scout Brian Harris from Troop 332 led the audience in the
Pledge of Allegiance and Jim Hardy offered the prayer.
Mayor Barratt announced that Forbes Elementary won the
contest for the K-9 with $319.
As a reward they got
Police Chief Fox's head . The City has ordered a new K-9
Tarheel Kennels in Stanford, North Carolina. His name was
he was a 2-year-old Belgium Malamute.

donation
to shave
from the
Brie and

Mayor Barratt thanked those citizens and the businesses who came
through on their pledges in order to get the dog.
Mayor Barratt noted that the police motorcycles have been very
effective.
Chief Fox was very pleased with them and would be
detailed by the end of the week.
TWENTY MINUTE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD - LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES PER
PERSON
JeNeane Jacob asked if Brie spoke English.
that he spoke Dutch.

Chief Fox responded

Mayor Barratt noted that the Tarheel Kennels helped toward the
purchase of the dog as well by allowing for a discount.
The
trainer was highly regarded.
If the trainer said he was a good
dog, then he was an excellent dog.
Dale Gunther asked for an update on the recommendations that the
citizen committee on buildings had made.
He asked specifically
about the appraisal of the old hospital and the RFP' s on the
Harrington School and the Public Safety Building.
Councilman Hampton reported that the appraisal was being done by
Jorgensen Appraisal.
Mayor Barratt explained that Frie had a lower bid to do the
appraisal, but Heritage felt that Jorgensen was a better choice and
was willing to pay the difference. It would be completed in three
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to four weeks.
Mayor Barratt stated that the RFP had not been addressed further .
There would be some things discussed later in the meeting. He and
Carl Wanlass would be meeting with the Judicial Council on Friday .
Bill Jacob asked why the Council was dragging their feet. Citizens
were anxious to get underway.
The recommendation from the
committee was delivered in December. He asked Councilman Blake if
he was in favor of a May bond election.
Councilman Blake responded that the bond was not the recommendation
made.
It was to put out a Request for Proposals to plan the
central square concept.
The bond was one approach toward
financing. The first step was to receive proposals from architects
on some type of unifying concept and meanwhile proceed as
progressively as they could with the police and public safety
building.
That was the first phase and it was still the
recommendation before the Council.
Bill Jacob asked again if he was
election in May.

in favor of going to a bond

Mayor Barratt responded that there were a lot of things that still
needed to be discussed and considered.
He may bring back
information on Friday that would change that.
Bill Jacob commented that they were in a hurry, but now they were
two months away and nothing has been done.
Mayor Barratt stated that the Council did not authorize the
Committee , he did.
This Council did not appoint anyone to the
Committee.
Councilman Hampton stated that the first public explanation and
presentation from Councilman Blake was at the last Council meeting.
He was anxious to have some more discussions and make some
decisions.
George Brown asked when they would be having those discussions.
Mayor Barratt noted that those discussions had not been scheduled.
He would have discussions with the court the end of this week and
they would schedule discussions and work sessions following that .
REPORT OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR
Carl Wanlass had nothing to report.
COUNCIL REPORTS
Councilman Hunter had nothing to report at this time .
Councilmember Belmont thanked Chief Fox and commented that it had
been reported to her that they had seen people ticketed for
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speeding.
Councilmember Belmont reported that there would be a Senior
Volunteer Appreciation Dinner on February 11, 2000.
The Library
was 97.5 percent complete.
Councilmember Belmont reminded the City Council that Senate Bill 31
was stalled in committee.
She asked the Councilmembers to make
phone calls to the Legislature in support of the bill.
It would
give owners of commercial buildings a 20 percent tax credit .
Councilman Hampton thanked Kevin Bennett for his work on the
Neighbors in Action program noting that Chad Hendry had been
contacted and it would be on the agenda for February 22nd. At that
night they will recommend some appointments to that committee.
Councilman Hampton noted that the Pioneer Grove section of the
Cemetery had 1080 grave spaces and would last the City only about
five years. They will be ready for use in May of this year. This
situation created a priority that the Council would need to work on
as soon as possible.
Carl Wanlass noted that Mrs. Binch had contacted the City and was
willing to sell some more ground.
Councilman Hampton asked that the Cemetery Committee make a report
to the Council at the first Council meeting in March and then every
three months thereafter.
Councilman Storrs stated that he enjoyed watching Chief Fox get his
haircut.
The Youth Council would be working on a community
bulletin board.
Councilman Blake was not at the ribbon cutting ceremony for the
Public Works but was there a little later. He was impressed with
the building.
Progress was continuing on the Library.
Councilman Blake was in support of Senate Bill 31 which would
strengthen the historical aspect of the community.
MAYOR'S REPORT
Mayor Barratt received a letter from the Governor's Office
announcing that on March 11, 2000, at 11:00 a.m. throughout Utah,
locally at the American Fork High School, there would be a
broadcast concerning the five goals of the Utah Promise and our
response to America's Promise.
Mayor Barratt read a Good Save Announcement.
It is included in
these minutes as ATTACHMENT 1. Mayor Barratt invited Officer Mike
Dutson, EMT Earl Johansen, and EMT Crystal Williams to come forward
to
receive
their Certificate from Ambulance Director Jay
Christensen .
There was general applause.
Officer Gary Caldwell
and EMT Sam Nazzisi were not able to be in attendance.
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Mayor Barratt read a Letter of Nomination for the American Fork
Police Department's Mayor's Award for Chief Terry Fox. The letter
is included in these minutes as ATTACHMENT 2.
Mayor Barratt invited Police Chief Fox to come forward to receive
the Mayor's Commendation. There was general applause.
ACTION ITEMS
REVIEW AND ACTION ON AWARDING OF BIDS ON THE BORING OF THE
WATERLINE UNDER THE RAILROAD TRACKS ON SAM WHITE LANE AND 100 EAST
SOUTH OF I-15
The six bids received ranged from
engineer's estimate was $33,600.

$28, 100

to

$117,280.

The

Councilman Storrs moved approval of the low bid to Claw
Construction. Councilman Hunter seconded the motion. All were in
favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON DIRECTION TO STAFF TO PREPARE
DOCUMENTATION TO CREATE A MUNICIPAL BUILDING AUTHORITY

NECESSARY

Mayor Barratt asked for questions.
Councilmember Belmont commented that at the work session this item
was mentioned, but she asked for some more clarification as it was
not discussed at length.
Did this mean that they could go ahead
without citizen input?
City Administrator Carl Wanlass explained that the Municipal
Building Authority (MBA) would be a separate body similar to the
RDA.
They could issue bonds, build buildings and lease the
facilities to the City. There was no voter approval required, but
if 20% petition it to go to a public vote, it would.
There was
also a public notice required explaining that this had been to the
citizens for a GO Bond but had failed, and the Council would need
to justify to the citizens why they were going with a Municipal
Building Authority.
Councilman Hampton noted that action tonight would not authorize
any funding, but it would request that the documentation be
prepared to create the MBA. This was in connection with one of the
recommendations of the Committee which was that revenue bonds be
utilized in connection with at least the court's share of the
combined police and court's construction.
It would take an
additional action by the Council.
Carl Wanlass estimated the cost of preparation of the documents to
be about $1,000.
The City would be using their bond attorney,
Blake Wade to prepare the documents and he would make a
presentation to the City Council.
Councilman Hampton stated that he felt the Council was not too
excited about using revenue bonds, but he did not see any harm in
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establishing the authority itself.
Carl Wanlass noted that revenue bonds were more complex and more
expensive and also required additional funds to be set aside.
About 60% of communities use this method of financing new
buildings .
Councilmember Belmont stated that she still had a problem with it
since the bond was defeated so soundly.
She recognized that the
City did have some needs.
Mayor Barratt explained that all the Council was requesting at this
time was to have the documentation prepared.
The Council would
have the option of not adopting it when they have reviewed the
documentation.
Councilmember Belmont stated that she could not support it now.
Dale Gunther noted that he had some experience through the bank in
buying Municipal Building Authority bonds. Fifty to 60 percent of
communities do that. His general sense was that American Fork City
has wanted to use GO bonds as they were cheaper and has gone to the
public and that has been the philosophy. As one of the members of
the Citizen Committee, he recommended that the City consider
setting up a Building Authority.
In this instance, one problem
that he foresaw was that the City might get into a situation that
they really want the courts here and there wasn't the time to set
up a GO bond election and where the Courts would pay for bonds over
a 20-year period, that avenue needed to be available if that was in
the best interest of the community.
He recognized that maybe to
some that was anathema.
It really was a valuable resource.
The
Council could determine whether to do it and the public has a means
to force it to a public vote. It was a good planning tool to have
it in place. It could prevent a loss of a valuable resource to the
community.
Mr. Gunther added that many times the revenue bonds had insurance
that went along with them and sometimes the rate went down and
sometimes the interest rate on AAA rated bonds was less than a GO
bond .
Councilman Hampton noted that approving a revenue bond was not an
automatic increase in taxes.
Bill Jacob noted that what defeated the recent bond was not having
full disclosure.
Jim Matsumori stated at that time that the
Council did not have to go before the public and they could do it
with revenue bonds. The public needed to have disclosure.
George Brown expressed concern that Building Authorities were not
required to follow the procurement statutes of the State of Utah
and therefore there was a possibility of greater cost. How would
the Council address that issue?
Councilman Hampton stated that he thought the City would still go
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toward the best bid.
Councilman Blake noted that it was one of the options to fund the
building and where it took revenues to pay the debt and there
should not be any increase in taxes.
This was part of what was
recommended by the citizen's committee.
The generation of the
paperwork would give the Council the opportunity to see how it
would work. It would only start the process and was a good option.
Bill Jacob noted that it needed to be stressed that it was only one
of the alternatives of funding.
Councilman Storrs moved to direct staff to prepare the necessary
documentation to create a Municipal Building Authority. Councilman
Hampton seconded the motion.
Voting was as follows: Aye,
Councilmembers
Storrs,
Hampton,
Hunter,
and Blake.
Nay,
Councilmember Belmont who explained her vote that she did not
understand it well enough and would meet with Mr. Gunther and
Councilman Blake. The motion carried.

REVIEW
AND
ACTION
ON
SUBDIVISIONS,
COMMERCIAL
PROJECTS,
CONDOMINIUMS, AND PUD'S INCLUDING 1) PLAT APPROVAL; 2) METHOD OF
SATISFACTION OF WATER RIGHTS REQUIREMENTS; 3) POSTING OF AN
IMPROVEMENT BOND OR SETTING OF A TIME FRAME FOR IMPROVEMENT
INSTALLATION; AND 4) AUTHORIZATION TO SIGN THE FINAL PLAT AND
ACCEPTANCE OF ALL DEDICATIONS TO THE PUBLIC AND TO HAVE THE PLAT
RECORDED
a.

Review and action on the final plat of Conder Heights Plat B
a re subdivision of Conder Heights Plat A Subdivision Lot 2 at
355 South Center Street
Howard Denney noted that the correction of curve data and
addition of elevation of the flood plane was now correct on
the plat.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the final plat of Conder
Heights Plat B and to authorize the Mayor and Council to sign
the plat and accept the dedications and to have the plat
recorded,
subject to certain technical corrections: 1)
Correction of ties to block corner monuments; and 2) Addition
of plat amendment approval note as required by the County
Recorder.
Also, subject to: 3) Receipt of evidence of
approval by the irrigation company; 4) Receipt of water rights
in the amount of 1 acre foot; 5) Receipt of a letter of
consent for re subdivision from all owners of all lots in the
existing plat; and 6) the finding by the City Council that all
required subdivision improvements have been previously
completed and no bond was required.

Howard Denney noted that they had just a little asphalt to
finish up.
Councilman Hunter seconded the motion.
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All were in favor.

b.

Review and action on the final plat of Chipman Subdivision
Phase 1 at 575 South 100 West
Councilman Hampton moved approval of final plat of Chipman
Subdivision Phase 1 and to authorize the Mayor and Council to
sign the plat, accept the dedications and to have the plat
recorded, subject to the technical correction of labeling two
subdivision monuments and a finding by the City Council that
the water rights conveyance requirements have been met and
construction of the required subdivision improvements was to
be secured by the posting of a bond.
Councilmember Belmont
seconded the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION INDICATING THE CITY'S INTENT TO
ANNEX THE DIXIE FENN ANNEXATION AT APPROXIMATELY 615 WEST 200 SOUTH
Rod Despain explained that annexation of this property might create
an island but was still within the purview of the law .
Councilman Storrs moved approval of Resolution No. 2000-02-04R
indicating the City's intent to annex the Dixie Fenn Annexation at
approximately 615 West 200 South. Councilmember Belmont seconded
the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A PROMOTIONAL PASS PROGRAM AT THE FITNESS
CENTER
Councilman Blake explained that the purpose and intent of the
promotional pass program was to strengthen the financial condition
of the Fitness Center. It was a wonderful facility, but it was not
carrying its own weight financially. Either revenues needed to be
increased or expenses decreased or a combination of the two. The
revenues were akin to the airlines that had a fixed cost and when
the plane left the gate with empty seats, there was revenue
opportunities lost.
The cost of another person on the plane was
minimal .
The rationale here was that it gave persons the
opportunity to view the Fitness Center and hopefully purchase a
pass and increase revenues and therefore possibly keeping prices
down for existing members. He did not think that a month was too
long because you wanted to simulate a pass and model that behavior
in line with a year-long pass.
Councilman Blake moved to authorize, in the next several months,
the management of the Fitness Center, to have a month, preferably
April, where promotional passes to the Fitness Center were
available for $1 per person and to sell as many as people want to
buy and make it available to anyone, not just residents.

Councilman Blake noted that they would register just like they have
a normal pass and then the management could track them.
Councilman Storrs seconded the motion.

Bill Jacob noted that they could have 10 , 000 takers.
Would they
have enough facility and staff to handle the load. How many seats
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were there on the plane?
Mayor Barratt commented that was a problem that they would like to
have as it would open up a whole lot of opportunities.
Councilman Blake noted that persons from surrounding communities do
use it and they pay a higher fee when they buy a pass.
Councilman Hampton felt it would be wise to limit the number of
passes available to one thousand so that staff was able to measure
the results more effectively. If there were 10,000, they would be
spending full time just filling out forms.
If the Fitness Center
was able to get the name of every single person up to a thousand
and track how many end up buying passes , they could always do it
again.
It would be a little more controllable.
Councilman Blake amended his motion to limit the number of
promotional passes to one thousand. Councilman Storrs agreed with
his second.

Councilman Blake noted that it was only for new members.
Councilmember Belmont commented that she had gone there for
something that the children were doing and bought a one dollar pass
to walk on the track, but could have gone anywhere and do a $7
activity paying only for a one dollar activity .
There should be
some method of monitoring .
Councilman Blake acknowledged that was brought up about a month ago
and it had been discussed with Steve Bailey.
They were looking
into that.
All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON APPOINTMENTS TO CITIZEN COMMITTEES
Mayor Barratt appointed Councilman Hampton to the Chamber of
Commerce and Councilmembers Juel Belmont and Don Hampton to the
Downtown Steering Committee.
Councilman Blake recommended the appointment of Chris Wootten and
Judy Price to the Historical Preservation Committee with no
specific term.
He recommended Gary Gough be reappointed to the
Library Board to a term to 2002.
Councilman Hampton noted that Raylene Jorgenson would continue to
serve with the Cemetery Committee, but only in a sub committee
roll.
He recommended Maxine Steele to fill the remainder of
Raylene Jorgenson's term.
Councilman Storrs moved approval of the appointments as stated.
Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A DRUG POLICY FOR CDL LICENSE HOLDERS
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Mayor Barratt
policy.

explained that

Bob Mucci

was

the

author

of

the

Councilman Storrs asked if Legal Counsel Kevin Bennett was okay
with it .
Carl Wanlass explained that this was just the policy, any contract
would need to come back to the Council for approval.
Kevin Bennett, assuming that it was the same eleven pages that were
given to him and a change was made from will be to may be, was okay
with it.
Councilman Blake explained that the intent of the policy was to
work toward a drug free environment/ particularly those with
Commercial Driver's Licenses. It would also be good to work toward
a drug free policy for all employees in the City.
He noted that
the last sheet was an acknowledgment of a receipt of the policy and
he would like to see it in a contract form where the person applies
for employment and they sign an agreement that basically states
that if they were hired they would abide by the drug and alcohol
policy.
Bob Mucci commented that with a CDL, it was not a requirement of
the City, but a federal requirement and this policy followed the
federal government guidelines.
Councilman Blake agreed but it would be a more effective statement
and memorialized in a document and it would be consistent if it was
expanded to other employees.
Councilman Storrs noted that if one had a CDL, they already agreed
to this.
Mr. Mucci added that if you went to get a new CDL, you needed to
have a certain amount of physical testing to receive that license.
Anyone who employed someone in the capacity of driving a vehicle
where it was required to have a CDL, had to follow the federal
rules and regulations for drug and alcohol testing.
Many
individuals have CDL's and did not use them for commercial
purposes.
A drug and alcohol policy was a requirement for
employers.
Councilman Hampton agreed with Councilman Blake's comments and he
would like to see legal counsel go through the policy as there were
commas all over that changed the meaning of the policy and he did
not think it said what it was supposed to say. It was not soundly
written.
In connection with Councilman Blake's suggestion,
unfortunately there were times when test results were not correct
or applied to the right person, and he would like to see the
acknowledgment of receipt, be it a contract form or the form it was
in, expanded to give the employee the right to request a review.
Bob Mucci noted that there was a DOT mandated regulation in which
all drug test results, positive or negative, had to be reviewed by
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a qualified medical review officer, which by DOT definition, was a
trained physician , prior to being released out to the designated
authority . Two bottles were used and there was a review process .
Anyone who believed that their test was erroneous and not correct
had 72 hours to request that the test be retested.
Testing could
only be done by certified laboratories.
Mayor Barratt asked for direction from the Council.
Councilman Hampton moved to have counsel clean the drug policy for
CDL license holders up and bring it back for action at the next
meeting. Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion.

Councilman Blake asked if the motion included the redraft of some
portions as per the Council's discussion.
Councilman Hampton moved to include the redraft of some of the
portions as per the Council's discussion.
Councilmember Belmont
agreed with her second.

Mayor Barratt asked Councilmembers Blake and Hampton to meet with
legal counsel and to give him their feelings as to how it should
read .
George Brown noted that the next agenda item was to have the staff
put together a drug program for all of the employees including
public safety and CDL holders and encouraged it be done at one time
so there was not a discrimination problem.
Councilman Storrs agreed that they needed to have a policy for all
of them, but that each one needed to be different.
Kevin Bennett noted that was true,
once.

but it could be done all at

All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON DIRECTION TO STAFF TO PURSUE A DRUG POLICY FOR
PUBLIC SAFETY PERSONNEL
Councilman Storrs moved to go forward on the drug and alcohol
policy for the public safety personnel and the regular employees.

Councilman Blake stated that it was appropriate to request a drug
free policy from contractors doing work for the City.
It was an
appropriate objective to have a drug free environment and this was
a positive action toward that.
Councilman Blake seconded the motion.

All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION REGARDING BONDING AMOUNTS FOR FRANCHISE HOLDERS
Councilman Hampton asked for clarification regarding the reduction
to a flat rate of $100,000 .
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Carl Wanlass recommended that the utility franchise holder bond be
set at a flat $100,000 across the board and not provide provisions
for a reduction after a period of time.
Mayor Barratt explained that American Fork's sister cities were
around $75,000 to $100,000. We were far and above that. The bond
amount was set a long time ago.
Some newer companies could not
come up with that amount of a bond.
Howard Denney noted that an insurance policy of around $500 , 000 was
also required .
Councilman Hampton noted that it seemed to him that they could do
this in this one request as they had significant higher insurance
coverage than was required, $5 million. He felt that the Council
could authorize a bond of $100,000 in this case as they had the $5
million insurance coverage and leave the other franchise holders as
they were.
Councilman Hunter asked if the prior franchises provided a bond at
that amount. Carl Wanlass noted that they have not been enforced.
Kevin Bennett explained that the new bond amount went into effect
shortly after the Telecommunications Act of 1996.
In the absence
of any other guidelines the City went with the amount of $500,000
as was being used back east. We wanted to make sure that we were
covered and we didn't know how many we would be dealing with.
Later the Utah League of Cities & Towns put something together.
Councilman Hunter asked if it was possible to do a type of sliding
scale for bond amounts based on the type of business they were
going to do.
Kevin Bennett commented that the problem that came up was that the
City was supposed to facilitate and not be a roadblock, but we also
needed to take care of the public right-of-way. We needed to treat
everyone the same.
The problem was that you had multimillion
dollar companies and then you also have smaller companies, in this
case AirSwitch, which were just getting off the ground.
Councilman Hampton noted that on the other hand the ones with
experience might have a little higher level of confidence and the
new one should pay more because they don't have a track record.
Councilman Hunter noted that $100,000 was a large performance bond.
Bill Jacob asked if it was being enforced.
Carl Wanlass stated that they did not have a bond in place.
Bill Jacob commented that the Ordinance should be gotten rid of.
Mayor Barratt felt that the $100,000 bond could be enforced.
Councilman Hampton asked if this Ordinance was adopted after the
other franchises had come into town.
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Carl Wanlass noted
relatively new.

that

the

last

one

was

AirSwitch

and

was

Councilman Blake moved to reduce the franchise bond requirement to
$100,000 and eliminate the provision for reducing it after two
years. Councilman Hampton seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Councilman Hampton wanted to know which were not complying that
came in after this Ordinance.
Kevin Bennett
AirSwitch.
requirements,
In checking,
bond.

responded that it was Nextel, Electric Lightwave, and
There was no trouble with getting the insurance
but they have had a problem getting the bond amount.
the others had also provided insurance, but not a

Councilman Hampton commented that if there were no activity he
could understand that there was no bond.
If there were some who
were active and came in after the Ordinance was enacted, we should
pursue those.
Councilman Blake added that in order to maintain the franchise, a
bond should be in place and as a result of this action to change
the bond amount, they should be notified to get the new bond amount
in place.
Kevin Bennett agreed. The franchise holder was supposed to do that
within 60 days from the date of approval.
Councilman Hampton commented that now we can take care of the
matter .
Bill Jacob asked about the Baird business license.
Kevin Bennett responded that it had been taken care of.
Daniel Copper noted that AirSwitch was putting a box at the end of
600 North
It was explained that anything placed needed to be on an easement
or public right-of-way.
Mayor Barratt stated that he would go up and look at it.
Councilmember Belmont asked the Council to return to the
appointments.
She stated that she was already on the Downtown
Steering Committee as a citizen and did not want to be on there as
a Councilmember.
Mayor Barratt agreed
representative.

to

not

have

her

serve

as

a

Council

Councilman Hampton moved that Councilmember Belmont not serve on
the Downtown Steering Committee as a Council representative as she
was already on that Committee as a private citizen.
Councilman
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Storrs seconded the motion.

All were in favor.

Councilmember Belmont thanked the City Council.
REPORT AND ACTION ON CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS ITEMS INCLUDING CHANGE
ORDERS
There was one change order in the amount of $435.00 for the 1999
Drainage Project at 104 South Roosevelt.
Councilman Storrs moved approval of the change order.
Blake seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Councilman

REVIEW AND ACTION ON PLANNING COMMISSION ITEMS
Councilman Hunter stated that the Planning Commission had
recommended that the City adopt the 21st Century Program and asked
that it be placed on the February 22, 2000, City Council agenda.
Councilman Hunter reported that the Planning Commission had
reviewed and approved the Competition Oil Convenience Store at 309
West Main Street .
The Planning Commission had reviewed the Childs-Merrill Annexation
Agreement again and there was some additional work that needed to
be done regarding additional property for the park and ride. They
discussed possible changes to the PR-9000 zone, the General Plan ,
the elimination of the east-west road through the Art Dye Park , and
a zone change to R-4 at 35 North 300 East.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE JANUARY 25, 2000, MINUTES
Councilman Hampton moved approval making sure there was an
ATTACHMENT 1, clarification, and some housecleaning items.
{They
included on page 4, line 1, "of" should be "off," in line 19, "a"
should be added after the word, "for." On page 5, line 15, "the"
should be placed prior to the word, "front," and in line 51, there
should be a comma after "revenues" followed by the phrase, "and
since the retreat in budget discussions,".
On page 8, line 52,
"in" should be added prior to the word, "approximately." On page
9, line 4, "of" should be added prior to "Susan." On page 13, the
sentence beginning in line 13 should be changed to read,
"Councilman Hampton asked for clarification regarding the Literacy
Center's participation in connection with the change order." Also
on page 12, the sentence beginning in line 21, should be changed to
read, "Councilman Hampton commented that the work in the Library
for the Literacy Center was sure needed.")
Councilman Hunter
seconded the motion. All were in favor.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE FEBRUARY 1, 2000, SPECIAL SESSION & PUBLIC
HEARING MINUTES
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the February 1, 2000, Special
Session & Public Hearing minutes with a clarification.
{That was
on page 14, line 48, a comma should be placed after, "general," and
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the add the phrase, "but that the picnic and family activity areas
would remain."}
Councilman Storrs seconded the motion. All were
in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE FEBRUARY 3, 2000, WORK SESSION MINUTES
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the February 3, 2000, Work
Session minutes with the correction of a misspelled word.
(That
was on page 4, line 14, "use" should be changed to "used."}
Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion. All were in favor.

FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT INCLUDING ACTION ON THE APPROVAL OF CITY
BILLS FOR PAYMENT
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the City bills for payment as
reviewed by the Finance Committee. Councilman Blake seconded the
motion. All were in favor.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the Purchase Requests over
$1,000, one of which was the purchase of a new K-9, Brie, and a
speed control unit.

Councilman Blake noted that funds were donated and it was a
wonderful thing to see the community come together on this issue.
Councilman Blake seconded the motion. All were in favor.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the manual checks.
Blake seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Councilman

REVIEW AND ACTION ON ENTERING INTO AN EXECUTIVE SESSION TO DISCUSS
LITIGATION
Bill Jacob asked what the litigation was and who it was against.
Mayor Barratt responded that it was ongoing litigation with the
Police Department.
It was against the City and individuals
including Carl Wanlass, Tucker Hansen, former Mayor Jess Green, and
Mayor Ted Barratt.
Councilman Storrs moved to enter into an Executive Session to
discuss litigation.
Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion.
All were in favor.

The City Council entered into an Executive Session at 9:30p.m. to
discuss litigation.
Those present included Mayor Ted Barratt,
Councilmembers Juel Belmont, Keith Blake, Don Hampton, Tom Hunter,
and Ricky Storrs. Also present were City Recorder Richard Colborn,
City Attorney (Criminal) Tucker Hansen, City Administrator Carl
Wanlass, and Legal Counsel Dale Lambert.
Litigation was discussed and the meeting was
required by State Code.

tape

recorded as

The City Council exited the Executive Session at 10:53 p.m.
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Councilmember Belmont moved to return to regular session at 10:53
p.m. Councilman Hunter seconded the motion. All were in favor.
The City Council returned to regular session .
REVIEW AND ACTION ON A REQUEST FOR CITY DEFENSE BY ONE OR MORE CITY
EMPLOYEES, AS DEFINED IN SECTION 63-30-2, UCA, IN CONNECTION WITH
A PENDING LAWSUIT

Councilman Hampton moved approval of the request by Mayor Ted
Barratt, former Mayor Jess Green, City Administrator Carl Wanlass,
and City Prosecutor Tucker Hansen, to be defended by the City in a
pending lawsuit. Councilman Storrs seconded the motion. All were
in favor.
Mayor Barratt reported that Mr. David Bean had the impression that
the Council would be acting on the Uniform Conservation Building
Code tonight. That was not put on this agenda as he was under the
impression that legal counsel and members of the City Council were
going to a meeting on Thursday.
Councilmember Belmont reported that Kevin Bennett, Ron Morrill, and
Carl Hansen would be going to the work shop .
Mayor Barratt explained that Mr. Bean felt that the approval of the
UCBC would have an impact on his purchase of the building.
Councilmember Belmont also felt that Senate Bill 31 would help
anyone with a commercial building in American Fork. The State was
not going to move forward for about a year on the UCBC.
ADJOURNMENT

Councilman Hunter moved adjournment at 10:56 p.m.
Storrs seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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Councilman

ATTACHMENT 1 TO 02-08-2000 CC MINUTES - PAGE 1 OF 1

TO:

Mayor and City Council

FROM:

Jay Christensen, Ambulance Captain

SUBJECT:

Good save by Police/Ambulance Personnel, Recognition presentation

AMERICAN FORK CITY
PUBLIC SAFETY GOOD SAVE PROGRAM

February 1, 2000
SYNOPSIS:

On January 15, 2000 at approximately 6:18pm American Fork Police and Ambulance Departments
were dispatched to a male down with respiratory problems, at an address on Utah Valley Drive.
Police and Ambulance Departments arrived to find a 67 year old male in respiratory arrest.
AT SCENE:

Police Lt. Gary CALDWELL and Officer Mike DUTSON arrived on scene first and verified victim
unresponsive, not breathing unable to palpate a pulse. EMS First Response Earl JOHANSEN
arrived shortly after officers. Defibrillator was attached by CALDWELL, no shock advised. CPR
was continued by DUTSON doing chest compressions. EMT Earl JOHANSEN ventilating patient.
EN ROUTE TO HOSPITAL:

Ambulance crew arrived within minutes EMT Crystal WILLIAMS and EMT Sam NAZZISE, continued
CPR. Lt. CALDWELL went with the patient to the hospital, and Officer DUTSON drove the
ambulance. While CPR in progress, NAZZISE established an IV. Blood tubes were drawn and
cardiac epinephrine was administered to the patient. By the time the ambulance arrived at
American Fork Hospital E.R., patient had a blood pressure and a pulse.
These emergency personnel performed their job in a manner that is to be commended. "Very
Professional".
American Fork is fortunate to have personnel that have a high level of skill to perform in
emergency situations and are able to save lives.

Mayor could this item be presented at the February 8, 2000 City Council meeting?

cc. Ca ptain, Steve Cornia AFPD
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AMERICAN FORK POLICE DEPARTMENT
98 North Center Street
American Fork, Utah 84003

I

\

TerryV. Fox
Chief of Police

Steven P. Cornia
Assistant Chief

The mission of the American Fork Police Department is to build communit ,
enforce with equity, serve with honor.

Mayor Ted Barrett
2/1/2000
RE: Mayors Award Nomination
From: Captain Steven P. Cornia

Dear Mayor Barrett

I am submitting the name of Chief Terry Fox in nomination for the Mayors Award. The American
F ark Police Department has an awards progran1 to award officers actions of merit. One of those
awards is the Mayors Award, awarded by the Mayor for special recognition.

" Excellence is the re.sult of caring ntore than others think i.s lVise: risking tnore than others
think is safe: dreatning ntore than others think is practical and expecting ntore than others
think is possible."
We all dream of the things we would do if given the chance. Given the ability to change things or
create things if "I ruled the world" came true. Such was the opportunity given to Terry Vernon
Fox on October 27, 1998.
Terry began ,;vorking for American Fork City in 1979 and quickly rose in the ranks, eventually
becoming the investigations division commander holding the rank of lieutenant. Upon the
resignation of Chief John Durrant, Terry was appointed Chief of Police. This is normally a very
exciting time in the life of an officer as he realizes a lifetime goal. This appointment, however, did
not come without a great deal of apprehension.
The police department had been under political attack for over three years. It was a time when
public trust of the department was low, and officers felt isolated from surrounding agencies.
Communication between the department and other city officials was also strained and trust was
low. The department was sinking in a bog of confusion, and stymied in the quicksand of
contention. Terry was given his marching orders : " FIX IT !"
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Many in the community doubted your appointment of Chief Fox. But Terry had a vision of where
he wanted to go and you trusted that vision
It all began with defining the mission of the department.
The mission statement he established; " The mission of the American Fork Police Department is
to Build Community, Enforce with Equity, and Serve with Honor." gave direction and purpose to
the activities of the department. Every decision, program, or act of service has it' s foundation in
these principles.
Over the past year, Chief fox has worked to establish and enhance the following community
oriented policing programs.
l.Enhanced the D.A.R.E. program in all American Fork Schools, elementary, jr. high school, and
sr. high school.
2. Developed the first K-9 dog unit in American Fork Police History.
3. Upgraded and enhanced Bike Patrol for business relations and downtown patrol.
4. Upgraded and established mobile computer systems for onboard computer access in patrol
vehicles. Enhanced existing computer programs by upgrading equipment and programs.
5. Created the BOOK EM' Literacy support program where officers of the department are
involved in supporting literacy efforts in the community.
6. Begun the first Citizens Academy in American Fork City. This program has been highly rated
by the citizens who have attended and participation is great in demand from citizens of the
community.
7. Enhanced the neighborhood watch program by assigning specific detectives to contact block
captains and assist persons in assigned areas with security and police issues.
8. Improved American Fork Youth Court system
9. Began the Safer Schools Program with American Fork High School and American Fork Jr,
High School.
IO.Enhanced :W .A.T. team training opportunities.
ll .Reorganization of departmental stntcture to facilitate growth and service opportunities.
12. Establish by contract a community policing officer for the Cedar Hills Community.
POLICY CHANGES:
In order to make the necessary changes it was essential to establish directives governing the
in1plementation of departmental philosophy. This was accomplished by the creation of the
following directives: Officer Conduct Policy, Internal Affairs Policy, Computer Usage Policy, Up
dated S.W.A.T. Policy, and Uniform Policy.
MOTOR UNIT:
In response to the increased traffic flow through American Fork, and the increase in public
concern over traffic issues, Chief Fox established the first ever traffic division in the American
Fork Police Department. The department pioneered the use of Harley Davidson Police
Motorcycles in Utah Valley.

..
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DIRECTION FIRST THEN VELOCITY:
Chief Fox instituted the use of an administrative retreat within the department to review with
comn1and and supervisory personnel the direction and purpose of the programs of the department.
It is a standing operational objective that every officer on the department participates in one or
more community policing program in addition to their regular duties. Officers of the American
Fork Police Department "build Community" through their coordinated efforts to work with
citizens in solving community problems.
The motto of the department is " Give the extra two percent." Chief Fox has emphasized the
difference between good service and great service from an officer often consists in giving the
extra two percent effort to see that the needs of the citizen are taken care of Wether it be that
extra telephone call, the additional time to resolve an issue, or other service, this philosophy has
paid huge dividends in community support.
LIGHT SPEED:
When given the opportunity to assume the leadership of the American Fork Police Department,
Chief Fox knew he had a short am0unt of time to make a huge difference. He would be the first
person to tell you he did not do all of these things alone and is the first to share the credit.
However, it was his vision and leadership that moved these programs and changes in what
amounts to organizational light speed. I doing so the department has moved light years from
where they were in tem1s of community support and communication with city officials. At the
beginning of 2000 the American Fork Police Department finds itself strong; committed to the
community and supported by the public and city it serves. His work has affected this whole
community for the better. If he were to retire today, Chief Fox would leave a legacy of restored
faith in law enforcement and a vision of community service that will last well into the future.

"The true leader has the confidence to stand alone, the courage to make tough decisions, and the
compassion to listen to the needs of others. He does not set out to be a leader, but becomes one
by the quality of his actions and the integrity of his intent. In the end, leaders are much like eagles
...... they don't flock, you find them one at a time.''

Sinc~r
. ely, I! .
.............

-

-

.

~

Captain Steven P. Cornia
American Fork Police Department

AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
FEBRUARY 17, 2000
NOTICE OF WORK SESSION
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in a work session on Thursday, February 17, 2000, in the
American Fork City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 4:00
p.m. The agenda shall be as follows:
WORK SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.

Discussion of items for the upcoming February 22, 2000, City
Council meeting .
Presentation and discussion of a Municipal Building Authority
by Bond Consultant James Matsumori and Bond Attorney Blake
Wade.
Other business.
Adjournment.

Dated this 14 day of February, 2000.

L K<(Qyt
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder

AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
FEBRUARY 17, 2000
ATTACHMENTS (2)

WORK SESSION

The American Fork City Council met in a work session on February
17, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 4:04p.m. Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Council members Juel Belmont, Tom
Hunter, Keith Blake, Don Hampton, and Ricky Storrs. Others present
included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn, Kevin Bennett, Rod Despain,
Ron Morrill, Blake Wade, Jim Matsumori, Dale Gunther, George Brown,
and Jay Christensen .
DISCUSSION OF ITEMS
COUNCIL MEETING

FOR THE

UPCOMING

FEBRUARY

22,

2000,

CITY

Carl Wanlass reviewed the agenda.
6:30 p.m. Public Hearing
Receiving of public comment
regarding the placement of the property in the 1100 East Boundary
Adjustment with Pleasant Grove City at 1100 East State Road in the
PO-l, Professional Office zone .
The property was in American Fork City's name .
approved the boundary adjustment .

Pleasant Grove had

Mayor Barratt noted that Mayor Sanderson of Pleasant Grove and he
were working to solidify the common boundary south of State Street.
6:35 p.m. Public Hearing
Receiving of public comment
regarding the second amendment to Val Vista Park PUD Plat A at 1180
North 1190 East.
The Ordinance and plat was provided.
6:45 p.m .
Public Hearing - Receiving of public comment
regarding the B. Joe Barney Annexation at 1125 East 1100 North.
This was a hearing only and no action was to be taken.
7:00 p.m.
Public Hearing - Receiving of public comment
regarding the Spring Creek Addition Annexation at 1200 West 200
South.
This was a hearing only and no action was to be taken.
This
property was south of the Mill Pond on the western border of the
City. American Fork and Lehi had an agreed upon boundary line . It
was noted that some of the owners had sought annexation.
REGULAR SESSION
Presentation of Citizen Appreciation Awards.
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A list of those getting the award was provided.
If there was an
additional person to receive one, please let the City Recorder
know.
Presentation and update regarding Envision Utah's Quality Growth
Strategy by Taylor Oldroyd.
Mayor Barratt stated that he would confirm with Taylor Oldroyd
about the presentation.
Review and action on the
construction contract.

sewer line bid and approval

of

the

The bid opening was on Tuesday.
The bids would be placed in the
boxes after the opening as soon as possible.
They had 14 to 15
contractors at the pre bid meeting.
Review and action on a Resolution repealing the Neighborhood
Councils Program and adopting the Neighbors in Action program, and
also appointment of members.
The Resolution was provided along with a memo from Kevin Bennett.
Councilman Blake was pleased with the result noting that it could
be a model Resolution and it provided an excellent balance between
the City and its citizens. He explained that he had some software
available for volunteer coordination that he would like to donate
along with a computer.
It would help with the tracking of
information.
Councilman Hampton commented that they did not have proposed
appointments ready yet.
He expressed to Kevin Bennett his
appreciation for his good job in this effort.
Councilman Blake asked it was appropriate that he donate those
types of things. Mayor Barratt responded that it was.
Mayor Barratt noted that Chad Hendry was an excellent resource and
encouraged Councilman Blake to talk with Mr. Hendry about his
donation to see if it was something that could be used.
Review and action on the appointment of
American Fork Volunteer Fire Department.

three persons

to

the

The three persons to be placed on the Volunteer Fire Department
include Brannigan Hunter, Justin Parduhn, and Eric Hyde.
Paul
Taylor, Mark Brown, and Gary Powell would be going to Reserves.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving the 1100 East Boundary
Adjustment with Pleasant Grove at 1100 East State Road, including
the Ordinance of Annexation and placement of the property in the
PO-l, Professional Office zone.
This was reviewed under the 6:30 p.m. public hearing.
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Review and action on an Ordinance approving a zone change request
from the existing PO-l and Rl-7500 zones to the R-4, Multiple
Family Residential zone at 30 South 700 East
It was explained that this was in the area of the old pit.
Briggs was still involved with the project.

Mr.

Councilmember Belmont noted that this had been reviewed extensively
by the Planning Commission.
Review and action on a Resolution vacating Woodridge Plat C PUD at
30 South 700 East
The Resolution was distributed.
Review and action on the preliminary plan for Village Green PUD at
30 South 700 East
The preliminary plans were provided.
Review
and
action
on
subdivisions,
commercial
projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method of
satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the plat
recorded.
a.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving the second
amended Val Vista Park PUD Plat A at 1180 North 1190 East.
This was reviewed under the 6:35 p.m. public hearing .
b.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving the final
plat for Village Green PUD at 30 South 700 East.
The Ordinance and final plat were provided.
Presentation by Chief Building Inspector Ron Morrill regarding the
Uniform Code for Building Conservation.
Carl Wanlass explained that Ron Morrill would be out of town next
week, so he was present to answer questions.
Councilman Hampton asked if Mr. Morrill had been brought up to date
after their meeting today.
Councilmember Belmont explained that they had met with the State
Architect this morning. She noted that Ron Ivie from Park City did
each building at his own discretion.
She hoped that they were
coming to a meeting of the minds . It would help people who owned
commercial buildings .
Ron Morrill commented that in evaluating the current codes that the
City had in place and the proposed UCBC, the historic portion,
Chapter 34 of the UBC, gave some guidelines and unless an
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individual was going to change the occupancy type of the building,
there were not a lot of things that needed to be done, unless they
were doing an addition or a remodel. That would trigger the need
for the building to be brought up to the current code.
The UCBC
would allow them certain buy offs, unless there was a change of
occupancy and as long as there was no greater risk to life and
limb.
If those conditions did exist, flags go up and they would
need to bring the building up to, instead of new construction with
a Seismic level 3, they would need to bring it to a level 2.
If
they re roofed the building, stabilization would be needed on a lot
of historic buildings as most were constructed of unreinforced
masonry.
With parapet walls, if there was an earthquake, those
parapets would fall on roofs or sidewalks.
In the area of accessibility there were some buy offs on door
widths and handicap rest room facilities where it was not
structurally feasible to do. Under the Fire Code, if the walls and
ceilings were in good repair, not much needed to be done.
If the
proximity to property line was such that the old things needed to
be protected, if they fire sprinkled the building, then the fire
resistant protection did not need to be in place.
Mr. Morrill noted that under the
requirements, ADA requirements,
system, that allowed them not
structurally up to the full
requirements were the other key .

proposed UCBC, if they met egress
and if they put in a sprinkling
to have to bring the building
extent of the UBC.
Seismic

Councilmember Belmont reported that the State Architect stated that
they did not have to provide for ADA in an historic building as
long as they had access through other means such as, purchasing
over the phone or someone that could come to their location.
Ron Morrill encouraged more input from those with that kind of
expertise and would like to see the State provide some training so
that local jurisdictions would feel more comfortable.
Only Salt
Lake and Provo had approved the UCBC.
The State was looking at
possibly adopting it in 2001.
Councilman Hampton reported that earlier in the morning there were
comments that the current UBC may be replaced by an International
Building Code and that would possibly be more silent on the issue
of
conservation.
He
felt
that
Council member
Belmont's
recommendation to adopt the UCBC was valid so that we preserved as
many options for downtown as possible.
Councilmember Belmont reported that the State Architect stated that
under one of the Codes, if you condemned buildings that were not up
to code, 90 percent of the building stock would be gone.
Ron Morrill
register.

asked about

the

current buildings

on the historic

Councilmember Belmont responded that a building did not have to be
on a register but it only had to be 50 years old or be a
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contributing building.
Councilman Blake noted that those buildings could then apply for
permits under the Conservation Code.
Councilman Hampton was in support of getting someone from the State
to address the issue. He felt that if Don Hartley could spend one
hour with Ron Morrill and Kevin Bennett, it would be of real value.
Kevin Bennett noted that at the seminar it was confusing as there
was a 1997 Code, which was the one that Salt Lake had adopted and
there was to be a 2000 UCBC Code. Apparently the Attorney General
had issued an opinion stating that they had not gone through the
appropriate process and it would delay the Code's adoption a
minimum of six months.
There were 7 standards that were still
floating that would have been part of the 2000 UCBC, but now ICBO
was not going to publish the 2000 UCBC as was previously thought.
What would the City want to adopt? The author, who was speaking at
the seminar, commented two or three times, that the Code had
deficiencies in it that he was correcting.
It made one a little
nervous to adopt a Code when the author had stated that it had
deficiencies.
If it was adopted with the seven seismic chapters,
it might be okay.
Councilmember Belmont reported that Don Hartley stated that the
problems were in the appendages which simply explained how to do
it. The actual book was not very much.
Ron Morrill explained that there were seven chapters which
comprised the Code and the rest were appendages and the City did
not need to adopt all of them.
Councilman Hampton felt that Don Hartley could shed some light on
the questions being asked. The changes were just peripheral kinds
of things and Mr. Hartley was completely up to date on all of those
kinds of things.
Councilmember Belmont reported that Mr. Hartley was coming to
American Fork to evaluate the amphitheater soon as this was where
they were going to spend their money from the COG grant. He could
meet with Mr. Morrill on the same day.
Ron Morrill welcomed the meeting.
Review and action on direction to staff to prepare an Ordinance to
adopt the Uniform Code for Building Conservation.
Mayor Barratt recommended that this action be taken.
Discussion and action on funding for the Victims Advocate Program.
A memo was provided.
Discussion and action on a policy for Rotary Park Reservations.
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A Resolution and the policy were provided.
a reservation policy but not a fee.

The City had always had

Discussion and action on a policy for use of the American Fork
Amphitheater.
A Resolution and the policy were provided.
Councilman
schedule.

Blake

was

pleased

with

the

proposed

graduated

fee

Kevin Bennett asked if there would be a separate rental agreement.
There would not be.
Councilman Blake noted that the Arts Council would be able to
schedule ahead.
Review and action on an internet policy and guidelines for the
Library.
The Resolution and policy were provided.
by the Library Board.

It had been recommended

Review and action on a meeting room policy for the Library.
The Resolution and policy were provided.
by the Library Board.

It had been recommended

Review and action on a Resolution establishing a Drug and Alcohol
Policy & Procedures for City employee CDL license holders.
Kevin Bennett distributed the policy and Resolution.
about this cleaned up version.
Review and action on an Ordinance changing the
requirement

He felt good

franchise bond

The Ordinance was provided in accordance with the motion at the
last Council meeting.
Kevin Bennett added that the bond amount
would be "not less than $100,000."
Councilmernber Belmont observed that there were some low hanging
wires that had been recently installed by AirSwitch on the south
side of 300 North, going east from 700 East. There had been some
low wires in Pleasant Grove that had been hit by high vehicles.
Review and action on a Resolution agreeing to American Fork City's
participation in the State's 21st Century Communities Program
The Resolution was provided.
Carl Wanlass commented
additional information had been provided previously.

that

Report and action on construction projects items including change
orders
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There would probably be no change orders.
Report and action on Planning Commission items
Carl Wanlass explained that the Planning Commission report was
stated on the memo.
Review and action on the February 8, 2000, minutes
These minutes had been provided previously.
Review and action on the February 17, 2000, work session minutes
These minutes would be provided as soon as they were ready.
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of City
bills for payment.
There was no discussion on this item.
Review and action on entering into an Executive Session to discuss
litigation.
There was no discussion on this item.
Discussion and action on a settlement agreement.
There was no discussion on this item.
PRESENTATION AND DISCUSSION OF A MUNICIPAL BUILDING AUTHORITY BY
BOND CONSULTANT JAMES MATSUMORI AND BOND ATTORNEY BLAKE WADE
Jim Matsumori, from George K. Baum & Company, briefed the City
Council on Basic Financing Structures that were available to local
governments from handout material.
The handout material is
included in these minutes as ATTACHMENT 1.
Councilman Blake asked what the City's bond rating was.
Mr. Matsumori reported that on a stand alone basis, without
insurance, it would be an A.
The best rating was Aaa which was
held by Salt Lake City. That rating was not available to American
Fork because of its size. The City could possibly get an A+.
James Matsumori handed out information on interest rates.
It is
included in these minutes as ATTACHMENT 2.
Every day, interest
rates change.
James Matsumori reviewed Municipal Building Authority Revenue Bonds
noting that they were not subject to voter authorization and that
they were secured by the physical asset or real property being
financed. The City needed to appropriate annually for the payment
of the debt service. They can be used for equipment acquisition,
real property acquisition, or construction of physical facilities.
Credit worthiness was determined by: (1) the strength of the City's
7

general fund and the ability to appropriate annually, ( 2) the
'essential' nature of the equipment or property being leased, and
(3) the value and useful life of the equipment or property and
facilities being leased.
Interest rates were .10% to .20% higher
than general obligation rates, depending on structure and credit
worthiness.
Carl Wanlass noted that revenue bonds had higher issuance costs.
Mr. Matsumori explained that was true, and that besides the cost of
the project there was needed a reserve fund, which was basically
one year's of debt service that was held in reserve, and you would
also need Trustee's.
George Brown commented that was the same for all bonds except GO.
Blake Wade, from Ballard, Spahr, Andrews, & Ingersoll, explained
that it would be set up as Asset Back Financing.
The Building
Authority was a separate nonprofit corporation that would be set up
by the City as authorized by State Statute and approved by the
Supreme Court.
It would then issue bonds, finance the buildings
and improvements, and lease them back to the City. The bonds were
not general obligation bonds. A Deed of Trust would be placed on
the buildings.
It was a year to year obligation.
Councilman Blake asked what the City would need to do to move their
rating up to an A+.
Jim Matsumori explained that the City could mitigate that through
the purchase of a municipal bond insurance policy.
This was the
way that most of the City's bonds had been done. It was a one time
up front premium and the City would automatically be rated by
certain insurance companies Aaa. If the debt savings over the year
was greater than the cost of the premium, it was a good thing to
do. Usually in American Fork, it was. They also look at the total
tax base.
Councilman Blake asked if the City was to get a better rating, it
just needed to be bigger.
Carl Wanlass added that the market timing was as important.
Mr. Matsumori explained that one of the biggest factors was the
amount of per capita debt outstanding. The City did not have that
much.
Dale Gunther commented that the rates that were distributed in
ATTACHMENT 2 were national rates and were higher than Utah rates.
Jim Matsumori agreed noting that Utah paper would sell lower than
other areas because people in general view Utahn's as honest people
and recognize us as people who pay their debts.
Idaho sold even
better than Utah.
Mr. Matsumori continued that it would take
8
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to three months from

start to finish to receive funds.
Keith Blake explained that the lease payments begin when the
facility was built.
Also, a facility that had been taken
previously to a General Obligation election that had been turned
down, required an additional public hearing to give notice to
citizens explaining the need and why they were moving forward .
Councilmember Belmont asked if this could be accomplished without
a Building Authority.
Blake Wade felt that a Building Authority was one of the most
efficient ways to get it accomplished.
Jim Matsumori explained that West Valley City had exclusively used
a Municipal Building Authority for all of their buildings. Sandy
City was doing one now.
Carl Wanlass noted that payments could be extended for 40 years .
Councilman Blake asked about the disadvantages of 40 years.
Mr. Matsumori stated that it was the amount of interest.
Councilmember Belmont asked if this could be expanded to other
buildings. Now the biggest urgency was police and courts, would it
stop there?
Blake Wade stated that additional projects could be added at a
later time and new bonds would be issued .
Mayor Barratt explained that the Judicial Council was told last
Friday that American Fork would have a system for them in two
years.
Councilmember Belmont agreed with that, but did not want to give
anybody a blank check.
Blake Wade explained that each project would be a separate decision
by the Council.
Dale Gunther asked about revenue bonds and citizen protest .
Blake Wade explained that the City would publish a Notice of Intent
to Issue Bonds. There was then a 30-day period in which 20 percent
of the register electors could petition against the issuance . It
could go to a vote.
Councilman Blake noted that the City was looking at selling the old
hospital and there may be funds there to do things more quickly for
other buildings.
Mr. Matsumori explained that borrowing was not always bad.
Sometimes government could borrow for less and then through
investment for instance in a current Treasury Bond, come out ahead.
9

Councilmember Belmont asked about the City's bonded indebtedness.
Carl Wanlass stated that the City's total indebtedness for all
bonds was $25 million.
Dale Gunther commented that if the old hospital was sold and the
City got a revenue bond for the buildings, they could put that
money and arbitrage and make some money.
George Brown noted that there were some restrictions on the amount
of funds that a City could have in surplus.
Jim Matsumori agreed noting that they could be placed
restricted fund.
There were other ways to do it as well.

in

a

Councilmember Belmont asked if he thought this was the best way to
do this.
Mr. Matsumori stated that other than a GO Bond,
way.
Carl Wanlass
attendance.

thanked

Blake

Wade

and

it was the only

Jim Matsumori

for

their

Mayor Barratt explained that the City was under the gun to do
something.
It was interesting that when they had the bond
election, they were moving too fast, now they weren't moving fast
enough.
Councilman Hunter asked what the next step was.
Mayor Barratt explained that at the Retreat they would have
discussion regarding some options. That was on February 29, 2000.
He had stated to the Judicial Council that the City would be
building a building for them. There were scenarios at $8 million,
$11 million, and $15 million.
Carl Wanlass hoped to be able to provide what
accomplish without a tax increase.

the City could

Councilmember Belmont noted that the education of children was very
important but the Alpine School District hit us every year.
She
wanted to make sure that the citizens were not burdened. She did
not want it to be like a runaway horse so that we were still
building all at once what the voters turned down.
They gave a
resounding 'no'.
Councilman Hunter asked what the turn out was.
Mr. Wanlass noted that it was about 39%.
Councilmember Belmont stated that you would have gotten the same
result if you had gone door to door.
Mayor Barratt disagreed, as did Councilman Storrs and Councilman
10

Hunter.
Mayor Barratt continued that he took 100% responsibility for not
educating the public. No matter what the Council did, he was not
going to make that mistake again.
They had an obligation to the
community and to educate them correctly and he did not do that last
time.
The community did want something more than what they had.
They just wanted to know how it could be done and understand it.
He did not do a good enough job.
Individuals did not come to
public hearings and they had the same group each time. The Council
needed to go to each elementary school and into the neighborhoods
and do it differently.
Information needed to be more accessible
and available to the citizens.
There were questions asked that
they did not have answers for, that they should have. It was hard
for a City to combat on the tail end of something when somebody
goes door to door with leaflets or anything else and says that
person doesn't know the answer, and they didn't.
If they don't
come to the public hearing and ask their question, they can't get
their answer.
The City did not have the ability to answer the
unknown question.
A lot of work was done.
For every question,
there was a good answer.
Councilmember Belmont stated that she had talked to people who said
what good does it do for me to do anything or even vote because
they were going to do what they wanted anyway. She had heard that,
and heard that, and heard that , and that was not just a single
person, that was a lot of people. How do we fight City Hall .
Councilman Blake commented that the Mayor had created some momentum
with the Citizen Committee on Building that he organized. They and
who had made some recommendations.
A key element was to look at
the whole block together and to have some unifying concept in it.
There had been a lot of input from people saying that they wanted
something done nicely.
Councilman Hampton's comments at the
Chamber of Commerce meeting that were published in the newspaper
about a vision for something nicely done, were appreciated .
He
thought there was some momentum for doing that for the whole block.
The momentum could continue. The diversified committee worked and
came to a consensus and basically they were recommending that the
City look at the whole block.
The Harrington was a big factor.
There was an opportunity to continue.
Councilmember Belmont felt that they needed to put out an RFP to do
the design work for the block.
That was the first thing to do.
She did not want to do what the Alpine School District had done.
Councilman Storrs stated that the City had spent $200,000 through
the RFP process and got a design.
Councilmember Belmont stated that the firm chosen had no historic
preservation expertise.
J
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Councilman Blake stated that there was some excellent material
there and they would use that material and go from there.
11

Mayor Barratt stated that the first thing that was needed, was to
know what the status was of the Harrington Building to the north.
Once that was known in writing, then they could move forward.
Councilman Blake agreed that made sense .
OTHER BUSINESS
There was no other business.
ADJOURNMENT

The wo~ s;~~n~ned at 5:22 p.m.
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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A.

B.

General Obligation Bonds
1.

Subject to voter approval (simple majority).

2.

Subject to statutory debt limitations.

3.

Can be used for any municipal purpose or facility.

4.

Backed by the full faith, credit and taxing power of the issuer.

5.

Credit worthiness determined by the strength of the City's general fund,
the amount of outstanding debt, growth, etc.

6.

The most secure type of municipal bond and therefore bears the lowest
rate of interest.

Revenue Bonds
1.

Not subject o voter authorization.

2.

Secured by the revenues generated by an enterprise fund (i.e. electric
revenues, water revenues, sewer revenues, excise tax revenues).

3.

Can be used to fund capital improvements to the applicable enterprise
system (new projects or to upgrade existing projects).

4.

Credit worthiness determined by the strength of the revenue generating
enterprise and the amount of debt service coverage available.

5.

Typically bear interest rates .1 0% to .15o/o higher than general obligation
bonds.
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C.

D.

Lease purchase or Municipal Building Authority Revenue Bonds.
1.

Not subject to voter authorization.

2.

Secured by the physical asset or real property being financed.

3.

Subject to annual appropriation by the City.

4.

Can be used for equipment acquisition, real property acquisition or
. construction of physical facilities.

5.

Credit wo~ess determined ; by (i) the strength of the City's general
fund and the ability to appropriate annually (ii) the 'essential' nature of
the equipment or property being leased and (iii) the value and useful life
of the equipment or property and facilities being leased.

6.

Interest rates are .1 0% to .20% higher than general obligation rates,
depending on structure and credit worthiness.

Special Assessment Bonds

~a~_!.

1.

Not subject to voter authorization.

2.

Notices to those affected must be mailed and a public hearing (unless
waived by 100% of those affected) must be held.

3.

Paid for by those directly benefitted from the financed improvements

4.

Can be used to improve, repair or to construct street, sidewalks, sewers,
storm drains, etc.

5.

Secured by assessments paid by property owners based on front footage,
total area, assessed valuation or a combination of methods determined
before the assessment district is created.

6.

Interest rates are normally higher at least .25% higher than general
obligation bond rates.
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E.

Redevelopment Agency or Tax Increment Bonds
1.

Not subject to voter authorization.

2.

A redevelopment area can only be created after meeting specified
requirements including blight designations, hearings, etc.

3.

Secured by a portion of the incremental increase of a area's property
value over time.

4.

Can be used for projects that are expected to increase the property value
within the redevelopment area.

5.

Usually carries the highest rate of interest compared to other tax-exempt
financing structures.
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
FEBRUARY 22, 2000
NOTICE AND AGENDA
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on February 22, 2000, in the American Fork
City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p.m.
The
agenda shall be as follows:
PUBLIC HEARINGS
6:30p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the placement of
the property in the 1100 East Boundary Adjustment with
Pleasant Grove City at 1100 East State Road in the PO-l,
Professional Office zone.
6:35 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the second
amendment to Val Vista Park PUD Plat A at 1180 North 1190
East.
6:45 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the B. Joe Barney
Annexation at 1125 East 1100 North.
7:00p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the Spring Creek
Addition Annexation at 1200 West 200 South.
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period- limited to two minutes
per person.
Presentation of Citizen Appreciation Awards.
Presentation and update regarding Envision Utah's Quality
Growth Strategy by Taylor Oldroyd
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports.
Mayor's report.
ACTION ITEMS

1.
2.
3.
4.

5.
6.
7.

Review and action on the sewer line bid and approval of the
construction contract.
Review and action on a Resolution repealing the Neighborhood
Councils Program and adopting the Neighbors in Action program,
and also appointment of members.
Review and action on the appointment of 3 persons to the
American Fork Volunteer Fire Department.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving the 1100 East
Boundary Adjustment with Pleasant Grove at 1100 East State
Road, including the Ordinance of Annexation and placement of
the property in the PO-l, Professional Office zone.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving a zone change
request from the existing PO-l and Rl-7500 zones to the R-4,
Multiple Family Residential zone at 30 South 700 East.
Review and action on a Resolution vacating Woodridge Plat C
PUD at 30 South 700 East.
Review and action on the preliminary plan for Village Green
PUD at 30 South 700 East.
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8.

9.
10.
11.
12 .
13 .
14.
15.
16 .
17.
18.
19 .
20.
21.
22 .
23.
24.
25 .
26 .

Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method
of satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the
plat recorded.
a.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving the second
amended Val Vista Park PUD Plat A at 1180 North 1190
East.
b.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving the final
plat for Village Green PUD at 30 South 700 East.
Presentation by Chief Building Inspector Ron Morrill regarding
the Uniform Code for Building Conservation.
Review and action on direction to staff to prepare an
Ordinance to adopt the Uniform Code for Building Conservation .
Discussion and action on funding for the Victims Advocate
Program.
Discussion
and
action on a
policy
for
Rotary
Park
Reservations.
Discussion and action on a policy for use of the American Fork
Amphitheater.
Review and action on an internet policy and guidelines for the
Library .
Review and action on a meeting room policy for the Library .
Review and action on a Resolution establishing a Drug and
Alcohol Policy & Procedures for City employee CDL license
holders .
Review and action on an Ordinance changing the franchise bond
requirement.
Review and action on a Resolution agreeing to American Fork
City's participation in the State's 21st Century Communities
Program.
Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders.
Report and action on Planning Commission items.
Review and action on the February 8, 2000, minutes.
Review and action on the February 17, 2000, work session
minutes
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
Review and action on entering into an Executive Session to
discuss litigation.
Discussion and action on a settlement agreement.
Adjournment .

Date~ ~-d~bruary, 2000 .
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
FEBRUARY 22, 2000
PUBLIC HEARING - 6:30 P.M. - RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE PLACEMENT OF THE PROPERTY IN THE 1100 EAST BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENT
WITH PLEASANT GROVE CITY AT 1100 EAST STATE ROAD IN THE PO-l,
PROFESSIONAL OFFICE ZONE
The American Fork City Council met in a public hearing on February
22, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 6:32p.m. Those present
included Councilmembers Juel Belmont, Don Hampton, Ricky Storrs,
and Tom Hunter.
Others present included Richard Colborn, Robert
Carlisle, and Mr. & Mrs. Bill Jacob.
Mayor Pro-tem Councilman Don Hampton assumed the Chair in the
absence of Mayor Barratt.
Mayor Pro-tem Councilman Hampton explained the purpose of the
hearing was to receive public comment regarding the placement of
the property in the 1100 East Boundary Adjustment with Pleasant
Grove in the PO-l, Professional Office zone.
He asked for
comments.
There being no comment, the hearing adjourned at 6:33 p.m.
PUBLIC HEARING - 6:35 P.M. - RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE SECOND AMENDMENT TO VAL VISTA PARK PUD PLAT A AT 1180 NORTH
1190 EAST
The American Fork City Council met in a second public hearing on
February 22, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 6:35p.m. Those
present at the previous hearing were also present at this hearing
along with Councilman Keith Blake, Carl Wanlass, Mr. & Mrs. Neal
Allred, and Danny Richards.
Mayor Pro-tem Councilman Hampton explained the purpose of the
hearing was to receive public comment regarding the second
amendment to Val Vista Park PUD Plat A. He asked for comments.
There being no comment, the hearing adjourned at 6:37 p.m.
PUBLIC HEARING - 6:45 P.M. - RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE B. JOE BARNEY ANNEXATION AT 1125 EAST 1100 NORTH
The American Fork City Council met in a third public hearing on
February 22, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 6:49p.m. Those
present included Councilmembers Juel Belmont, Keith Blake, Don
Hampton, Ricky Storrs, and Tom Hunter. Others present included Rod
Despain, Richard Colborn, Howard Denney, Mr. & Mrs. Bill Jacob, Mr.
& Mrs.
Neal Allred, Robert Carlisle, Danny Richards , and Joe
Barney.
Mayor Pro-tem Councilman Hampton explained the purpose of the
hearing was to receive public comment regarding the B. Joe Barney
1
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Annexation.

He asked for comments.

There being none, the hearing adjourned at 6:52 p.m.
PUBLIC HEARING- 7:00P.M. -RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE SPRING CREEK ADDITION ANNEXATION AT 1200 WEST 200 SOUTH
The American Fork City Council met in a fourth public hearing on
February 22, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:00p.m. Those
present included Council members Juel Belmont, Keith Blake, Don
Hampton, Ricky Storrs, and Tom Hunter.
Others present included
Carl Wanlass, Rod Despain, Richard Colborn, Howard Denney, Mr. &
Mrs. Bill Jacob, Mr. & Mrs. Neal Allred, Robert Carlisle, Danny
Richards, and four citizens.
Mayor Pro-tem Councilman Don Hampton explained the purpose of the
hearing was to receive public comment regarding the Spring Creek
Addition Annexation. He asked for comments.
Councilmember Belmont noted that it had been ongoing for a number
of years.
Mrs. Cassie Allred explained that two years ago Lehi City tried to
annex them.
They wanted to be in American Fork.
They had no
problem coming into American Fork.
They would like their
agricultural protection area to be preserved.
It was to protect
their farming rights and live stock, and to make people aware that
they kept different hours including hay bailing at night.
People
don't like the smell and other things about farms, and this put
them on notice regarding their existing rights. They had certain
rights that they would like to preserve.
Rod Despain noted that the State Law was amended a couple of years
ago to allow for the preservation of agricultural areas.
As
urbanization approached, the farmers had to go on the defensive.
In other States they were called Right to Farm areas.
This
opportunity had been expanded to Cities and when the Agricultural
Preservation area went from County to City, the City needed to let
the preservation status follow them.
His notion was that the
annexation agreement would address it. He would do some research
and become more educated on the subject. This was significant as
40 to 50 acres were owned by Mr. Frandsen and that area would
probably be developed.
Neal Allred noted that Mr.
property.

Frandsen's

property bordered their

Mrs. Cassie Allred explained that a developer would need to let
buyers in the area know that they were next to an Agricultural
Preservation Area.
Mr. Allred explained that their Agricultural Preservation Area
consisted of six owners and comprised 14 7 acres.
The Fenn' s
property further to the south was also in an Agricultural
Preservation Area.
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Mrs. Allred added that the Fenn's were their friends and suggested
that development be configured away from the Fenn's to the north.
Councilman Hampton commented that the Planning Commission would
make sure that the Right to Farm was in the Annexation Agreement
and that they would look at it carefully.
Neal Allred observed that they were almost late for this meeting
because of a train that clogged the area.
Access at times was
difficult. The water table was extremely high as the foundation of
.his home sat on the water table.
Rod Despain noted that there would not be any action taken at
tonight's meeting.
Initial discussions would be at the March 15,
2000, Planning Commission meeting.
There being no further comment, the hearing adjourned at 7:10p.m.
REGULAR SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a regular session on February
22, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:32p.m. Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt and Councilmembers Juel Belmont, Don
Hampton, Keith Blake, Tom Hunter, and Ricky Storrs. Others present
included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn, Howard Denney, Rod Despain,
Christie Reimschussel, Kevin Bennett, Chief Fox, Jay Christensen,
Bruce Cook, Brannigan Hunter, Stan Street, Justin Parduhn, Eric
Hyde, Mr. & Mrs. Bill Jacob, LaVon Laursen, Lindon City Mayor Larry
Ellertson,
Chad Hendry,
Clark Taylor, Daniel Copper,
Danny
Richards, Sherrie Fraughton, Merv Brown, Judy Price, George Brown,
Barbara Christiansen, and 27 citizens.
Chad Hendry offered the prayer and Ned Veater led the Pledge of
Allegiance.
PRESENTATION OF CITIZEN APPRECIATION AWARDS
Mayor Barratt read the names of those that were to receive the
Citizen Appreciation Awards.
Beautification Committee Members
Kevin Cartwright, Ginger Johnson, and Ken Jorgenson.
Cemetery Committee Members
Daniel Copper, Raylene Jorgenson, and Ned Veater.
Golf Course Committee Member
Bud Sorenson
Steel Days Committee Member
LaVon Laursen
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Rodeo & Racing Committee Members

(
Randall Honey and Chad Robinson.
Ginger Johnson, Ken Jorgenson, Daniel Copper, Ned Veater, Raylene
Jorgenson, and LaVon Laursen, came forward and received their Award
from the Mayor and City Council.
Mayor Barratt turned time to Steel Days Committee Chairman Merv
Brown for two presentations.
Merv Brown explained that it was a delight and an honor to make the
presentations and to salute a couple of individuals who had worked
diligently and hard for several years.
Mr. Brown presented a plaque to Clark Taylor who had shown great
leadership, hard work, and tenacity. There was general applause.
Mr. Brown presented a plaque to LaVon Laursen who had served and
worked hard for a number of years. There was general applause.
Mayor Barratt expressed appreciation to those honored this evening
for the service rendered to benefit the Community.
TWENTY MINUTE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD - LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES PER
PERSON
Janice Otteson reported that she had just finished volunteering at
the Literacy Center where today there were 25 children and only 15
volunteers to help them.
In the paper this past week, some
citizens have offered $10, 000 dollars for furnishings for the
Literacy Center.
If you put in one hour of service, they would
provide $1.
She reported that it was broadly interpreted.
The
time put in on the Steel Days Committee could even be counted.
They would need the person's name, address, telephone number, date,
area of service, number of individuals, and number of service
hours.
It could be dropped off at City Hall or the schools.
At
the grand opening of the Literacy Center, they would honor those
with the highest amount of donated service hours.
Councilman Hampton suggested placing something in the utility bill
mailing regarding this to make the public aware.
Janice Otteson explained that this would be on going for the next
100 days.
Bill Jacob asked about the closed session at the last meeting
regarding the police lawsuit that had been going on since 1996 and
if there was any settlement either in whole or in part.
Mayor Barratt answered that there had been some settlement, but the
vast majority was still ongoing.
Scouts from Troops 814 and 5094 were introduced.
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PRESENTATION AND UPDATE REGARDING ENVISION UTAH'S QUALITY GROWTH
STRATEGY BY TAYLOR OLDROYD
Mayor Barratt explained that Taylor Oldroyd had left the employment
of Envision Utah.
Larry Ellertson and Cindy Privett were in
attendance to make the presentation.
Larry Ellertson explained that he was a volunteer with Envision
Utah. In his real job he was with Utah Power and was fortunate to
be currently serving as the Mayor of Lindon City. He had been with
them for about two years.
Over the next three months, Envision
Utah would be visiting 89 cities along the Wasatch Front focusing
on the area between Brigham City & Nephi and from Kamas to
Grantsville. They recognized that the tools developed and learning
could be applied Statewide.
The role of local government was
critical and it was recognized that the real implementation would
be at the local level.
Growth was occurring and two-thirds of it was from within and
included all of our children.
The Partnership of Envision Utah
began in 1997 and was comprised of 130 men and women from different
walks of life.
There had been some workshops held to receive
input.
It was now time to get the word out.
They had six goals
and 32 key strategies.
A video was presented.
Mr. Ellertson explained that they would leave several copies for
the City.
This was not the end of the information coming from
Envision Utah. They would also leave a feed back form to be filled
out and sent back to Envision Utah.
In addition there would be
some local workshops to train individuals to use the tools.
He asked if there were any questions.
Mayor Barratt thanked Cindy Privett and Mayor Ellertson for coming.
REPORT OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR
Carl Wanlass had nothing to report at this time.
COUNCIL REPORTS
Councilman Blake reported that there were ongoing discussions with
World's Gym about some discounts and it looked like there may be
some positive opportunities that would benefit both.
Councilman Blake explained that there had been a recommendation
from the Citizen Committee to consider proposals from architects to
look in detail at the central square concept.
There were some
prerequisites and there was a great opportunity for public input.
One of the prerequisites was the Harrington building. The people
involved with the Harrington Foundation had mentioned several
months ago that they would be open to considering the use of the
building by the City.
There was no current litigation and there
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was time to consider opportunities. It was necessary to know those
things before they begin down the path. There was some thought to
look at our neighbors to see about building a combined fire
station.
The police and courts may have some input.
While that
was happening, others should be able to provide some input. Should
the Harrington be the City Hall and restored for Council Chambers
and used for an Arts Center and concerts.
It was time for the
community to respond. There needed to be some long term planning.
The Committee that the Mayor had formed would not be meeting for
several weeks as there was no reason to meet, but that did not stop
people from giving input .
Mayor Barratt thought that litigation was ongoing.
Councilman Blake responded that there was no current litigation
because the Federal Court remanded it back to the State Court and
it would have to be re filed.
It was an accurate statement from
the people involved in it.
Clark Taylor noted that having been through the process
described, twice, who would be restoring the Harrington?

as

Councilman Blake responded that the Harrington Foundation owned the
building so they were an element in it and the other element was
the community. Would the community want to do that?
Bill Jacob referred to the sessions that he attended and what was
addressed was the need for adequate fire, ambulance, and police
protection. It did not seem that way. All that he was hearing was
about a lovely square downtown.
The message was sent by the
voters. Those items needed to be discussed.
Councilman Blake responded that they were all part of the equation.
The Committee's recommendation was for phases.
The first phase
recommended was the police and courts.
The other things would
follow that.
Mr. Jacob noted that the fire department was operating with the
same facilities it was 10 years ago and there was now three times
the population and it was a volunteer force.
He felt they did a
great job.
George Brown recalled that Dr. Bell, who was a prominent member of
the Foundation, said that they would sell the building to the City.
Councilman Blake noted
parameters around it.

that

needed

to be

firmed up with some

Stan Street asked if there had been a seismic study of the building
and if there had been, what was the cost.
Councilman Blake responded that he did not know the details but
there were five items of prior material.
The Alpine School
District did a study on it. Then there was a separate study done
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Stan Street stated that Alpine School District moved their students
out of there because it wasn't safe.
It had been unoccupied and
not well maintained. It would take $10 million to upgrade it. Why
would the citizens want to pay that kind of money? It was foolish.
George Brown responded that in 1995 a study indicated that it would
take $1.7 million. There were changes in the seismic code in 1997
so it was possible that it would cost more. The ballpark range was
$1.7 to $2.5 million.
Mayor Barratt commented that figure was only to remodel it and did
not include the purchase price.
Stan Street noted that the LDS Tabernacle was $3 million plus and
that building was in a lot better shape to begin with.
George Brown stated that building was structurally different.
Mayor Barratt
upgrades.

noted

that

the

study

did

not

address

seismic

Mr. Brown responded that it did.
Mayor Barratt noted that the cost of the upgrade had probably gone
up since 1995.
Councilman Storrs turned time to LaVon Laursen for a report on the
Youth Council .
LaVon Laursen reported that the Youth Council had been invited to
go to Logan for the State Convention. When they attend, they learn
a lot.
They had been asked to do a presentation regarding the
Youth Court. In speaking with the Director of the Association, he
noted that they had just started 120 new Youth Councils and he
always used American Fork as a positive example.
The Mayor and
City Council were invited to attend the banquet on Friday, March
24, 2000.
Councilman Hampton had nothing to report at this time.
Councilmember Belmont announced that the Library Book Brigade would
be on March 25, 2000, to hand transfer books from the temporary
location to the new.
It would make them very visible.
Councilman Hunter reported that he had met with the Timpanogos
Special Service District and would be meeting with the Golf Course
Committee tomorrow night.
MAYOR'S REPORT
Mayor Barratt asked Chief Fox about the canine.
It had been
rejected as it had a problem with its feet. They were now looking
at one out of Santa Cruz, California.
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Chief Fox stated that the dog would be here later in the week for
a 30-day trial period. They thought his name was Rex. The support
had been marvelous and more than $10,000 had been contributed.
ACTION ITEMS
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE
CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT

SEWER LINE

BID AND APPROVAL

OF

THE

Dalton Pipeline and Excavating had the low bid at $243,203.28 which
was 33% below the engineer's estimate.
Councilman Storrs moved to approve the low bid of Dalton
Construction and the contract.
Councilman Hampton seconded the
motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION REPEALING THE NEIGHBORHOOD
COUNCILS PROGRAM AND ADOPTING THE NEIGHBORS IN ACTION PROGRAM, AND
ALSO APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS
Councilman Hampton expressed a huge thanks to Kevin Bennett and to
Chad Hendry and to the Exploratory Committee for a job very well
done.
He felt it would bring about some marvelous results.
Chad
Hendry asked that they wait on any appointments until the next City
Council meeting.
Councilman Hampton moved to repeal Resolution No. 98-03-12R and
adopt Resolution No. 2000-02-0SR approving the Neighbors in Action
Program. Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion.

Councilman Blake echoed what Councilman Hampton had said. This was
an excellent vehicle to promote volunteerism and was well organized
and well prepared. He had seen some in other cities and this could
be a model of what could be.
Councilman Blake explained, as he had done in the work session,
that he had a source where there were some people that worked with
computer software to coordinate volunteerism and they would be
willing to donate to this committee and he also would be willing to
donate some commuter equipment to them. He would be glad to review
that in detail with the Neighbors in Action.
Mayor Barratt observed that Councilmembers Hampton and Belmont
began this process two years ago.
All were in favor.

Councilman Storrs thanked Mr. Hendry and his group for their hard
work.
Chad Hendry acknowledged and thanked the members of the Committee,
those being, Judy Price, Dave Richards, Evan Brady, and Trena
Zaugg.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE APPOINTMENT OF 3 PERSONS TO THE AMERICAN
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FORK VOLUNTEER FIRE DEPARTMENT
Mayor Barratt asked Brannigan Hunter, Eric Hyde, and Justin Parduhn
to stand. He announced that it was proposed to appoint these three
to the Fire Department. Current members Mark Brown, Gary Powell,
and Paul Taylor would go into the reserves. Assistant Chief Bruce
Cook and Stan Street were also present .
Councilman Storrs moved approval of the appointments.
Blake seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Councilman

REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN ORDINANCE APPROVING THE 1100 EAST BOUNDARY
ADJUSTMENT WITH PLEASANT GROVE AT 1100 EAST STATE ROAD, INCLUDING
THE ORDINANCE OF ANNEXATION AND PLACEMENT OF THE PROPERTY IN THE
PO-l , PROFESSIONAL OFFICE ZONE
Councilman Hampton moved to adopt Ordinance No.
2000-02-04
approving the 1100 East Boundary Adjustment with Pleasant Grove and
placement of the property in the PO-l, Professional Office zone.
Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A ZONE CHANGE REQUEST
FROM THE EXISTING PO-l AND Rl-7500 ZONES TO THE R-4, MULTIPLE
FAMILY RESIDENTIAL ZONE AT 30 SOUTH 700 EAST
Rod Despain noted that agenda items
regarding the same project .

5,

6,

7,

and 8b were all

Councilman Hampton moved to adopt Ordinance No. 2000-02-05 amending
the City's Official Zone Map to show the entire parcel to be
occupied by the proposed Village Green Condominium project being
changed to the R4-7500 Residential zone and to take effect
concurrently with the recording of the record of survey map for the
Village Green Condominium. Councilman Hunter seconded the motion.
All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION VACATING WOODRIDGE PLAT C PUD AT
30 SOUTH 700 EAST
Councilman Hunter moved to adopt Resolution No. 2000-02-06R
ordering the vacation of Lot 1 of Woodridge PUD Plat C to take
effect concurrently with the recording of the record of survey map
for the proposed Village Green Condominium.
Councilman Hampton
seconded the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE PRELIMINARY PLAN FOR VILLAGE GREEN PUD AT
30 SOUTH 700 EAST
Rod Despain noted that this was a Condominium not a PUD.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the preliminary plan for the
proposed Village Green Condominium Project.
Councilman Hunter
seconded the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW

AND

ACTION

ON

SUBDIVISIONS,
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CONDOMINIUMS, AND PUD'S INCLUDING 1) PLAT APPROVAL; 2) METHOD OF
SATISFACTION OF WATER RIGHTS REQUIREMENTS; 3) POSTING OF AN
IMPROVEMENT BOND OR SETTING OF A TIME FRAME FOR IMPROVEMENT
INSTALLATION; AND 4) AUTHORIZATION TO SIGN THE FINAL PLAT AND
ACCEPTANCE OF ALL DEDICATIONS TO THE PUBLIC AND TO HAVE THE PLAT
RECORDED
a.

Review and action on an Ordinance approving the second amended
Val Vista Park PUD Plat A at 1180 North 1190 East
Councilman Hampton asked if a letter of consent was needed.
Danny Richards responded that he was the owner of all the
property that was being changed. There were others that had
bought property, but none on the portion that was being
changed and they would need to sign the plat as well.
Rod Despain reported that Mr. Richards had that documentation
and he would deliver it to the City.
Councilman Hampton observed that the Planning Commission had
felt this was a positive direction.
Councilman Hampton moved to adopt Ordinance No. 2000-02-06
approving the 2nd revised plat of Val Vista Park PUD Plat A
and to authorize the Mayor and Council to sign the plat,
accept the dedications and have the plat recorded, all subject
to a number of Planning Commission conditions. 1) Receipt of
a letter of consent for re subdivision from all owners of land
in the plat area.
2) Receipt of letters from uti 1 i ty
companies that elimination of the blanket easement over the
project would not impact the placement of utilities on site.
3) Evidence of approval of the proposed change from the home
owners association and amendment of the PUD documents and
evidence that the perimeter fence, which is a common amenity
currently on association owned lands, will remain a common
amenity through an amendment of CC&R's or grant of easement.
4)
Resolution of the question of reimbursement/credit for
impact fees and water rights conveyed in connection with the
two removed lots. Also, the finding by the City Council that
all required improvements had been previously completed and no
bond would be required.
Councilmember Belmont seconded the
motion. All were in favor.

b.

Review and action on an Ordinance approving the final plat for
Village Green Condominium Project at 30 South 700 East
Rod Despain explained that this was the fourth of the major
efforts required in order to complete the unwinding and
approval of the project on 700 East.
At one time the area
started out as a gravel pit full of water and was at one time
offered to the City as a park and then withdrawn.
That was
the area where surface water drainage collected from all of
the surrounding area. The big dilemma in the approval process
was to make sure that development on that site would
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accomplish the goal for the drainage .
It had been a
protracted effort. We were now there.
Part of the plan has
a detention basin for water which would come to the City in
the form of an easement as well as a mechanism for the
distribution of surface water that frequents that place from
time to time .
Mr. Despain continued that at long last they felt comfortable
about the proposal. While they probably would have preferred
to have a park, this was reasonable. He recommended that it
be approved.
Councilman Hampton, based on the recommendation of the
approval of the Planning Commission, moved to adopt Ordinance
No. 2000-02-07 approving the Record of Survey map for Village
Green Condominiums and authorize the Mayor and Council to sign
the plat, accept the dedications and have the plat recorded,
all subject to completion of the outstanding items which are
conditions of this approval and are as follows: 1) Technical
corrections, including: a) signature of all current owners of
the land in the project area, b) resolution of the "A" flood
zone designation, if required, c) receipt of executed zone lot
declaration from the owner of the small triangular parcel
{north east corner) not to be included in the plat, and d)
other technical corrections that staff might require; 2 )
Receipt of a letter of consent for re subdivision from all
owners of land in the lot 1 area, if required; 3)
Final
review of the condominium documents and approval by staff; 4)
Construction of the required public and essential common
improvements is to be secured by the posting of a bond. Also,
based on a report from staff, the City Council finds that the
water
right
requirements
had
been
previously
met.
Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion. All were in favor.

PRESENTATION BY CHIEF BUILDING INSPECTOR RON MORRILL REGARDING THE
UNIFORM CODE FOR BUILDING CONSERVATION
Mayor Barratt reported that the Council had a presentation by Ron
Morrill at the work session.
He was out of town this evening.
Mayor Barratt asked if there were further questions.
George Brown commented that he had the opportunity to review the
UBC and in the UBC it referred the inspector to the UCBC for
historic buildings .
He promoted that, in essence, the City had
already adopted the UCBC by reference by adopting the Uniform
Building Code. He suggested that it be looked at.
Councilmember Belmont stated that Ron Morrill had asked to sit down
with the State Architect Don Hartley and have some time with him.
That has been set in motion. She had pamphlets and she would give
them to Ron Morrill and perhaps Howard Denney. She felt it was a
simple thing and that Ron Morrill felt good about getting some
education from the State Architect .
REVIEW AND ACTION ON DIRECTION TO STAFF TO PREPARE AN ORDINANCE TO
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ADOPT THE UNIFORM CODE FOR BUILDING CONSERVATION
Councilman Hampton felt the benefits to be derived especially for
historical building owners and downtown were very important and
they should direct staff to prepare the Ordinance to adopt the 1997
version of the UCBC.
Councilmember Belmont agreed that the City needed to start with the
1997 version and then move forward. A building more than 50 years
old would be allowed credits and do renovations without doing
severe renovations which new construction called for.
Councilman Hampton commented that it appeared that the UBC may be
going to an International Building Code and there may be even more
silence regarding conservation.
Councilman Hampton moved to direct staff to start with the 1997
UCBC and maybe add some items that Don Hartley might recommend and
bring that back to the Council to review.
Councilman Blake
seconded the motion.

Bill Jacob recalled that Mr. Hartley had
Legislature had considered adopting the UCBC.

stated

that

the

Kevin Bennett explained that it was originally on line to be
adopted as of January 1, 2001, but there was an opinion from the
Attorney General's office that said that they had concerns that it
had not gone through the proper process. They were now looking at
a delay of six months to a year beyond the January 2001 date. ICBO
(International Conference of Building Officials) had also indicated
it had not gone through the proper procedures ahd they would not be
publishing it. The author of the UCBC acknowledged that there were
some deficiencies in the 1997 version that would be cleaned up in
the 2000 Code whenever it was published.
Councilman Blake felt that they could proceed with this and even
though it was referenced in the UBC, it still wouldn't hurt to have
it more specifically in the City's Ordinances.
All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON FUNDING FOR THE VICTIMS ADVOCATE PROGRAM
Councilman Hampton asked if the grants,
were no longer available.

both state and federal,

Carl Wanlass believed that they
decreasing amounts each year.

still

were

available

but

in

Fran Hafen from the Victims Advocate Program explained that it was
funded by the Federal Government, but 25% was supposed to come from
cities. Every year the money from the Federal Government decreased
and the cities then would take over the program. They would keep
applying for as many grants as they could. They recently applied
for a rural grant, but they were not awarded any money. They were
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asking the cities to pay the 25% that covered two victim advocates'
salaries .
Peggy Adams was the program director.
Councilman Blake felt that it was a positive thing and that since
the issue was with salaries, he asked if it could be expanded with
some volunteer people and training.
It was explained that Joan Shippen from Alpine was the volunteer
coordinator.
They had to have trained people as there was some
liability there.
Statistics showed that the American Fork/Cedar
Hills area had the highest incidence of the four agencies and that
was probably validated by the population numbers. The move was to
have individual communities take hold of this.
This year the
request was for $5,109.07.
Police Chief Fox reported that there was about $3,800 available in
his budget.
Councilman Storrs asked if American Fork was still providing a
vehicle.
Chief Fox explained that the City had provided a $15,000 vehicle
for the past two years.
They were able to meet their match in
kind. This year they also provided the vehicle. Alpine/Highland
provided the fuel, American Fork provided the insurance, and Lehi
City provided office space and budgeting. He was not certain as to
how all that compared, but did not believe it was equal. The first
year of the grant, Lindon City provided the vehicle, but he was not
sure what Lindon did now .
Councilman Hampton asked that a summary of what was being done by
each community be provided. There was a dollar value to each part.
Fran Hafen commented that in the past it was allowed to use in kind
matches, but she did not think that they allowed vehicles to be a
part of that anymore.
Councilman Hampton moved to table any action until have a chance to
look at that infor.mation.

Mayor Barratt made the Council aware that the Victims Advocate
Program was behind the 8-ball.
Because of the pressure on the
program, they had gone to two full-time individuals and they were
over worked.
They had a meeting with all the police chiefs and
Mayors about six weeks ago.
They needed to know what to do with
this employee.
They either needed the money or cut back.
The
person was a graduate of BYU and this was her job.
Councilman Blake noted that the appropriation of $5,100 was for
this year.
Councilman Blake made a motion to approve it for this year.

13

Mayor Barratt noted there was a motion to table already on the
floor.
He asked for a second to the motion to table.
Councilman Hampton thought that Chief Fox had approximately $4,000
in his budget and that they were approving the additional $1,100 .
Councilman Storrs asked about supplying the vehicle.
Mayor Barratt answered that was something that was already ongoing.
Councilman Hampton stated that his motion was to table discussion
on the $13,000 for the next year.
Mayor Barratt declared Councilman Hampton's motion dead for the
lack of a second.
Councilman Storrs seconded Councilman Blake's motion to approve the
appropriation of $5,109.07 for this current year.
All were in favor.

The budget for 2000-2001 would be another discussion.
Mayor Barratt
attendance.

thanked

Fran

Hafen

and

Peggy

Adams

for

their

DISCUSSION AND ACTION ON A POLICY FOR ROTARY PARK RESERVATIONS
Councilman Storrs moved to adopt Resolution
approving a Policy for Rotary Park Reservations.
seconded the motion.

No. 2000-02-0?R
Councilman Blake

Carl Wanlass explained that it was to be reserved in two blocks,
8:00 a.m. to 2:00p.m. and 3:00p.m. to 9:00 p.m.
Kevin Bennett suggested that most people wanted to use a park
between the hours of 11:00 a.m. and 3:00p.m.
Councilman Blake observed that they could reserve both blocks.
Mayor Barratt recommended that it remain as written and see what
the response was.
All were in favor.

DISCUSSION AND ACTION ON A POLICY FOR USE OF THE AMERICAN FORK
AMPHITHEATER
Councilman Hampton noted that this reduced to writing what the
current policy was . Checks should however be written to American
Fork City and not AFAC .
Councilman Hampton moved to adopt Resolution No. 2000-02-0SR
approving a Policy for use of the American Fork Amphitheater on the
condition that checks be made payable to American Fork City.
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Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion.

Kevin Bennett explained that this area was not covered and was
subject to inclement weather. An exemption should be provided if
the facility was not able to be used due to the weather.
Mayor Barratt agreed and concurred.
Councilman Hampton amended his motion to also include a refund for
non use due to inclement weather.
Councilmember Belmont agreed
with her second. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A MEETING ROOM POLICY FOR THE LIBRARY
Mayor Barratt stated that this item had been postponed so that
Kevin Bennett could discuss it with the Library Board.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN INTERNET POLICY AND GUIDELINES FOR THE
LIBRARY
Councilman Hampton commented that there was some responsibility on
individuals' and parents' part, but he would like to see something
posted that read similar to the following, "Users may not use the
library's computers to view any material of any kind whatsoever
that would be considered obscene, or pornographic, or sexually
explicit under American Fork City's Ordinances or other laws of any
kind."
Councilman Hampton added that it would be wise for the parents to
sign, if the users were under 18 not just under 12 . If this policy
was not adhered to, their library card could be revoked or
something along those lines.
Councilman Blake agreed.
Mayor Barratt recommended that this item be tabled also and brought
back to the next Council meeting after discussing it with the
Library Board.
Robert Anderson asked about purchasing a filtering service so that
could stop the flow of that type of material upstream.
Councilman Hampton noted that was one tool,
proof.

but it was not fool

Kevin Bennett noted that information on the filter, "Sure Partner"
had been received.
The House on February 14th unanimously adopted
a policy that required Cities' to keep minors from looking at
obscenity and pornography from Library computers. He was in favor
of the affirmative statement.
Bill Jacob asked if other libraries in the State had some policies.
Councilman Hampton observed that they were awfully loose.
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Bill Jacob commented that he smelled some civil rights litigation.
Mayor Barratt responded that some of the libraries he had talked
with stated just that.
Some of the filters that you put on also
eliminated things that were needed. Those libraries were not going
to do anything.
Kevin Bennett explained that the ALA (American Library Association)
had come out stating that it was a restriction of free speech .
Robert Anderson noted that the ALA had no authority over the City
and they could still do it.
Bill Jacob commented that the real problem was the lack of internet
regulation.
Councilman Blake explained that this was an optional service in the
same way they subscribe to certain magazines.
They should look
further at ways to accomplish this.
Robert Anderson added that everything you do to restrict that type
of access helped .
B. Jo Dumler suggested that it would possibly help if the computers
were located in a more public area.
Library Director Christie Reimschissel suggested that there was
still the option of not having the internet .
REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING A DRUG AND ALCOHOL
POLICY & PROCEDURES FOR CITY EMPLOYEE CDL LICENSE HOLDERS
Councilman Storrs moved to adopt Resolution No. 2000-02-09R
Establishing a Drug and Alcohol Policy and Procedures for City
employee CDL license holders.
Councilman Blake seconded the
motion.

Councilman Blake commented that a good document had been prepared.
All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN ORDINANCE CHANGING THE
REQUIREMENT

FRANCHISE BOND

Councilmember Belmont commented that this had been discussed at
length and at the work session.
Councilmember Belmont moved to adopt Ordinance No. 2000-02-08
approving a change in the bond requirement for the three existing
telecommunication franchises.
Councilman Hunter seconded the
motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION AGREEING TO AMERICAN FORK CITY'S
PARTICIPATION IN THE STATE'S 21ST CENTURY COMMUNITIES PROGRAM
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Tony Widowski,
Regional Coordinator for MAG
(Mountainlands
Association of Governments) explained that this program was set up
for rural communities and others to encourage certain assessments
in their General Plan.
There were 13 assessments, nine of which
needed to be completed.
They then would develop a work plan to
implement them into their general plan.
Mr. Widowski observed that American Fork City was more progressive
and had a lot more things done and could complete the assessments
a lot faster than other communities.
The State would recognize
those communities that complete the program.
Councilman Hampton asked if this would create additional loops to
jump through.
Mr. Widowski explained that he would be working with Mr. Despain
and the City and they were more of a resource. There would not be
any funding required from the City .
Councilman Blake asked if the Planning Commission felt good about
it.
Councilman Hunter reported that they did.
Rod Despain noted that to his knowledge the only undone matter was
the adoption of an affordable housing element, and they were
working on that.
Grants or other things may become available to
communities with this designation .
Mr. Widowski explained that most communities set up a 21st Century
Team to coordinate the City's effort.
Councilmember Belmont moved to adopt Resolution No. 2000-02-lOR
approving American Fork City's participation in the 21st Century
Communities Program. Councilman Hunter seconded the motion. All
were in favor.

REPORT AND ACTION ON CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS ITEMS INCLUDING CHANGE
ORDERS
There were no change orders submitted.
REPORT AND ACTION ON PLANNING COMMISSION ITEMS
Councilman Hunter reported that at the Planning Commission at their
last meeting approved the amended site plan for the Ensign School
at 215 North Center with conditions, approved the final of the
Green Okey Subdivision at 250 South 100 East, approved the final
plat of North Pointe Business Park Plat A Subdivision, and approved
the revised North Pointe Business Park landscape plan and entrance
sign.
Councilman Hunter continued that they approved a site plan for
buildings A & B at the North Pointe Business Park at 739 East 1300
South and a public hearing was needed and could be set for March
17

(

14, 2000, at 7:20 p.m.
The Commission also reviewed but did not
pass the annexation agreements for the Childs/Merrill Annexation
and the Harbor Road Annexation. They also worked on amendments to
allow for gated communities and private streets.
Mayor Barratt directed that the public hearing be so established.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE FEBRUARY 8, 2000, MINUTES
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the February 8, 2000, minutes
with some housecleaning items.
{They included on page 5, line 50,
the word should be "Authorities."
On page 8, line 14, the word
"to" should be changed to, "do" and in line 43, it should be "Gary
Gough."
On page 9, line 20, after the word "basically" add the
word, "states." On page 10, line 1, the phrase following the comma
should read, "prior to being released to the designated authority."
On the same page, line 25, eliminate the word "the" after the word,
"for." On page 10, line 41, eliminate the word "one." On page 12,
line 17, add the word "no" after the word, "were."
On page 14,
line 35, "on going" should be one word, and in line 38, "Mayor"
should be added prior to "Ted Barratt."}
Councilmember Belmont
seconded the motion. All were in favor.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE FEBRUARY 17, 2000, WORK SESSION MINUTES
Councilman Blake moved approval of the February 17, 2000, work
session minutes with some housecleaning including the correction of
the spelling of "Gary Gough" on page 8.
{This correction was in
the February 8,
2000, minutes and was
included in those
housecleaning items.}
{The housecleaning items for these minutes
included on page 8, line 26 the addition of the word "to" after the
word, "do."} Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion. All were
in favor.
FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT INCLUDING ACTION ON THE APPROVAL OF CITY
BILLS FOR PAYMENT
Councilman Hampton explained that the Finance Committee had not
been noticed and was not held.
Each Councilmember reviewed the
City bills for payment and had their questions answered.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the City bills for payment.
Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion. All were in favor.
Councilman Hampton noted that there were two requests over $1,000.
One was for vacuums and supplies for the new library and one for a
maintenance agreement on the large line printer.
Members of the
City Council had reviewed them individually and had their questions
answered.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the requests over $1,000.
Councilman Hunter seconded the motion. All were in favor.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON ENTERING INTO AN EXECUTIVE SESSION TO DISCUSS
LITIGATION
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Councilman Blake moved to enter into an Executive Session to
discuss litigation.
Councilman Hunter seconded the motion.
All
were in favor.

Bill Jacob asked what case was being discussed.
Mayor Barratt stated that it was Patterson Corporation vs. American
Fork City.
The City Council entered into an Executive Session at 9:40p.m. to
discuss litigation.
Those present in the Executive Session
included Mayor Barratt, and Councilmembers Keith Blake, Ricky
Storrs, Don Hampton, Juel Belmont, and Tom Hunter.
Also present
were City Civil Attorney Kevin Bennett, City Planner Rod Despain,
City Engineer Howard Denney, City Administrator Carl Wanlass, City
Recorder Richard Colborn, and Kristin Van Orman from the law firm
of Strong & Hanni.
The Executive Session was tape recorded as provided by State Code.
The Executive Session was adjourned at 10:47 p.m.
Councilman Hunter moved to return to regular session at 10:47 p.m.
Councilman Blake seconded the motion. All were in favor.

DISCUSSION AND ACTION ON A SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
There was no discussion or action .
ADJOURNMENT
Councilman Hunter moved adjournment at 10:47 p.m.
Belmont seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
FEBRUARY 29, 2000
NOTICE OF RETREAT
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
hold a retreat on Tuesday, February 29, 2000, at the Quality Inn &
Suites, 760 South Utah Valley Drive, American Fork, from 8:30 a.m.
to approximately 6:40 p.m.
RETREAT
8:30 a.m. to approximately 6:45 p.m. - Hearing of presentations
from and discussions with City staff and department heads
regarding goals and general City operations.
(There will be a one-hour lunch break at approximately 1:00
p.m.)
Dated this 18 day of February, 2000.

L k_QQL
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder

AMERICAN FORK CITY
RETREAT MINUTES
FEBRUARY 29, 2000
RETREAT
The American Fork City Council met in a retreat on February 29 ,
2000, i n the Quality Inn at 712 South Utah Valley Drive , commencing
at 8:38 a . m.
Those present inc l uded Mayor Ted Barratt,
Councilmembers Juel Belmont, Keith Blake, Don Hampton, Tom Hunter,
and Ricky Storrs.
Others present included Recreation Director
Steve Bailey, Planning Director *Rod Despain, Sewer & Water
Superintendent Stephen Parker , Maintenance Supervisor Ed Jones,
Cemetery Sexton Ray Garrett, Parks Superintendent Cal Houghton ,
Building Inspector Carl Hansen , City Engineer Howard Denney ,
Streets Superintendent Ken Smith , Arts Council Director Varlo
Davenport, Library Director Christie Reimschussel, City Attorney
(Civil) Kevin Bennett , Police Chief Terry Fox, Ambulance Director
Jay Christensen, Fire Chief Paul Peters, City Treasurer Pam
Hunsaker, City Administrator Carl Wanlass, City Recorder Richard
Colborn , and a reporter from New Utah!
REMARKS - MAYOR BARRATT
Mayor Barratt referred to t he book , Standing for Something , by
President Gordon B . Hinckley and encouraged all to read it . We a l l
want to have a better life and each has something they want to do.
A l ot of things cannot buy happiness .
We need to strive for
something each day.
Mayor Barratt referred to an article by
Marilyn vos Savant regarding Seven Sacred Virtues that was
published in the December 5, 1999, edition of Parade Magazine.
They are: The Humility to know that we are not alone in the world,
The Generosity to allow others to have what they deserve, The
Restraint to control our most passionate impulses , The Kindness to
tolerate the mistakes of our fellow man , The Moderation to satisfy
ourselves with the necessities, The Charity to help those who are
unable to help themselves, and The Diligence to make ourselves
useful in the modern world .
*Rod Despain arrived.
Mayor Barratt continued that we need to think about what we can do
to better the lives of those around us .
American Fork was a
wonderful community in a beautiful setting .
RECREATION/FITNESS - STEVE BAILEY
Steve Bailey expressed appreciation to other City employees for
their assistance with the Recreation Department and Fitness Center .
He explained that he had spent the last 21 years promoting sound
values through the recreation programs.
There were still
opportunities and needs to be met to make American Fork even a
better place in which to play. He felt more emphasis was needed on
making the Fitness Center a place more and more people would want
to come to .
He was encouraged about the prospects of the
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participation of Highland and Alpine. He invited those who haven't
been to the Fitness Center recently to come see it now.
On March
11, 2000, they would be having a Grand Opening of the weight room
and they would have the promotional things authorized by the
Council available at that time. He invited the Mayor and Council
to attend the Grand Opening.
Mr. Bailey continued that they were working on business pass sales.
The more people we get to the Fitness Center, the lower the subsidy
would be.
It had always been the goal of the Fitness Center to
have wholesome activities for people to come to. Participation in
the recreation programs were continuing to grow, but the facilities
were not.
Because of that, they cut back the number of games per
team down to eight. Next year they will only have two gyms at the
high school available for their use. That was due to the fact that
the High School had received permission to build a new wrestling
room and they will need that space during construction.
American
Fork City needed to look more closely at expanding the Fitness
Center to include gyms.
Steve Bailey expressed some disappointment at the statements at the
public hearing for the Developmental Park. The facilities planned
there were needed. The City was looking at getting into the tackle
football program. He was working on a report for the Mayor.
The Mens' program was very important also. The goal in recreation
was for wholesome, inexpensive fun activities for kids in American
Fork.
He had long been an advocate of putting money into
recreation so we don't have to put it into police work.
Mayor Barratt noted that the high school was going to lose one gym.
There was a possibility of using a gym at the high school to the
north.
The communities on the north end were looking at putting
together a recreation special service district. The schools needed
to use their facilities as well.
Our only option may be to build
our own. The Mayors were looking at this together.
PLANNING - ROD DESPAIN
Rod Despain began by explaining that unfortunately sometimes he had
to tell persons no. American Fork was in a state of growth and the
trick was how to make it progress. The area in the north east had
been developed for the most part.
Now growth was moving to the
south where it had been looked at for a while now by the Planning
Commission . There was a concept before them to provide 800 to 900
dwelling units, with half being multiple family units.
It was a
real difficulty to deal with it. There were 2300 acres that could
be developed to the south which could double the size of American
Fork. Traffic studies indicate there would be 19,000 vehicle trips
from north to south through 100 East, 300 West, and 500 East. How
to accommodate that was a tough question.
He continued that this area had been the primary concern and focus
of the Planning Commission for a period of time now. For the most
part the General Plan updates had been completed and the ordinances
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to implement the changes to the General Plan were being worked on.
He cautioned the Council that the area to the south was going to
blossom quickly.
Mr. Despain noted that the affordable housing element needed to be
addressed.
In the initial analysis, the City had a surplus of
about 260 units. We needed about 44 units per year to maintain the
ratio needed.
This past year there were 57 units.
Affordable
housing was a home that cost $132,000.
Rod Despain concluded by noting that the City had continued to
acquire water rights at the time of annexation and had received
numerous rights in support of development. He felt the City was in
good shape water wise.
SEWER & WATER - STEPHEN PARKER
Steve Parker agreed with Mr. Despain that the City was in good
shape with water, as long as they could keep the wells running.
Councilmember Belmont asked about the price of a well.
Steve Parker stated that to bring the golf course well on line for
culinary use was around $330,000. He noted that the wells that the
City used included the country club well , Boley well on the Alpine
Highway, race track well, hospital well, and the JC well. The best
source was the springs in the canyon and up to about three years
ago, they supplied the City all the water it needed during the
winter months. Now, one well needed to be pumped.
Mr. Parker explained that the City had two pressure zones with five
pressure valves. The number one goal was water quality. The City
spent $30,000 to $50,000 per year on sampling water. Each year EPA
regulations got stiffer. They send out a water quality report each
year. The quality has been excellent. The Department's other goal
was to make sure that everyone had water.
They try to fix leaks
without interrupting service.
Steve Parker added that the worse job they do was collecting
delinquent bills and having to shut someone's water off. The radio
read meters have cut down the time it takes to read the meters. In
the next five years, the City will need a 5,000,000 gallon water
tank.
With regard to the sewer, Mr. Parker noted that they were working
on a sewer line project each year to keep pace with growth.
Councilman Storrs asked about development south of town,
water situation.

and the

Steve Parker explained that there was a 12" line under I-15 at 300
West and at 100 East.
They should be okay.
When they start
building schools, churches, and industry and commercial comes,
close attention would be needed. He thought that the Council had
done a good job looking at the future and providing for the
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present.
Rod Despain asked if there was something that could be done to
increase the flows from the springs in the canyon.
Steve Parker noted that they do waste some water at release points
when there was too much water.
It was a problem of pipe size.
About 1850 gallons per minute was about as good as they could get
without increasing the pipe size.
Councilman Blake asked if the present chlorinator could handle an
increased flow.
Steve Parker responded that they could set the dosage up to double
what they now had.
*Councilman Tom Hunter was excused.
MAINTENANCE - ED JONES
Ed Jones noted that he had an opportunity to visit with each
department on a daily basis.
He thanked all for making his job
easier .
He has learned a lot.
In all buildings, he maintained
heating, air conditioning, electrical, and plumbing. He also did
troubleshooting and general maintenance. Over the last two years
they have been looking at the new technology being installed in the
library.
He reported that he would need to get some classes on
programmable logic control systems. Between the Library and what
was in the rest of the City's building was like the difference
between night and day.
He thanked Carl Wanlass for his help and
guidance .
CEMETERY - RAY GARRETT
Ray Garrett never thought of being a cemetery sexton when he was
growing up, but he was thankful that this had come into his life.
It was not a place where bodies were left, but a place where loved
ones were buried.
He felt that the crew that they had was very
capable. Their greatest need was for additional lots. There would
be 1080 lots in the new section.
They also need some additional
fill.
They have been hauling some of the fill from the Art Dye
area.
Along with the new section, J would be expanded with an
additional 300 spaces.
In 1998 , they sold 417 lots.
In the last
two weeks they have sold 141 lots.
These lots would fill a need
for only three to five years.
Mr. Garrett stated Mary Binch was willing to sell the rest of her
ground, about 2 acres, to the City at the end of the year.
The City did 120 to 140 burials per year. They needed an area to
dump the fill.
They took three truckloads out and only returned
one. He proposed an area with concrete walls and a concrete floor.
As it was now, they were tracking mud across the roads and on the
grass. Mr . Garrett noted that a mausoleum should be explored. He
would check what conditions would need to be met.
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PARKS - CAL HOUGHTON
Cal Houghton reported that Craig Searle had some fill from the
catch basin at the mouth of the canyon that might be available for
fill at the cemetery. He thanked the Councilmembers for their long
hours.
Mr. Houghton explained that last year they were able to nearly
complete the JC Park project.
It took pretty much the whole
summer. There was still an acre that needed the sprinkling system
installed and then hydroseeded by May 1st.
The Evergreen Park
hillside was waiting for the weather warm up. They have determined
that it was going to be necessary sod it.
Kimberley Park was bid out late last summer, and the bidders went
to town. It was pretty close to being completed. The final grade
would be done just before hydroseeding. May 1st was the goal.
The Developmental Center Park was a major maintenance undertaking.
It took a full time person there . It was a gorgeous facility, but
they needed to get parking worked out.
Mr. Houghton commented that Robinson Park was a beautiful setting
with the new library. The playground equipment there needed to be
upgraded with a new piece of equipment and some chips.
Cal Houghton explained that they still irrigated some of their
parks by hand and there was a waste of water. They would like to
see at least one park automated each year and give them back some
man hours.
The rest rooms at Rotary Park were okay.
The others
were portable toilets .
He explained that the Boat Harbor would begin to get ready on March
1. They have just the number of docks that they need. The docks
were in good shape. There was one missing that they would need to
find.
Councilmember Belmont asked how much a sprinkler system was for an
average park. It was reported that the cost for Kimberley Park was
$40 , 000 .
INSPECTIONS - CARL HANSEN
Carl Hansen explained that his department included Danny Rojas, Ron
Morrill, Paul Peters, and JD Devereaux.
Since becoming the
department leader in July, as a department they were working on
being more effective.
When there were a lot of rules and
regulations, it was tough and a lot of 11 PR 11 needed to be done.
Mayor Barratt gave them a challenge to have plan checks out in
three weeks.
They have met that with some luck, as it had been
during the winter months. They need another inspector. Their 281
overtime hours last year give that indication.
The new person
would also need a truck.
Another

goal

was

schooling

in
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February

and

that

has

been
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accomplished with three inspectors attending.
There were other
classes monthly, but the schooling in February was the most
important.
It was a continual schooling process.
Mr. Hansen explained that Mountain Fuel has now turned over
inspections to the City. They were getting a lot work thrown their
way.
He has established weekly department meetings.
They were
held on Wednesday's at 8:00a.m. They have had Mountain Fuel, Utah
Power, and some contractors attend that meeting. He noted a letter
from one of the contractors acknowledging the "PR" effort .
They were working to become more uniform in the inspections and
talk about that at their weekly meetings. There were 450 building
permits issued last year.
Councilman Storrs exited the meeting.
ENGINEERING - HOWARD DENNEY
Howard Denney reported that the Engineering Department was working
on putting the public back into public service. He explained that
the signal at Pacific Drive and Highway 89 was beginning to be
installed as the bases have now been poured. They were working on
the boring of the water casings under the railroad tracks on 100
East and on Sam White Lane, the 2000 drainage project and
completion of the 1999 drainage project. The intersection of 200
West 300 North was under design as was the 560 West crossing on
Pacific Drive.
Federal Funds were available for two park and ride locations.
In
the 500 East plan, part of the land had wetlands in the area.
In
August, Utah County would be out of compliance with the Clean Air
Act and if they didn't get to the bid process before then, funding
would be cut off.
The extension of the 1120 North water line was a project that
needed to get done this year along with North Park Storm Drain
Project.
Mr. Denney explained that UDOT had allocated $25, 000 for safe
sidewalk projects that required a 25% match.
UDOT would like it
used on Highway 89, in the Smith's area.
They would require the
installation of curb and gutter in areas where there were none in
conjunction with the safe sidewalk funds. They were preparing the
2000 Asphalt Overlay Project. They were also looking at a better
storage and filing system.
The Engineering Department included Mr. Denney, Joann Scott, Robert
Autry, and on a part time basis, J.H. Hadfield. They did not have
a full time inspector.
There were,
on the average,
six
subdivisions going on at any given time.
Councilman Storrs returned.
Mr. Denney continued that they were understaffed and would like to
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see a junior engineer hired along with a full time infrastructure
inspector. He would also like to bring on an intern to help bring
the sewer and water mapping onto the computer and a high school
person to help with the filing.
He recommended a maximum of $15,000 be taken out of the B & C road
to hire the T Squared Center with Utah State and they would come
down and evaluate all of the roads in the City and put together a
program to meet the needs for the next five years.
Mayor Barratt noted that the High School Principal Mr. Clark had
told him there were a lot of kids that wanted to work and not go to
school .
STREETS - KEN SMITH
Ken Smith explained that this year the overlay project would
include 400 East top to bottom and the finishing of 1120 North .
They would also finish 1100 East where they left off.
If anyone
had requests, they should let him know. If they did any chipping,
they would do 100 West, 900 East and 100 North from 100 East to 700
East.
They were going to try to do more crack sealing in the
subdivisions.
They were going to try to work on some of the drainage problems on
500 East.
One of his goals this year was not to do much snow
pushing, and it has worked out .
The group took a break at 10 : 55 a.m .
ARTS COUNCIL - VARLO DAVENPORT
The group returned at 11:15 a.m.
Councilman Tom Hunter returned.
Varlo Davenport noted that it was nice to be in a place where
people supported each other. His primary objective was solidifying
the Arts Council's volunteer support.
His goals were to promote
the Arts Council programs, new programs, fund raising, and to
establish a permanent home for the Arts Council. His next primary
area of concern was the amphitheater. He wanted to see the area of
the amphitheater developed.
The place needed to be made safe
noting a bad hand rail and some loose stones. Lighting was needed
as well. It was gorgeous as a backdrop for wedding photos, but for
live performances, lighting and a control booth would need to be
installed along with dressing rooms and additional parking.
The
dressing rooms and rest rooms would be needed behind the stage and
ultimately, they would need a place to construct sets and to work
on costumes. This year on the first Friday of each month, in the
library multipurpose room, the Arts Council was planning some type
of activity. Next year they hoped to be doing something each week
in the amphitheater.
The children's programs had been able to use the schools as the
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directors were also school teachers and they were able to use the
schools at a reduced rate.
The Arts Council was talking about
was written by Dr. Carl Bell. There
performance except at the schools.
keep it used all the time.
In a
Councils , all except Lehi expressed

doing the play "Deseret" that
was not place to put on a live
If we had a facility, we could
recent meeting of local Arts
the same concern.

A study done in New York, noted that those young people that became
involved in the arts, generally saw a 10% to 15% increase in grades
and decrease in the amount of interracial conflict in the groups
and an increase in self esteem.
Councilman Hampton asked if he had a
improvements needed at the amphitheater.

cost

estimate

on

the

Mr. Davenport noted that he did not , but it was being worked on.
He guessed that it would be $40,000 to $50,000.
PARKS - CAL HOUGHTON - Again
Cal Houghton explained that the Parks Department used a CAT 920
loader that was almost 30 years old. In the last few months, they
have spent close to $12,000 on it. It would need to be replaced in
the no so distant future .
LIBRARY - CHRISTIE REIMSCHUSSEL
Christie Reimschussel explained that they were working on a punch
list. The new shelves would begin to be installed today. By the
17th of March they could start moving books into it. On March 25,
2000, would be the Book Brigade. At 11:00 a.m. everyone would line
up from the temporary library on Church Street, across Main Street
to the new library.
Main Street traffic would be diverted for
about an hour.
On Friday, April 28, 2000, there would be a big
ribbon cutting ceremony and on Saturday , April 29 , there would be
a dance and a buffet. The library has 77,000 volumes . Last year
they had 196,000 check outs.
She did not think that they would
have to hire any additional staff.
The Literacy Center would get a building permit after the library
was open.
Ms. Reimschussel explained that the Library Board would be
reviewing the internet policy and meeting room policy on March 9th.
The Salt Lake Library has not filtered their internet access. They
hoped to put a filter on.
They had looked at the Smart Guardian
system which was about $30,000. The legislature might pass a law
that libraries must filter their internet access or do without
state funding.
Mayor Barratt noted that having children and the internet, they
were on there all the time.
It was such an easy thing for people
to come in contact with pornography. There would be 12 terminals.
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Penny Hansen arrived.
ATTORNEY - KEVIN BENNETT
Kevin Bennett reviewed his responsibilities noting that he did not
like to spend time in the courtroom. He would much rather get it
talked out and headed off at the pass.
He appreciated the
accessibility of the Council and wanted them to know that his door
was open as well.
One of his goals was to maintain his
professional competence. His job dealt the 36 aspects of law.
The crowning achievement last year was getting the agreements with
the State worked out for the Boat Harbor.
One thing that we all must do was to take care of ourselves.
It
was important to enjoy your job. He was working to keep the City
happy. He worked without a secretary and did not see the need for
one at this time.
POLICE - TERRY FOX
Chief Fox was excited to be a part of American Fork City. He had
asked for 2% more effort from his officers and that had
accomplished some good things. One of the things he was going to
work on this year was to have concrete direction for each member of
the department.
He thanked the City and the Council for the
technology that had been purchased.
The Spielman System was
remarkable .
(The Spielman System is the on board computer system
in each vehicle ) . The cost for air time per month was about $1200
for the 27 lap tops.
This past year, Chief Fox explained, they had a leadership
conference for all ranked officers. The department has added the
Traffic division .
With regard to a new facility, Chief Fox commented that the
architects had gathered a lot of information regarding the needs of
the police department and hoped that the Council would use that
information.
This year he would work more with the Neighborhood Watch Programs.
He commented that the change to eight hour shifts was not popular
with the department but it has helped them become much more
effective.
AMBULANCE - JAY CHRISTENSEN
Jay Christensen explained that there were 10 Basic EMTs, 22
Intermediate EMTs, one paramedic and they have 10 police officers
certified EMT.
There were many reports that needed to be filed with the State .
Most of their calls were traffic related.
They utilized three
ambulances. The primary unit went on 785 runs, first back up went
on 82 runs , and second back up went on nine runs last year.
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They utilized an interdepartmental training system. They had three
training officers. It was their job to set up the training program
for each week and to keep the level of skill of each person up.
They trained once a week.
The also did community education programs including, monthly CPR
classes with the schools, and EMT's Are Your Friends at the
elementary schools.
They also did first aid demonstrations and
community demonstrations with Scouts and church groups.
In Emergency Preparedness, last month they started the three step
neighbor preparedness program. On the first Thursday of each month
from now on, there would be a meeting at the Senior Center for
anyone interested in emergency preparedness. Another part of that
was CERT Training.
The Fire Department was going to send three
firemen to the Train the Trainer Course. The course was free from
FEMA and they will then train the Captains and Directors in the
neighborhoods.
It would culminate in a theatrical type disaster
scenario.
With regard to collections, Mr. Christensen noted that he had
talked with Carl Wanlass and Gold Cross. After 90 days Gold Cross
would give them back to the City and the City would track them. He
noted there were other firms out there who would do the billing.
Non collectibles were 6% and 15.22% was write off. The write off
included an adjusted amount with Medicare and Medicaid.
FIRE - PAUL PETERS
Chief Peters explained that the Volunteer Fire Department was one
of the first organizations in American Fork that did public
service. They progressed slowly. When he got on the Department,
the members received a buck a call.
Now they were up to $7.50.
The guys were not in there for the money.
There was a
Certification Program.
Firefighter 1 took from eight weeks to
three months to complete. They have a local training program and
meet every Wednesday night to train, discuss fires, and go over the
equipment.
They
have
preschoolers,
Scouts,
and
church
organizations that visit the Department each week.
The most
important thing they do was to provide fire safety programs.
The American Fork Volunteer Fire Department contributed the highest
amount of any volunteer department to MDA in the State. Response
time was very comparable except during the night.
The Fire
Department gets a little good publicity. Other than that they want
you to stay away. They also do business inspections and go to the
schools and hold fire drills. The Fire Department's budget was one
of the best bargains around.
At $155, 000, it provided for 32
persons and six pieces of equipment.
They were in need of a new
truck. He questioned redoing the existing building.
Rod Despain asked if development on the south side would require a
substation.
Chief Peters noted that traffic was a hindrance.
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You can drive out

of town in any direction within five minutes. The reason the Fire
Station was put where it was, was because it was central to those
who responded .
Rod Despain noted that the developers to the south were promoting
that it was going to be a self-contained development and there was
no need to travel to the north. Crossing the railroad might be a
problem if its use was enhanced.
Mayor Barratt encouraged each to enjoy life each and every day. He
thanked Pam Hunsaker and Carl Wanlass for their work in putting the
retreat together. He would like to have another retreat later in
the year.
Kevin Bennett offered a blessing on the food.
The group broke for lunch at 12:55 p.m.
BUILDING EXPANSION
The afternoon session began at 2:12 p.m.
Those present included
Mayor Ted Barratt , Councilmembers Don Hampton, Keith Blake , Tom
Hunter, Ricky Storrs, and Juel Belmont.
Others present included
Carl Wanlass, Pam Hunsaker, Christie Reimschussel , Jay Christensen,
Kevin Bennett , Steve Bailey, Howard Denney, Rod Despain, and
Richard Colborn.
Mayor Barratt reviewed building options and
scopes ranging from $8 million to $15 million.

discussed project

George Brown arrived.
The Harrington Building was important to what went on downtown.
Mayor Barratt reported that Councilman Blake had a letter from Dr.
Bell asking that the City enter into a lease situation with the
Harrington Foundation with monthly lease payments of approximately
$8,000 plus utilities and maintenance.
The City would also pay
structural restoration and renovation costs for the entire building
and finishing costs for the portion under lease to the City.
It
was estimated to take $1.8 million.
The scenarios were an $8 million project , $11 million project, and
a $15 million project.
Also, a $9 million variation and a $13
million variation were included .
Carl Wanlass reviewed some of the debt payment options including
transfer of sewer & water reserves and general fund reserves.
Franchise taxes could be increased and the starting of a Library
tax along with a recreation tax and property tax increase.
The
City's property at the golf course could be leased to Tri-City as
a source of revenue. The City was not currently charging for the
use of its 80 acres. Similarly, the 85 acres leased from the State
for the use of the golf course originally was $1,600 per year, but
the State increased that to $10,000 per year a while ago. Use of
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either a GO (General Obligation) bond or a MBA (Municipal Building
Authority) bond and the sale of the Heritage Center was discussed.
Mr. Wanlass reported that the courts were going to hold close to
the $4 million figure.
They needed 23,000 square feet.
Option 2 was an $11 million project with 63,000 square feet for
police & courts and for a fire & ambulance facility. The estimated
cost of $174 per square foot for the facility Mr. Wanlass felt was
high in light of the library cost of $125 per square foot .
Councilman Blake thought that the design build was supposed to be
less expensive .
It appeared that they were buffering their
estimates .
Carl Wanlass agreed . The City needed to be a part of the process
to ensure that it was being done fairly.
Another method of
programs .

financing was

to

cut back on

subsidies

and

Mayor Barratt asked for discussion on the downtown project.
He
commented that on the Harrington School, the only option known was
to lease the building and put in the improvements. The lease would
be $8,000 monthly plus the cost to bring it up to Code, utility
costs, and maintenance costs. Originally the Council had planned
around it as it was not available to them.
Councilman Hampton promoted that the City ought to have equity in
the building after putting in that much money.
Councilman Blake felt that another strategic issue was fire and
ambulance.
If the Northern County cities could combine in a
special fire service district, they would be sharing those expenses
and it made sense to share that type of expense. With cutting back
and the restriction in budgets , the goal would be to increase
volunteerism.
What percentage would be needed if there was an
organized volunteer program working along with employees?
Jay Christensen noted that volunteers only worked for short period
of time . They volunteer for two or three years, then they have had
enough.
Mayor Barratt felt that you just could not factor in volunteers.
Councilman Blake suggested a strategic objective of 10% volunteers
in each department.
Mayor Barratt would not support that.
Councilman Blake noted that they were talking concept.
The
departments should look at having volunteers working right along
with the employees. There were people that wanted to do volunteer
work . If there was a structured organization and people knew about
it, they would come and serve.
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Councilmernber Belmont agreed that there were people that wanted to
volunteer.
Councilman Blake felt that if all departments utilized volunteers,
the City could budget without hiring a new person.
Steve Bailey commented that the Recreation Department had used many
volunteers over the years.
They have motivation because it was
mainly their own kids. The types of volunteers that Councilmernber
Blake were talking about were interns.
In his experience, when
they were in the office, the City personnel had to spend time
training them. The amount of time they put into the training was
about the amount they got back.
Councilman Blake suggested that Mr. Bailey track that.
Councilman Hampton noted that a property tax increase of $7.50 per
year on a $100,000 home was not so bad. In the last bond election,
they were bonding for the entire pay back.
Councilman Blake stated that the Foundation and the Citizens would
be worki ng together t o restore the bui l ding .
Councilman Hunter asked why the citizens would want to restore the
Harrington School. Originally, the Harrington Foundation was going
to restore it.
Mayor Barratt likewise did not understand why the City would want
to lease the facility for $100,000 per year .
Councilman Blake stated that they were still looking at getting
donations.
Mayor Barratt stated that he would not propose to the Council a
lease of the Harrington School. He saw no value in putting out for
that type of thing.
Councilman Hampton felt that the voters were telling Council that
it was too much a financial burden.
Mayor Barratt stated that if they could get donations that would be
fine.
If the City was to be a player , ownership was important.
Councilman Storrs agreed.
If the Foundation wanted to come back
with an offer to purchase, and the City wanted to buy it, that was
one thing; the use of it was another.
He felt the cost was too
much to restore.
Councilmernber Belmont asked if Councilman Storrs had been on a
historical tour.
Councilman Storrs answered that he could see acquiring the property
but had heartburn spending the tax dollars in restoring the
building .
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Councilman Blake commented that it was not necessary that the City
own it and asked why that was so important.
Councilman Hampton asked for the advantage to leasing.
Councilman Blake stated that the big picture showed a deteriorated
building and asphalt.
What ingredients would help make central
town square a real attraction? A museum, arts center, etc.
Councilman Hampton explained that if they took 43,000 square feet,
and add the Harrington School proposition as described, they had
exactly the same situation as the 43,000 square foot proposal plus
the City would be paying out $100,000 more for the building plus
some debt service on the $1.8 million.
It would seem that they
would pick up the Harrington School and were then obligated to cut
programs and operations in the City so substantially that he
questioned the ability to perform and provide services.
Where
would the money come from?
Councilman Blake felt that a lot could come from donations. If the
City was ever interested in seeing the building restored, the year
2000 was the time.
Part of the civil litigation by Dr. Bell was
that donations were lost. He felt that they would return.
Councilman Hampton asked if donations would come from essentially
residents of American Fork.
Councilman Blake felt that donations would come from around the
world.
There were people of significant means who would donate.
If it was ever going to be restored, that was how to do it.
Mayor Barratt asked the Council if they would design the square
with or without the Harrington building.
He felt that there was
nothing from Dr. Bell that was useable and they were back again to
where they had to design beyond that building.
Councilman Blake
do the project.
them.
This was
value to have it

disagreed and felt it was a good faith proposal to
If the numbers were the problem, they could change
the window to get it done.
Was it of community
restored?

Councilman Hampton commented that if donations were as substantial
as what Councilman Blake felt could happen, his perspective would
be different than obligating tax payer dollars with no ownership in
the end. Without huge donations, he did not feel it was a go.
George Brown asked if anyone had looked at the market value of the
building. Conditions, covenants, and restrictions that would turn
the lease into a purchase could be drawn up.
It would be a
nonprofit situation and never would be purchased.
Mayor Barratt did not want to pay money to the Foundation.
were going to spend $2 million, he wanted ownership.
Councilman

Hunter

noted

that

the
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question

was

If you

whether

the

Harrington School was something they wanted to calculate into the
development or not.
If the City had no intention of including it
in the design for this block, then we should let Dr. Bell do
whatever he wanted to with the building.
Mayor Barratt stated that if it was available to be purchased or
acquired by the City then they include it in the design. If it was
not, then the City should move on and work around it. Councilman
Blake stated that it was available.
Mayor Barratt, Councilman Storrs,
want it in a lease situation.

and Councilman Hunter did not

Councilman Blake explained that Dr. Bell's perception was that the
donations were put on hold when the events occurred between Dr.
Bell and the City.
Jay Christensen left the meeting .
Councilman Blake commented that the real question was what could
they do to make a unique square there.
Councilman Hunter suggested that a cultural atmosphere be brought
in, but he did not see much significance in the Harrington School.
He did not think that the lease was a good option.
Rod Despain explained that the City had always planned that the
Harrington School was going to be there.
Dr. Bell bought the
building himself with the idea of seeking donations to restore the
building. Was the City going to be the financial angel that would
make this happen, or would the donations take place?
Councilman Blake stated that in Dr. Bell's view donations ceased
because of the eminent domain action of the City.
George Brown added that commitments had been received from someone
who was going to donate structural steel.
Those making money
donations, were concerned about the feasibility of Dr. Bell's
plans. They were not going to participate in a plan that was not
going to be successful.
Councilman Blake commented that public support was one of the keys.
Mayor Barratt stated that the City had told the Courts that they
were going to build something. They could tell Dr. Bell that this
was a good start, but they needed to fine tune it and move forward.
What would the City want to do with the property to the north of
the Harrington?
He asked the Council for their pleasure and to
look at the information and mull it over.
Mayor Barratt did not want to see the fire and ambulance on this
site as the square footage that they took up could be better
utilized in another way.
Chipman Park on 300 East was available.
There was the possibility of looking at other sites or to leave it
on this site.
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Councilmember Belmont agreed. She stated that a City should leave
a semblance of their history, and leave the footprint of the area
of the Harrington.
Cedar City's campus was lovely.
They should
perhaps find a way for the buildings to stay and build other
buildings to compliment it.
She felt it should be a town square
with art venues and a small museum.
Mayor Barratt felt that the fire
interfere with those proposals .

and ambulance

facility would

Rod Despain asked if the police and courts needed to be together.
Mayor Barratt responded they did as they had some similar security
needs.
Councilman Blake asked if the Council was serious in combining with
other communities in a county wide district.
Mayor Barratt noted that last night, COG discussed public safety
districts, recreation districts, and library districts, but they
were still in the talking stages.
Lehi, Saratoga Springs, and
Cedar Fort would go together in a fire district.
Councilman Storrs felt that the buildings would need to be where
they were at for us in American Fork .
Mayor Barratt felt that American Fork was still possibly 20 years
away from this.
He did not feel that was an impact on this
proposal.
Councilman Hampton thought that Councilmember Belmont had described
it just right, that trying to keep fire and ambulance on the same
square took away from other purposes intended for downtown.
He
felt that the 58, 000 square foot proposal left all the options
open. He would love to see $5 million in donations to take care of
everybody's needs. He still liked the total package, himself.
Councilman Storrs supported the whole package as well.
Mayor Barratt felt they needed to resume the search for the right
location for the fire and ambulance.
Councilman Hunter noted that a Boy Scout at one of the previous
Council meetings suggested a water slide. He felt it could go on
the 400 North site and that the fire station could go at 300 East
Main Street.
Councilman Hampton would not support a cut in City programs. They
had worked too hard to build a family oriented community with the
arts and sports .
They took a break at 4:00 p.m.
George Brown left the meeting.
person arrived.

Barbara Christiansen and another
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS, DEPARTMENTAL OPERATIONS, PERSONNEL
They began again at 4:20 p.m.
Parks
Carl Wanlass explained that Swaner was going to provide a letter
outlining some additional work. He asked what the Council wanted
to do next with the Swaner study.
Mayor Barratt felt that it should come back to another public
hearing to review the changes that had been requested.
They discussed other parks including Kimberley, Ford, Lions, Val
Vista, Miller, North Park, and Hunter that were not yet fully
developed.
Councilman Hampton observed that every time they assess park needs,
there was always more to do.
The Beautification Committee had
asked if there was any merit in declaring some parks surplus in
order to pay for development of others.
Carl Wanlass noted that was not really an option because of the
impact fees study and that there was a minimum standard that needed
to be maintained.
Rod Despain explained that they did have more land than they could
develop at this time, but you had to get it when you could. They
were not making any more. Some ground was taken with the idea of
preserving open space.
Councilmember Belmont noted that natural open spaces
utilized and it would not need to be mowed.

could be

Carl Wanlass noted that they City had generated about $125,000 per
year in park impact fees and have accumulated about $400,000 which
was the down payment for the Hunter park.
Out of the 28 acres of the Hunter Park, there were about eight
acres that was developable land.
A number of developers and the
LDS Church had expressed interest.
The City had looked at that
area as a site for a five million-gallon water storage tank. Mr.
Wanlass commended the Hunter family for their patience and
willingness to work with the City.
It had been a 2-year project
and they held firm to the fact that they would sell to American
Fork City in the face of many offers from developers.
Mayor Barratt commented that
beautiful parks in the State.

area

would

be

one

of

the

most

Cemetery
Carl Wanlass explained that they still needed additional land.
Daniel Copper had been in discussion with neighboring property
owners including the Beck's and Bromley's.
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Mayor Barratt noted that the property referred to would tie in
naturally.

f

Streets
The intersection of 300 North 200 West was being redesigned. The
cost would be about $200,000 and would be included in next year's
budget.
The 560 West Pacific intersection was being worked on but before it
could progress much further, they had to close off one crossing.
They were going to close off the 50 South siding crossing near 500
East.
It was estimated that the 560 West improvements would cost
about $400, 000.
There would be a cross intersection with the
Smith's development.
In the future of the roads, there was a program of our needs
developed about three years ago that amounted to about $25 million.
Approximately $670,000 was allocated from gas tax each year. Out
of that amount the City paid about $200,000 for the road excise
bonds that they sold about five years ago for the 740 North road
and some bridges. They did not have a lot of money available.
Mr. Wanlass explained that the City did look at implementing a road
impact fee when they did the parks and the sewer and water impact
fees . At that time it was determined that it was not a necessary
thing. They will look at it again.
Trail System
Howard Denney reported that the City had $965,000 in Q-MAC funds.
The City would need to provide a match of 8.66%. They would need
to be obligated prior to the August deadline. The funds needed to
be used for development of trails and not for land acquisition.
Howard Denney noted that the Park & Ride proposed on the Bromley
land would be' about $185, 000 for design through land purchase.
Sear Brown estimated that $1 million would be needed for
construction of the multi-modal center. There was no road into it
now. The City would have to bring the road into the Park & Ride.
The West Main Street Park & Ride in conjunction with Childs/Merrill
Annexation was funded just for design at this time.
Domestic Violence Program
Mr. Wanlass stated that the Domestic Violence Program would be
requesting about $13,000 for next year.
He did not know if the
City was going to receive credit toward the use of the vehicle.
Mountainlands Association of Governments has our population at
19,215 and Pleasant Grove at 20,491.
(

Mayor Barratt had received calls requesting the City's support of
the program and felt it could become a real political issue.
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Fitness Center
A Special Improvement Recreation District in conjunction with the
residents of Highland, Alpine, Cedar Hills, and Lehi, needed to be
pursued. If it was established, it would be a separate entity unto
itself outside of the City with their own taxing authority.
Library
Highland and Cedar Hills would be approached about participation in
the library program.
Legal
Mr. Wanlass explained that he was looking at an in house
prosecutor. He had talked the matter over with Tucker Hansen. He
had also heard that the American Fork District Court was more busy
than the Court in Orem.
Fire Agreement
With regard to the County Fire Agreement, Mr. Wanlass had not heard
back from Commissioner Grover.
He would initiate dialogue once
again.
Planning - New Interchange
The Pleasant Grove interchange would need to be funded by August
15, 2000, because of the noncompliance issue.
Councilmember Belmont asked if there had been any more discussions
about ~ax sharing in the area of the new interchange.
Carl Wanlass explained that the Psomas Study suggested a sharing of
tax dollars, but it was not received well by Mayor Sanderson of
Pleasant Grove.
Mayor Barratt responded that they needed to work together and when
push came to shove, it may work out.
Pleasant Grove did not like
the results of the Psomas Study.
Planning - Utilities
Carl Wanlass noted that Lindon City had approached American Fork to
allow them to connect a new business north of Barnes Bullets to the
City's water and sewer system, similar to the arrangement with
Highland and the Lone Peak High School.
It was felt that the City needed to establish its boundaries and
provide services for those persons and businesses.
Sales Tax
Carl Wanlass explained that sales tax revenue was down a little bit
as some was lost to neighboring communities and also the closing of
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Fred Meyers .
WalMart was the biggest sales tax producer in the
City. The City would be seeing competition from other communities
more and more. Smith's was now going to be located in Highland.
Chamber of Commerce
Councilman Hampton suggested that the Chamber had some interest in
hiring an Economic Development Director.
Personnel
Carl Wanlass felt that the City needed to hire a
Director .
Because of the requirements, he felt
necessary to hire from outside current employees.

Public Works
it would be

Judy Price arrived.
Carl Wanlass felt an Economic Development Director was needed.
Councilman Blake suggested that they combine the downtown person
and the position of Economic Development Director.
Mayor Barratt responded that the State would not be comfortable
with that arrangement and would withhold funding.
Councilman Storrs felt that the time for an Economic Development
Director was long overdue.
Mr. Wanlass continued that a Computer Specialist was needed within
the City.
The administration department was woefully behind
engineering, police, fitness center , and the library in their
computer technology.
They had a part-time individual that was
helping out. They needed someone to be pro-active and keep them on
top of new things.
Carl Wanlass added that the City would need to address a Public
Safety Director within the next two to four years.
Carl Wanlass explained that the City was spending $120, 000 to
$150,000 per year on prosecutions. He would be looking at reducing
that cost through an in house prosecutor .
CLOSING REMARKS - MAYOR BARRATT
Mayor Barratt noted that they had a lot of needs and a lot of
things to digest. He remarked about a skateboard park. There was
a desperate need to work on sidewalks in the community. He thought
that volunteerism could be done on the sidewalks. He appreciated
all coming to this meeting .
He would be getting with each one
individually as to how to approach the police station and the
Harrington School.
The meeting adjourned at 5:59p.m.
Richard M. Colborn , City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
MARCH 9, 2000
NOTICE OF WORK SESSION
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in a work session on Thursday, March 9, 2000, in the American
Fork City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 4:00 p.m.
The agenda shall be as follows:
WORK SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Discussion of items for the upcoming March 14, 2000, City
Council meeting.
Fifteen minute presentation by the Beautification Committee on
plans for City entrance signs.
Discussion of a site for a new fire and ambulance facility.
Other business.
Adjournment.

Dated this 6 day of March, 2000.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder

.'

AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
MARCH 9, 2000
WORK SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a work session on March 9,
2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 4:02 p.m. Those present
included *Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont, Don
Hampton, Keith Blake, Tom Hunter, and Ricky Storrs . Others
present included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn, Carl Hansen, Ron
Morrill, Howard Denney, Paul Peters, Kevin Bennett, Rod Despain,
Jay Christensen, and Pam Hunsaker.
In the absence of Mayor Barratt, Mayor Pro-tem Councilman Don
Hampton assumed the Chair.
He turned time over to Carl Wanlass.
DISCUSSION OF ITEMS FOR THE UPCOMING MARCH 14, 2000, CITY COUNCIL
MEETING
*Mayor Barratt arrived and assumed the Chair .
7:20p.m. - Public Hearing - Receiving of public comment regarding
the site plan for buildings A & B at 739 East 1300 South in the
North Pointe Business Park.
The Ordinance and site plan were provided.
REGULAR SESSION
Item #1
Review and action on appointment
Neighbors in Action program.

of members

to

the

Councilman Hampton had talked with Chad Hendry but did not have any
names yet. He hoped to have some on Tuesday.
Item #2 - Review and action on appointments to Citizen Boards and
Committees.
Councilman Hampton reported that he had some names.
Item #3 - Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method of
satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the plat
recorded.
a.
Review and action on the North Pointe Business Park
Subdivision Plat A at 739 East 1300 South.
The final plat was provided.
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b.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving the site plan
for buildings A & B at 739 East 1300 South .
The Ordinance and site plan were provided.
from the 7:20p.m. public hearing.

This was the item

c.
Review and action on the final plat for the Okey-Greene
Subdivision at 250 South 100 East .
The final plat was provided.
Item #4 - Review and action on an Ordinance adopting the Uniform
Code for Building Conservation.
Carl Wanlass asked Ron Morrill and Carl Hansen to come to this
meeting. They were going to contact State Architect Don Hartley.
Councilmember Belmont noted that Mr . Hartley would be in attendance
at the Tuesday City Council meeting.
Carl Hansen asked Councilmember Belmont if they should still meet
with Mr. Hartley before the City Council meeting.
Mayor Barratt stated that if they could get with Mr . Hartley ahead
of time that would be fine.
Councilman Hampton commented that Mr. Hartley was the expert and
encouraged Ron Morrill and Carl Hansen to meet with him prior to
the City Council meeting.
Mayor Barratt suggested that Mr . Hartley be contacted and asked to
come down early .
Carl Wanlass stated that an Ordinance had not drafted for this
meeting.
Carl Hansen invited Kevin Bennett to meet with them at 7:00 p.m.
this coming Tuesday evening prior to City Council meeting.
Item #5 - Discussion and action on a resolution directing the
creation of the Municipal Building Authority of American Fork City
and related matters.
The Resolution was provided
Incorporation and Bylaws .

and

it

included

the

Articles

of

Councilman Hampton explained that contrary to some thoughts, this
action did not authorize the raising of any funds , it just put the
organization in place .
Mayor Barratt reported that someone had reported to him that they
were disappointed in the increase in taxes due to the Library Bond .
They did not understand that was done without a tax increase .
Councilman Blake felt

it was

important to
2

include some of the

concepts that were before them before they looked at the approach.
If the financing vehicle was the first thing done, he felt there
may be some negative reaction.
Mayor Barratt commented that some didn't understand.
Councilman Blake agreed and noted that compounded the issue.
If
this was the first thing they saw, and it was a good vehicle in
many cases, but it circumvented the election process and some may
perceive it to be a negative thing.
He would like to confirm a
concept plan first instead of taking action on a financing
technique.
Councilman Storrs noted that the Council was under the gun with the
courts to get moving. The MBA was the first thing that needed to
be in place. Councilman Hunter agreed.
Councilman Blake explained that he had met with Richard Ellsworth.
He went through the Harrington School and the letter received noted
not the deterioration that was expected. They recommended not to
put a balcony in the attic.
At the retreat, the two big factors
were ownership and costs. After the retreat he indicated back to
Dr. Bell that one of the key issues was ownership. Dr. Bell stated
that he would consider that.
Councilman Blake reported that he had met with the Fire Department
and had received some good input.
He had been promoting a joint
venture with Highland.
He had received some input that it was
difficult to utilize a joint venture with a volunteer department.
An article last week noted that a City our size on a national
average would spend $2.2 million per year.
Our fire department
budget was a little more than $100,000. The other issue was that
it be in a central location.
The fire department did not think
that they needed the size of the building as was proposed
previously. He stated that American Fork was probably better off
to remain volunteer.
Councilman Blake felt that the numbers talked about at the retreat
were high compared with what was talked about last fall.
There was some confusion as to Dr. Bell's proposal.
Councilman
Blake reported that it could be remodeled at $118 per square foot.
Carl Wanlass stated that they could build new at a $100 per square
foot.
Mayor Barratt asked how many Councilmembers felt that the
Harrington Building was historical. Councilmembers Belmont, Blake,
and Hampton indicated that it was.
Councilman Storrs indicated that it was all a matter of opinion.
The old Chipman Building was more historical than the Harrington.
For the amount of money needed to restore it, it was not worth it.
Councilman Blake commented that the difference was between $118 and
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$100.
Mayor Barratt stated that in his opinion, the public wanted the
biggest bang for the least amount of dollars and they did not want
that spent on the Harrington building.
When push came to shove,
that building would be down because the public would demand it.
Councilman Blake commented that the things most wanted downtown was
a nice restaurant and a nice reception center.
The courts have
said they wanted a reception center .
Mayor Barratt explained to Councilman Blake that they were on a
time frame for the courts and the police department and he was
holding him responsible to make sur·e that moved along.
He felt
that establishing a funding mechanism was moving forward.
If he
did not want to address it and felt that there was a better way to
educate the public , then that was fine, but he did not want to
delay .
Councilman Hampton did not perceive that this was circumventing the
Committee's recommendation because you were going at it piecemeal.
If you assume that the building authority was going to put up $15
to $20 million worth of buildings, then he would agree. He did not
know why people were assuming that.
If they do as the committee
recommended, put up the court and police facility using the MBA,
that seemed completely right in line with what had been discussed.
Mayor Barratt recalled that when they went to the bond election
they said if you would just do the court system and the police
department, they would support it.
Now, in the middle of March,
that seemed not to be acceptable.
They were in a Council work
session arguing whether they were doing the right thing.
Councilman Blake asked what the difference was with doing it with
an MBA and not doing it with an MBA?
Councilman Hampton explained that if you waited until every element
of the concept plan was resolved, then they were negotiating for
six months to a year with several entities and would be well beyond
the time frame that they told the courts.
Councilman Blake agreed that was the discussion before, it would be
good to have some options.
Councilman Storrs stated he had to get something off his chest.
The other committee had spent a lot of time and had gone through a
lot of proposals. They spent a Council work session with Ellsworth
Peck, they were not chosen and now we have another proposal from
them.
Councilman Blake stated the letter was not a proposal.
Councilmember Belmont asked if it meant that they had to use MHTN?
Councilman Storrs explained that they went through the process.
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We

should not through away the money and time and effort that was
expended.
Councilmember Belmont commented that we needed to cut our losses
and do something else.
Mayor Barratt stated that he was going to leave it on the agenda
and they were going to vote on it. There needed to be an education
process to those present. He did not feel that there was anything
wrong with voting on it and approving it and if they use it, that
was something else. They could not afford to keep putting it off.
Councilmember Belmont stated that she had eight phone calls the day
the paper came out, asking if taxes would be raised and that the
Council was going to do it anyway.
Mayor Barratt noted that all the scenarios discussed at the retreat
did not raise taxes. There was not a tax increase on the first.
Councilman Hampton explained that there was not a property tax
increase on the second, but there was a franchise tax increase.
Councilmember Belmont reported that was what they were saying to
her.
Mayor Barratt asked if she had straightened them out.
Councilmember Belmont told them that this could raise taxes, but
that she was opposed to raising taxes.
Mayor Barratt observed that there
buildings and not raise taxes.

was

an option

to build the

Councilmember Belmont stated that people were feeling that this was
a blank check, kind of like the Alpine School District.
Mayor Barratt asked the Council that if they did not want to build
the buildings, let it be known now.
He did not want to spend
another $200,000 of this City's budget. They needed to be up front
and honest with the court system. He did not want to continue to
have work sessions and everyone pick apart every little thing.
Nobody was going to get 100% of what they want.
They needed to
educate the public.
Councilmember Belmont asked how that was going to be done because
the perception was what good was it to vote when the Council turned
around and did what they wanted anyway.
Mayor Barratt asked if they wanted to pursue a courts and police
facility.
Councilmember Belmont stated that she thought that they did, but it
had to be done properly with no tax increase.
Councilman Blake agreed that he would like to
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see that happen

without a tax increase.
Councilmember Belmont commented that it seemed to her that there
was discussion about the prices in the beginning and MHTN had
inflated those prices .
Mayor Barratt explained that this item would be discussed and it
should be discussed openly.
One option would not have a tax
increase, one would increase the franchise tax, and one would
increase property and franchise tax.
Mayor Barratt noted that they were now doing current needs, with
the possibility of expansion.
Councilman Hunter commented that the building authority needed to
be put in place.
Pleasant Grove had done that a couple of years
ago.
If they use it or not, that was a decision to be made down
the road.
Mayor Barratt explained that by all means, understand what they
were doing.
Don't get a phone call and then say I don't agree.
Make sure the public gets the facts which are that they have an
opportunity to build a court and a police station and not raise
taxes.
They have an opportunity to build a court and a police
station and some other square footage and there would be a small
tax increase.
Those items would be on the agenda and would be
discussed. It was important that the Councilmembers understand the
issues themselves and not to promote the concept that their vote
did not count.
All of them got in office because their vote
counted.
Councilmember Belmont stated that was their opinion.
Mayor Barratt commented that their opinion was that they paid an
increase in taxes for the library. That was a lie. Make sure that
they had the facts straight and that they repeat them correctly.
Councilman Blake felt that the MBA was a technique to do it, but it
would be helpful to have a discussion on what type of police and
court buildings they should have.
He felt there was a lot of
momentum for a square downtown. A contractor could not go out and
build it yet.
It was not defined.
Mayor Barratt asked what was wrong with what MHTN had designed.
Carl Wanlass explained that the space in that building was really
determined by the courts, not the police.
Mr. Wanlass noted that if just the building to the north was built,
it did not include any site work on the south end of the block.
Councilmember Belmont thought
already been done.

that a

lot of

the site work had

Mr. Wanlass responded that nothing on the ground had been done,
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only design work had been done.
Councilman Blake noted that there had not been a discussion on just
the police and courts building.
Councilman Storrs noted that when they were working with
library, a concept plan was prepared then.

the

Councilman Blake asked what they were going to build, where is it,
what did it look like, and how big was it .
Mr. Wanlass explained that they had all that.
Councilman Blake felt it would be nice to present that.
Councilman Storrs did not think that the Harrington and all of the
buildings could get done without raising taxes which some did not
want to do.
Mayor Barratt asked if they were willing to spend anything on a
building that may not be involved.
Councilmember Belmont responded that a draftsman could draw up a
concept plan for $250.
Carl Wanlass stated that they did have a concept plan.
Councilman Storrs reported that they had all different basic
concept plans whether they had the Harrington or they didn't.
Councilman Hampton explained that the reason for putting the MBA in
place was so that when it was decided on funding, there would not
be the delay when they were ready to fund it. They could disclose
to the public that they were ready to go with the courts and
police.
Carl Wanlass stated that they would be meeting again with the
courts in June.
Mayor Barratt stated that he would tell the courts that they did
not know when it would be ready. They would proceed to do whatever
they could do, but all bets were off because he could see that this
was not going anywhere. They were doing a disservice to the court
system and American Fork City.
Councilman Blake noted that there was a public perception of what
this was and understanding it.
Councilman Hampton did not think they should let that
perception grow and breed, but provide an explanation.

public

Mayor Barratt stated that the press would be at the Council meeting
and there was the opportunity to explain this.
Councilmember Belmont stated that at first the courts wanted four
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courts , then they wanted two .
Originally, they wanted two now and shell out for two.
Councilman Hunter felt that they needed to vote on it on Tuesday.
Mayor Barratt noted that Councilman Blake felt that the design
needed to be in place before getting a funding mechanism in place.
Item #6
Review and action on a Resolution providing for a
Cooperative Membership Agreement between American Fork City and
World Gym of American Fork .
Councilman
discounts.

Blake

explained

that

the

proposal

included

mutual

Carl Wanlass noted that the weight room looked really good.
Councilman Hampton stated that this proposal raised revenues and
gave nothing away .
Item #7 - Discussion and action on a
County Fair to rent the stage .

contract with Twin Falls

The contract provided was along the same lines as the one last
year.
Item #8
Report and action
including change orders.

on

construction

projects

items

There would be one change order on the Literacy Center.
Wanlass put some documentation in their boxes.

Mr.

Councilman Hampton asked if the Literacy Center would participate
in the additional $24,000.
Mr.

Wanlass stated that they would work on some more money.

Item #9 - Report and action on Planning Commission items.
The Planning Commission report was provided in the memo.
Item #10 - Review and action on the February 22, 2000, minutes.
Nothing was discussed on this item.
Item #11 - Review and action on the February 29,
minutes.

2000,

retreat

Nothing was discussed on this item.
Item #12 - Review and action on the March 9,
minutes.
Nothing was discussed on this item.
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2000,

work session

Item #13
Finance Committee Report
approval of City bills for payment.

including

action

on

the

Nothing was discussed on this item.
Item #14 - Review and action on entering into an Executive Session
to discuss litigation.
Nothing was discussed on this item.
Item #15 - Discussion and action on a settlement agreement.
Nothing was discussed on this item.
DISCUSSION OF A SITE FOR A NEW FIRE AND AMBULANCE FACILITY
Mayor Barratt explained that the only sites that would be discussed
at the Council meeting were those that were already owned by the
City.
If the Council wanted to discuss a site that was privately owned,
he asked that they discuss the site with him so that it could be
the subject of an Executive Session.
Councilman Hampton felt that the Chipman Park site on 300 East Main
Street was a good site.
Mayor Barratt supported that site, but noted
department had concerns regarding accessibility.

that

the

fire

Councilman Hampton reported that he had done some rough comparisons
with the 300 East site and the 400 North Center Street site. The
300 East site was just a little smaller.
Chief Peters felt that if they were not going to build something
that was adequate, they may as well stay where they were at.
FIFTEEN MINUTE PRESENTATION BY THE BEAUTIFICATION COMMITTEE ON
PLANS FOR CITY ENTRANCE SIGNS
Beautification Committee members Mary Fox and Shane Olson explained
that their committee had been looking at entrance signs. They had
two or three ideas that had been shot down by UDOT.
Mr.
Olson
explained that by taking the suggestions and practices of UDOT, the
Committee looked at an entrance sign on West Main Street at I-15.
Mr. Olson provided a model showing typical landscaping along with
the design and site plan for a sign.
The triangular area would
extend back 45 feet from the intersection of the north bound off
ramp and West Main.
The back side would be a retaining wall,
constructed so as the same number of semi truck parking spaces
would remain. At the most, two stalls for employee parking might
be lost. The property was owned by Harts. He felt it would be of
benefit to Harts to have this on their property.
The City would
need to either purchase the property or obtain an easement.
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Mayor Barratt asked how long it would take to build and what the
cost estimate was.
Mr.
Olson stated that it would take about 60 days to build and
cost around $6,000 including the trees.
On the north side of the street it was proposed to have a flag
pole. Woodbury Corp. owned that property.
Mr. Olson stated that they were working on the 500 East entrance
as well .
The theme that
"Americana."

they

were

looking

to

accomplish

was

that

of

Mayor Barratt thanked them for the presentation and encouraged them
to continue .
OTHER BUSINESS
No other business was discussed.
ADJOURNMENT
The work session adjourned at 5:07 p.m.

L I\.(QQL
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
MARCH 14, 2000
*AMENDED - NOTICE AND AGENDA
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on March 14, 2000, in the American Fork
City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p.m.
The
agenda shall be as follows:
PUBLIC HEARING
7:20 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the site plan for
buildings A & B at 739 East 1300 South in the North
Pointe Business Park.
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period - limited to two minutes
per person.
Quarterly report by the Cemetery Committee.
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports .
Mayor's report.
ACTION ITEMS

1.
2.
3.

4.
5.

Review and action on appointment of members to the Neighbors
in Action program.
Review and action on appointments to Citizen Boards and
Committees.
Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method
of satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the
plat recorded.
a.
Review and action on the North Pointe Business Park
Subdivision Plat A at 739 East 1300 South.
b.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving the site plan
for buildings A & B at 739 East 1300 South.
c.
Review and action on the final plat for the Okey-Greene
Subdivision at 250 South 100 East.
Review and action on an Ordinance adopting the Uniform Code
for Building Conservation.
Discussion and action on a resolution directing the creation
of the Municipal Building Authority of American Fork City and
related matters.

*6.

Review and action on a resolution providing for a Cooperative
Membership Agreement between American Fork City and World Gym
of American Fork.

7.

Discussion and action on a contract with Twin Falls County
Fair to rent the stage.
1

8.
9.
10 .
11 .
12.
13 .
14 .
15.
16.

Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders.
Report and action on Planning Commission items.
Review and action on the February 22, 2000, minutes.
Review and action on the February 29, 2000, retreat minutes.
Review and action on the March 9, 2000, work session minutes.
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
Ci ty bills for payment.
Review and action on entering into an Executive Session to
discuss litigation.
Discussion and action on a settlement agreement.
Adjournment.

Dated this 7 day of March, 2000.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
MARCH 14, 2000
NOTICE AND AGENDA
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on March 14 , 2000, in the American Fork
City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p.m.
The
agenda shall be as follows:
PUBLIC HEARING
7 : 20 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the site plan for
buildings A & B at 739 East 1300 South in the North
Pointe Business Park.
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period - limited to two minutes
per person.
Quarterly report by the Cemetery Committee.
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports.
Mayor's report.
ACTION ITEMS

1.
2.
3.

4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

Review and action on appointment of members to the Neighbors
in Action program.
Review and action on appointments to Citizen Boards and
Committees.
Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method
of satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the
plat recorded.
a.
Review and action on the North Pointe Business Park
Subdivision Plat A at 739 East 1300 South.
b.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving the site plan
for buildings A & B at 739 East 1300 South.
c.
Review and action on the final plat for the Okey-Greene
Subdivision at 250 South 100 East.
Review and action on an Ordinance adopting the Uniform Code
for Building Conservation.
Discussion and action on a resolution directing the creation
of the Municipal Building Authority of American Fork City and
related matters.
Discussion and action on a contract with Twin Falls County
Fair to rent the stage.
Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders.
Report and action on Planni ng Commission i tems .
Review and action on the February 22, 2000, minutes .
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10.
11.
12.
13 .
14 .
15.

Review and action on the February 29, 2000, retreat minutes.
Review and action on the March 9, 2000, work session minutes .
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
Review and action on entering into an Executive Session to
discuss litigation.
Discussion and action on a settlement agreement.
Adjournment.

Dated this 6 day of March, 2000.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
MARCH 14, 2000
ATTACHMENTS (2)
PUBLIC HEARING - 7:20 P.M. - RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE SITE PLAN FOR BUILDINGS A & B AT 739 EAST 1300 SOUTH IN THE
NORTH POINTE BUSINESS PARK
The American Fork City Council met in a public hearing on March 14,
2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:23 p.m.
Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmernbers Juel Belmont, Tom
Hunter, Ricky Storrs, and Keith Blake.
Others present included
Howard Denney, Richard Colborn, Barbara Christiansen, and a full
house.
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive
public comment regarding the site plan for buildings A & B at the
North Pointe Business Park. He asked for comments.
There being no comment, the hearing adjourned at 7:24 p.m.
REGULAR SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a regular session on March
14, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:30p.m. Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmernbers Juel Belmont, Keith
Blake, Don Hampton, Ricky Storrs, and Tom Hunter. Others present
included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn, Howard Denney, Christie
Reimschussel, Jay Christensen, Terry Fox, Ron Morrill, Carl Hansen,
Stan Street, Mr. & Mrs. Bill Jacob, James Matsumori, Reed Bromley,
Daniel Copper, Sherrie Fraughton, George Brown, Dale Gunther,
approximately 50 Boy Scouts from Troops 1151, 12, 810, 1152, 943,
and Barbara Christiansen. A head count showed 93 in the room with
some Scouts sitting on the floor.
There were also some in the
foyer.
The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Boy Scout Ryan Riddle and the
prayer was offered by Sherrie Fraughton.
TWENTY MINUTE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD - LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES PER
PERSON
New UVSC Vice President Brad Winn was present at the request of
UVSC President Romesburg.
He explained that UVSC had 20, 000
students and would grow to about 30,000 within the next six years.
He encouraged the Council to help answer the question as to where
UVSC should focus in the next couple of years.
They were also
seeking input from citizens, staff, faculty, political leaders, and
business leaders. They want to respond to the needs of the County.
He invited response directly to him by phone, letter, visits, or email. He asked if there were any questions.
Councilmernber Belmont asked the future of the technical aspects of
the college.
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Mr. Winn responded that the current direction would continue and
they would respond to requests for new direction.
The technical
school was their heritage and they provided a great service.
As
every aspect of the college grew, the liberal arts and non
technical trades have grown at a fa~ter rate. The average age used
to be 27 or 28 and now it was down to 22 or 23.
Mr. Winn continued that he gets asked all the time about Univeristy
status for the College.
He felt that was little premature, but
there were Master Study needs in the County. Right now they want
to strengthen the trades.
They have strong Aviation and Fire
Science programs. Response from employers was really encouraged.
He left some letters and business cards.
George Brown asked Mayor Barratt
selling a City park.

if

the City was anticipating

Mayor Barratt responded not that he was aware of at this time.
George Brown asked if the current City budget was
shortfall.

suffering a

Councilman Hampton responded not that he was aware of.
They try
and do balance the budget every year and they would do it this year
as well :
Mark Harris noted that the City had acquired the Hunter Park and he
had a lot of safety concerns including an open irrigation ditch,
open grates, flooding, and a lot of concrete that needed to be
cleaned up.
He asked how long before that would be addressed?
Mayor Barratt reported that it was probably a few years down the
road before the City would address doing a lot up there. They were
beginning to put plans together.
Along with a developer, the
flooding issue was being addressed right now.
He suggested that
Mr. Harris's Scout Troop take on a project of walking through the
area and making a list of those issues that the Council needed to
be aware of.
Brent Ring stated that street lights needed to be installed in the
area of 550 West 800 North.
Mayor Barratt stated that they would address that at Staff meeting.
Dave Lye asked about a signal at State Street and Pacific Avenue.
City Engineer Howard Denney responded that work had begun on that
project. The concrete bases had been poured.
It was anticipated
that it would be completed by summer.
Stephen Bodily asked if 560 West Street eventually would extend
south across the railroad tracks.
Mayor Barratt responded that it would. They were addressing that
with the railroad and the design was being reviewed.
2

.

.
Howard Denney explained that the railroad had responsibility for a
significant portion and they did their own work.
Right now they
had a two-year back log. There would be signal arms and a gate.
Adam England asked if the City would ever build a skate park.
Mayor Barratt answered that there was a lot of interest in a skate
park.
He suggested that those interested meet with the Parks
Committee and discuss it.
QUARTERLY REPORT BY THE CEMETERY COMMITTEE
Councilman Hampton complimented
marvelous job they did.

the

Cemetery

Committee

on

the

Marjorie Crooks reported that they appreciated the Council and
Mayor.
She reported that Councilman Hampton had not missed a
single meeting since his appointment.
The committee was formed
eight years ago. There were new trees that had been added and the
City was doing a wonderful job.
All of the streets within the
Cemetery had been named and signs had been posted showing their
location. They were looking at installing lamp posts to help deter
vandals. The Pioneer Monument was lighted and could be seen from
all over the City. Every year they had a Veterans Day Program that
included the schools. On Memorial Day they have a speech contest
for young people.
The thinking and development of young people
were very important .
Each of the eight finalists received $40
dollars for participating. This year's theme would be, "Developing
attitudes of honesty and integrity in our lives."
Bringing home
the value of character was never more important than it was today.
Ms. Crooks continued that last year they dedicated the Pioneer
Monument. They had raised $37,000. This year they were working on
the bronze relief that would go on all sides. Temporarily they had
put up granite pieces.
When the bronze plaques were ready, they
would move the granite pieces down the hill to 100 West to the
entry of the Family Historical Trail going up from 100 West leading
to the Pioneer Monument.
It would be lighted and have historical
plaques of all of the families who want to participate in the City
explaining when they came to American Fork and their contributions.
The citizens of today will be the pioneers of tomorrow.
Benches
would be placed so people could sit. The Cemetery Committee wanted
everyone to participate.
She believed there was not a person in
attendance that could not be well represented by the pavers.
Families needed to be represented. This was a way to raise money
and would be historically significant for years to come.
Ms. Crooks explained that there was a great need for the expansion
of the cemetery.
The west portion was just recently readied for
use and in less than two weeks 150 grave spaces were sold.
She
asked that adjacent land be looked at. The committee felt that the
cemetery should not be broken up with a piece hear and a piece
there.
There was acreage to the north owned by the Beck's and
Bromley's and they have indicated desire to work with the Mayor and
City Council in tying up those lands.
Twenty-five years ago the
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Council did not feel that they could buy 11 acres immediately to
the west because they could not afford it .
They needed to be
forward looking . She thanked them for their consideration.
Mayor Barratt expressed appreciation to the Cemetery Committee and
the foresight they had shown in helping the Council to see the
needs .
George Brown asked if the Cemetery Committee was
mausoleum.

looking at a

Mayor Barratt responded that it had been discussed.
Ms. Crooks welcomed any suggestions to improve the
Suggestions could be left at the cemetery building.

Cemetery.

Calvin Mills reported that in year's past, Boy Scouts helped out
during Memorial Day by carrying flowers to the graves. Could they
do that again?
Cemetery Committee member Judy Price observed that they were just
waiting for Mr. Mills to make that suggestion . They would welcome
that help.
REPORT OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR
Carl Wanlass reported that a letter had been received from
concerned property owners on 900 West relative to a potential
widening of that road and how it might affect their property. They
would be addressing it at Staff meeting. They have asked that the
letter be entered into the minutes.
The letter is included in
these minutes as ATTACHMENT 1 .
COUNCIL REPORTS
Councilman Hunter thanked the staff for getting the information out
about the citizen cards for the Tri-City Golf Course.
Councilmember Belmont explained that on March 25, 2000, there would
be a book brigade beginning at 11:00 a.m. from the temporary
library on Church Street and extending south across Main Street to
the new library.
She encouraged all to be there.
Councilmember Belmont explained that the Utah State Library
Association each year received nominations for Librarian of the
Year. American Fork Librarian Christie Reimschussel was nominated
and had been named Librarian of the Year for the State of Utah.
There was general applause.
Councilman Hampton had nothing to report at this time.
Councilman Storrs explained that the attendance at this meeting was
living proof that they needed a new City Hall .
Councilman

Storrs

explained

that
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the

Youth

Council

would

be

traveling to Utah State University to
conference.

the State Youth Council

Councilman Blake reported that the Historical Committee was looking
at placing a historical plague at the LDS Tabernacle and at the
Community Presbyterian Church this year.
Councilman Blake explained that he had met with the Volunteer Fire
Department and was impressed.
They had some needs particularly
with equipment as well as structure.
He had been proposing that
the City do something jointly with the neighboring communities
possibly and saving some costs. The meeting was insightful for him
to see the reasons why that would be difficult.
What they said
made sense. They wanted to keep the station central. They did not
think they needed as big of building as was previously discussed.
There were some great people there.
Councilman Blake reported that Ellsworth-Peck had gone over,
without charge and along with structural engineer Glen Boyle, to
the Harrington building and reviewed it in detail to see what the
current condition was. They estimated that remodeling costs would
be less than $120 per square foot.
It was good to see some people
in the community were willing to do some things without charge.
MAYOR'S REPORT
Mayor Barratt read a letter regarding the presentation of the
Combat Cross Award to Officer Keith Southard. This is included in
these minutes as ATTACHMENT 2. Officer Keith Southard received a
standing ovation.
Police Chief Terry Fox presented Officer Southard with the Combat
Cross for his act of Heroism in the line of duty.
Mayor Barratt commented that it must have been a difficult
decision, for that split second would affect a lot of people for
many years.
The community appreciated the intelligence and
maturity that were shown and the fact that he is a member of the
American Fork Police force.
ACTION ITEMS
REVIEW AND ACTION ON APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO THE NEIGHBORS IN
ACTION PROGRAM
Councilman Hampton observed that Chad Hendry was not in the meeting
and asked to defer this item to the next agenda.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON APPOINTMENTS TO CITIZEN BOARDS AND COMMITTEES
Councilman Hampton moved that Ted Pierce serve on the Cemetery
Committee in that Ginger Hunter had accepted a position on the Arts
Council. He would serve the remainder of Ginger Hunter's term and
would serve as Treasurer.
Councilmember Belmont seconded the
motion. All were in favor.
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REVIEW
AND
ACTION
ON
SUBDIVISIONS,
COMMERCIAL
PROJECTS,
CONDOMINIUMS, AND PUD'S INCLUDING 1) PLAT APPROVAL; 2) METHOD OF
SATISFACTION OF WATER RIGHTS REQUIREMENTS; 3) POSTING OF AN
IMPROVEMENT BOND OR SETTING OF A TIME FRAME FOR IMPROVEMENT
INSTALLATION; AND 4) AUTHORIZATION TO SIGN THE FINAL PLAT AND
ACCEPTANCE OF ALL DEDICATIONS TO THE PUBLIC AND TO HAVE THE PLAT
RECORDED
a.
Review and action on the North Pointe Business
Subdivision Plat A at 739 East 1300 South

Park

Councilman Hampton moved to approve the final plat of the
North Pointe Business Park Plat A, authorize the Mayor and
Council to sign the plan, accept the dedications and have the
plat recorded, all subject to completion of the outstanding
items as outlined by the Planning Commission including certain
technical corrections:
1}
Labeling of two subdivision
monuments; and 2} Final review by the City Engineer for
technical adequacy.
The Council notes that all subdivision
improvements had been previously completed and the water
rights were to be addressed as a part of the next agenda item.
Councilman Hunter seconded the motion. All were in favor.
b.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving the site plan
for buildings A & B at 739 East 1300 South
Mayor Barratt stated that this had been part of the earlier
public hearing.
Councilman Hampton explained that this was on the site of the
previous subdivision.
Councilman Hampton moved to adopt Ordinance No. 2000-03-09
approving the site plan for buildings A & B of the North
Pointe Business Park, to take effect upon completion of all
outstanding items including certain technical corrections: 1}
Verification of adequacy of parking based on a two story
structure; 2} Final review by the City Engineer for technical
adequacy; 3} Actual conveyance of water rights; 4} Receipt of
reciprocal parking and travel agreement/easement document.
Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion. All were in favor.
c.
Review and action on the final plat for the Okey-Greene
Subdivision at 250 South 100 East
Mayor Barratt noted that Mr. D.R.
asked if there were any questions.

Greene was present.
There were none.

He

Councilman Hunter moved to approve the final plat of the OkeyGreene Subdivision Plat A, authorize the Mayor and Council to
sign the plat, accept the dedications and have the plat
recorded, all subject to completion of the outstanding items
as outlined by the Planning Commission including: 1} Review
and approval of storm water calculations by City Engineer; 2}
Final review by City Engineer for technical adequacy; 3} Add
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postal pedestal easement on final plat; 4) Receipt of approval
from American Fork Irrigation Company; 5) Receipt of easement
document from Alpine School District for placement of storm
water facilities on District Property; 6) Actual conveyance of
water rights; 7) Evidence of acceptance of title to parcel no.
1 by adjacent property owner; and 8) The construction of the
required public and essential common improvements is to be
secured by the posting of a bond. Councilman Storrs seconded
the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING THE UNIFORM CODE FOR
BUILDING CONSERVATION
Mayor Barratt turned time to Mr. Don Hartley.
Don Hartley explained that he was an architect with the Utah
Division of State History.
The issue tonight was that of the
adoption of the Uniform Code for Building Conservation. All of the
jurisdictions in the State of Utah were required by the State
Building Code Committee to use the Uniform Building Code. The UBC
dealt mainly with new construction. Existing structures were dealt
with under Section 34. It consisted of one page. There was not a
whole lot to guide the building official. It referred them to the
Uniform Code for Building Conservation (UCBC) which contained
standards in the areas of: 1) Minimum Standards for Existing
Buildings, 2) Standards for Historic Buildings, and 3) Standards
for when there was a Change of Occupancy.
He explained that
substantial rehabilitation, was when the cost of the rehabilitation
was 50% of the value of the building or higher.
Mr. Hartley could not give advice as to how to go.
He met with
Carl Hansen and Ron Morrill prior to this meeting. There was some
confusion with what was happening down the road with building
codes.
The UBC was now going away.
In North America there were
three model codes that were used. They were all working toward the
International Building Code, IBC. The problem was that there was
not a counter part to deal with existing structures. The State was
trying to determine whether to adopt the 1997 UCBC statewide or to
adopt the 2000 version.
The State Building Committee Commission
determined that the UCBC was an advisory document.
Some
jurisdictions had adopted it by ordinance. The question that the
building officials had here was that if the State was going to
adopt something like this, did it make any sense to jump in right
now.
In 18 to 24 months building officials statewide would be
required to use the UCBC.
Mr. Hartley continued that there was a lot of interest in the UCBC
because it allowed for flexibility. Some looked at it as a way to
side step building codes.
There were some loop holes.
Building
officials were very concerned and were struggling as to how to
advise.
In the UBC under permits, building officials may require
items not required by State Law if they felt there was a need.
Adopting it may not get the City any closer to the mark than where
they were now.
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Councilman Hampton felt there was a delicate balance between
preserving historical buildings & the cost, and public safety .
Mr. Hartley explained that the provisions of the UCBC offered
alternative methods for achieving safety so the inventory of
existing buildings could be preserved.
He gave the example of using a general business in an upstairs
area.
It could be used without major structural modifications.
Under ADA, an area of less than 3,000 square feet per floor would
not require the installation of an elevator. To expand and build
an area over an existing structure, the new construction would have
to meet the UBC.
Mr. Hartley referred to the Harrington building. Going from an E
occupancy (education) to general business offices, the UCBC would
help there. For earthquake, a type E occupancy was the highest and
business and government offices were second from the lowest and
major seismic upgrades would not be required. He had heard about
an auditorium on the third floor.
An auditorium would be an A
occupancy and in the highest seismic category.
A major upgrade
would be required.
There were some opportunities where not much
was required by the Code and others that required major upgrades.
Mr. Hartley noted that Salt Lake City had adopted the UCBC.
It
allowed the building official to accept existing conditions and
provide some protection.
Councilman Hampton observed that they still had some teeth to
require upgrades if necessary. He asked if the fact that the UBC
referred to the UCBC that made it part of the UBC or just an
option.
Don Hartley responded that the State Building Code
determined that it was an option.

Commission

Councilman Hampton felt that the UCBC would give strength and
clarification to the building officials.
He asked what the down
side was in adopting the current version until the new one was
available.
Mr. Hartley noted that typically the owner's perspective was much
different from the inspector's as to life safety. The downside was
that it did leave some "squishy" language.
Someone was going to
have to make a judgement call.
Councilman Hampton noted that the hope was if they waited for the
2000 version some loopholes would be closed.
Don Hartley did not think that would be the case .
that they were substantially different.

He did not think

Dale Gunther stated that if it were adopted, when the new one came
out, it could then be adopted.
He asked Mr. Harley if the UCBC
would benefit what they were trying to do downtown.
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Mr. Hartley responded that it would.
Councilman Hampton felt that in those cases where there was
concern, the ultimate decision was still with the inspector, even
if the property owner objected.
Mr. Hartley explained that the whole intent of the UCBC was to have
life safety remain.
Daniel Copper asked if the LDS Tabernacle did what they did with
the remodel because the LDS Church wanted to or were they required.
Don Hartley noted that the LDS Church usually pushed the upper end
of the standard and adhered to the higher standard.
Mayor Barratt asked Carl Hansen
recommendation to the Council.

and

Ron

Morrill

for

their

Ron Morrill noted that the State was going to adopt the 2000 Code
in 2001 which could be in as little as eight months. He was not as
comfortable as he would like to be.
Councilmernber Belmont was concerned about what the City might lose
in the time that it took to adopt it.
Ron Morrill explained that it would benefit historic homes more
than commercial structures.
They would still need to meet fire
safety and egress requirements for ADA.
Carl Hansen observed that the benefit would be on a small scale.
Work done on a large scale would need to be upgraded.
The 2000
version would make it more uniform.
Councilmernber Belmont asked the City Inspectors that if the City
did adopt it now would they be able to work with it.
Carl Hansen thought that they could.
Councilmernber Belmont reported that she received many calls on the
subject and she had referred them to Don Hartley.
Mr.
Hartley explained that the UCBC did not say that owners did
not have to do anything.
It was not an excuse to just get by.
Mayor Barratt asked what the Council wanted to do.
Councilman Hampton stated that if the 2000 version was essentially
the same, would they just have the same questions then.
Ron Morrill noted that at the seminar, the author of the 1997 UCBC
said that there were some corrections that needed to be made in the
2000.
Don Hartley noted that he was not sure what they were.
What he
observed in this whole process was that for years everyone had been
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borrowing from one another .
He did not think that with the
International Code that there would be a whole lot of difference.
Dale Gunther encouraged its adoption noting that maybe it did put
more pressure on the building officials.
Ron Morrill responded that everyone needed to come in and get
permits instead of them having to go out after the fact and slap
their hands.
Kevin Bennett did not get the feeling that there were that many
cities in Utah that had adopted it, maybe four or five. One of the
concerns was that Salt Lake had adopted the 1988 Code. They were
talking about adopting the 1997 version and then there would be a
2000 version.
He commented that it sounded like the non uniform
Code.
The UBC did allow for leeway for building officials to
address certain situations.
Now the State was not ready and the
publisher was not ready . He had read through the code noting there
was nothing that jumped out and said this was horrible.
Who do
they go to for training and who do they look to for support. The
UBC training was provided through the State. The issue was jumping
the gun when the State was not yet comfortable.
Mayor Barratt asked the Council for their pleasure.
Councilmember Belmont wanted to adopt the UCBC. It seemed that it
was not that hard to do. Ron Morrill could call Don Hartley if he
had a question.
Councilman Hunter concluded that if they adopted this,
could adopt the new one.

then they

Councilman Storrs felt that action should be held up.
Mayor Barratt explained that this was the first time that the
Council had heard from Mr. Hartley. If he did not get a motion, he
would put it on the next agenda to allow the Council time to review
it.
Councilmember Belmont moved that the Ordinance to adopt the 1997
version of UCBC be prepared.
There was no second and Mayor Barratt declared the motion dead.

George Brown commented that the UBC gave discretion to the building
official as how to handle older or historic homes.
He felt that
right now the City had more liability for making requirements on
structures than they would in having the UCBC.
David Bean stated that he had talked with Ron Morrill on the
subject. He asked him what he had used when they dealt with those
types of structures to which he responded that they used Provo City
as a reference.
Provo City used the UCBC.
DISCUSSION AND ACTION ON A CONTRACT WITH TWIN FALLS COUNTY FAIR TO
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RENT THE STAGE
Councilman Hampton asked questions about the stage rental and if
Kevin Bennett had reviewed it and noted that the Fair would take
care of transportation. There was liability that charged t he City
for any damage that may occur to the stage before and after
transportation.
After a discussion on the meaning of portions of the agreement, it
was agreed that it was the way that Sherri Fraughton and Mayor
Barratt had interpreted it.
Councilman Storrs noted that this was the same basic contract as
the one for last year .
Judy Price asked about building our own .
Councilman Blake felt that the rent was reasonable.
Councilman Storrs moved approval of the Pepsi Star Stage Rental
agreement. Councilman Hampton noted that he wished it was better
drawn up and there were a lot of conflicts, but he seconded the
motion. All were in favor.

(

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION PROVIDING FOR A COOPERATIVE
MEMBERSHIP AGREEMENT BETWEEN AMERICAN FORK CITY AND WORLD GYM OF
AMERICAN FORK
Mayor Barratt noted that Councilman Blake was heavily involved in
the negotiations and thanked him for being able to work through
this. He asked for questions .
Councilman Blake noted that the basic intent was to allow mutual
discounts and it was a help to both. The City and Worlds Gym would
review it again in 90 days.
Dale Gunther asked
Center .

if

it would

increase

funds

to

the

Fitness

Mayor Barratt stated that they hoped that it would .
Bill Jacob asked if this was a joint venture to which Mayor Barratt
responded that it was not.
Mr. Jacob asked who was going to get consideration.
Councilman Hampton stated that when World Gym members wanted to use
the Fitness Center , they could use it at a discounted rate. World
Gym was an S Corporation.
Councilman Blake moved to adopt Resolution No.
2000-03-llR
approving the cooperative agreement with World's Gym. Councilman
Storrs seconded the motion.

Councilman Hampton asked Kevin Bennett if he had any concerns.
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Kevin Bennett felt that it read okay.
His only concern was
paragraph 7, referring to the more memberships that World Gym sold
to the Fitness Center, the more of a discount they would receive.
Councilman Blake added that it was about a 25% discount.
All were in favor.

DISCUSSION AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION DIRECTING THE CREATION OF THE
MUNICIPAL BUILDING AUTHORITY OF AMERICAN FORK CITY AND RELATED
MATTERS
A Certificate of Compliance with the Open Meeting Law was provided.
Councilman Storrs moved to adopt a Resolution approving the
creation of the Municipal Building Authority of American Fork City
and related matters.

Dale Gunther had stated before that it was a good thing to do. In
the committee that Councilman Blake Chaired they did meet with
members of the State Judiciary Committee and they indicated that it
was important to get something going.
American Fork City had a
party that wanted to lease a building for 20 years and would pay a
lease payment for 20 years that would pay it off including
maintenance and a return on the land. At the end of 20 years, they
would either continue to lease it or leave.
It was a very good
deal. GO Bonds were what American Fork had traditionally used. To
lose the opportunity would be a mistake. He encouraged the Council
to do an MBA. He expressed that if public wanted to say no, there
was a petition route to go, in which a petition signed by 20% of
the registered voters in American Fork could force it to a vote of
the public and that was a reasonable protection to the public. In
light of the potential of losing the courts, he encouraged the
Council to support the MBA.
He added however, that it might be
good to give the public some assurance that the MBA would not move
ahead with more than the courts and police.
Mayor Barratt stated that they were just establishing it at this
time. It would give them a funding mechanism if they chose to use
it. Before they would use the MBA, there would be public hearings
and it would be an agenda item.
The Council would address the
things that they want to see done. This was just one mechanism.
Bill Jacob asked if it was correct that the MBA was for only courts
and police at this time.
Mayor Barratt noted that was a suggestion from Dale Gunther, but it
was not included in the motion.
Bill Jacob noted that the process should be open to the public.
Mayor Barratt hoped that those with influence in the Community
would help others to become educated on the issue.
Denice Pedersen expressed the concern that once it was set up and
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once the police and courts went through, then what happened, was it
still looming over the heads of the citizens .
It would always be there .
Mayor Barratt stated that he took full responsibility for the
failure of the bond election.
There was a better way to educate
the public to help them understand the needs for those facilities.
This Council needed to do everything they could to educate the
public.
Before they started on any project, regardless of size,
there would be a great deal of education and a great deal of effort
by the Council to educate the public and understand what they want.
He agreed that there was a lack of education.
They will try to
correct that.
Dale Gunther noted that MBA did not preclude a GO bond. American
Fork had usually gone with GO bonds and he applauded that .
His
main reason for supporting the MBA was to make sure that they could
get the courts and police.
He asked if Councilman Storrs would
include in his motion that it was a safety mechanism for only the
courts and police.
Councilman Storrs stated that he would not amend his motion to
include that.
Councilman Storrs amended his motion to designate the use of those
funds for fire and ambulance and police and courts.
Councilman Hunter seconded the motion.

Mr. Scutt stated that a trial by jury was to be set up for 12
jurors and only four to eight members had been used.
It was only
a semblance of trial by jury.
George Brown noted that as they look at issues , to look real close.
He had attended all but one of the public meetings in which
Jacobsen and MHTN had talked of building costs of $110 to $115 per
square foot.
They later revealed that their plan was a buffered
amount of $195 per square foot.
Had that gone through, the City
would have been stuck with 40% more costs.
They need to be open
and have full disclosure. There were many recommendations from the
community and they were watching closely. He did not think there
was any problem in getting 20% of the registered voters to sign to
take it to a vote.
The key was to have complete disclosure.
If
their election was valid then the turn down of the bond was valid.
Mayor Barratt commented that if the voice of the people was to
build a police and court, then that was all they would do. But, if
they wanted to do more than that, then in that motion they were
allowed to do that.
They were not authorizing any money at this
point. They needed to know what the public wants built.
He noted
that Mr. Brown made a good point, the Council had a responsibility
to do just that.
Bill Jacob commented that everyone knew the need .
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In February they

..
would have passed it and why was the Council fiddling around with
it .
Denise Pedersen stated that it seemed ridiculous to her why the
public would want to pay more with this route which was higher
interest than the GO bonds were.
She wished it was divided up at
the last election.
They were now at the same spot they were at
then. People were offended that the City was going ahead when they
voted a different direction.
Mayor Barratt stated that they were voting
financing whatever they came up with to build .

to

do

a

form

of

Councilman Hunter noted that the interest rate difference was about
a tenth of one percent.
Councilman Hampton commented that it was important to recognize
that to argue a position on how the Council individually felt about
something when it didn't deliver the right kind of message, worked
against them. They could not be hurt by doing what Mr. Gunther had
recommended, in conditioning the passage of this as being a safety
condition and still going through all the hearing processes and
still perhaps go back to the voters with a GO bond election.
He
would hate to see us lose ground in something that was so important
to the community by taking the position that Councilmernbers
understood what they wanted to do, but the public just didn't know .
If we could back off a little and say that we recognize that what
the Council wants to do may not be as clear to the public as it
could be; it would be wise to put the conditions on it. After the
hearings maybe the public input will support building the fire and
ambulance and whatever else. At least there was discussion. This
was a world of politics and some don't like to admit that they were
politicians. He did not see any harm in conditioning the motion to
be used as a safety mechanism so that they did not lose the courts.
Mayor Barratt asked how he would have worded the motion .
Councilman Hampton stated that he would have recommended approval
of the Resolution on the condition that it only be used if there
was not time to go through a GO bond election to meet the time
table of the court system in constructing that within the two years
as committed.
Dale Gunther felt that the bond was defeated because it was an all
or nothing proposition .
The previous one was parceled out
individually.
Councilman Storrs explained that if he could have his vote back, he
wished that it would have been like that.
Dale Gunther commented that if it was limited, the ability to sell
the bonds was wide open. He applauded what Councilman Hampton had
said.
Councilman Hampton added that it should be limited to the police
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and court facility only.
Councilman Blake stated that he could support that.
be a good thing.

The MBA could

Councilman Hampton felt that a bond election in May could be set
up.
Councilman Blake felt that some of those meetings were needed now.
The fire department felt that some of that which was planned for
could be scaled back.
They felt that a full time department may
never be needed.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion. Aye, Councilmembers
Hunter and Storrs.
Nay, Councilmembers Blake, Belmont, and
Hampton. The motion did not carry.

Bill Jacob asked why they just don't go into a bond election and
separate it out.
The needs would be met.
The police and courts
and ambulance and fire would pass .
Jim Matsumori stated there was not time for a May bond election,
but maybe in conjunction with the June Primary.
Dale Gunther asked if the Council was ready for a bond election.
If they just put the same things on there, they would be ignoring
the Committee that they had just Chaired.
Jim Matsumori was not sure for the courts.
the election ready for June.

He felt they could get

Councilman Hampton moved to adopt Resolution No. 2000-03-12R
approving the direction of the creation of the Municipal Building
Authority conditioned upon a simultaneous preparation for holding
a bond election in June and also conditioned upon only using the
Municipal Building Authority as a safety backup to not lose the
arrangement they had with the State court system, but not to be
used beyond the police and court combined facility if action was
necessary before the bond election in order to preserve the
commitment to the State court system.

Mayor Barratt asked that the motion be amended that if they could
not get ready for a June bond election, then they would work toward
a bond election in August.
Councilman Hampton amended his motion to include that if they could
not get ready for a June bond election, then they would work toward
a bond election in August.

Councilmember Belmont felt that a June bond election was not a good
time because of people being on vacation and that August would be
a better time.
Councilman Hampton noted that August was the most notorious month
for vacations.
15

Councilman Blake seconded the motion.

Daniel Copper asked if they would be doing the same buildings on
the same site.
Mayor Barratt responded that was to be determined.
Councilman Storrs agreed with everything in Councilman Hampton's
motion, but he would not vote for it because it did not include
fire and ambulance.
Councilman Hampton explained that they were not excluding fire and
ambulance, but it would be one of the presentations in the June
bond election. The reason he made the motion they way he did, was
that they could go on forever saying that they did not understand
each other. This would move it ahead.
Daniel Copper asked in the bond, if they would have buildings and
ideas .
Mayor Barratt stated that they would.
Mr . Copper asked if the same architects would be used.
Mayor Barratt stated that none of those things had been addressed.
Councilman Hunter asked if on the MBA,
fire and ambulance.

they would not use it for

Bill Jacob noted that the public had a knife at the Council's
throat, because they only needed 20% of the registered voters to
petition to take it to a vote.
Mayor Barratt called for a voice vote which was as follows:
Councilman Hunter, Aye; Councilmember Belmont, Aye; Councilman
Hampton, Aye; Councilman Storrs, Nay; Councilman Blake, Aye. The
motion carried.

Mayor Barratt thanked Jim Matsumori for coming to the meeting.
REPORT AND ACTION ON CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS ITEMS INCLUDING CHANGE
ORDERS
Mayor Barratt stated that this was a change order from Hart,
Fisher, Smith and Associates in the additional amount of $23,965.00
for the Literacy Center remodel in the library.
This was in
addition to Change Order #8 for the Literacy Center which was in
the amount of $66,682.00.
This was an item not in the budget.
Mayor Barratt explained that if gas continued to climb, Chief Fox
had informed him on Monday, there would be a difference in his
budget of $22,000.
Daniel Copper asked if some funds were still going to be raised by
the Literacy Center. They had a grant for $30,000.
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Mayor Barratt stated that they were working to raise more funds .
Councilmember Belmont moved approval of the change order.
Councilman Blake seconded the motion. Voting was as follows: Aye,
Councilmembers Belmont,
Blake,
Hunter,
and Hampton.
Nay,
Councilman Storrs. The motion carried.

Councilman Storrs explained his nay vote in that he had budget
concern s .
REPORT AND ACTION ON PLANNING COMMISSION ITEMS
Councilman Hunter reported that the Planning Commission at their
March 1, 2000, meeting approved a location for a new public service
sign for the American Fork Hospital on the Northwest corner of 1100
East State. The requested sign was larger than called for in the
Code. The City's code allowed for a larger sign if approved by the
City Council.
This item should be placed on the March 28, 2000,
City Council agenda .
The Commission approved a zone change request at 610 West 1040
North from the existing RA-1 to the R1 -9000 zone . This will be on
the March 28, 2000, City Council agenda along with the approval of
the Searle Hills Subdivision Plat A at the same site.
They
approved the preliminary plan for the West Side Farms at 550 North
900 West and the final plan for Plat A.
They tabled the final
approval on plats B & C .
The Commission also worked on the
Chi l ds / Merrill Annexation Agreement , proposed Development Code
changes , and the Southside Planning area .
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE FEBRUARY 22, 2000, MINUTES
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the February 22, 2 000, minutes
subject to some housecleaning items.
(They included on page 7,
line 19, deletion of the word "a." On page 8, line 52, the name
should be "Trena Zaugg.")
Councilmember Belmont seconded the
motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE FEBRUARY 29, 2000, RETREAT MINUTES
Councilman Hunter moved approval of the February 29, 2000, retreat
minutes. Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion. All were in
favor .

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE MARCH 9, 2000, WORK SESSION MINUTES
Councilman Storrs moved approval of the March 9, 2000, work session
minutes.
Councilman Hunter seconded the motion.
All were in
favor e

FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT INCLUDING ACTION ON THE APPROVAL OF CITY
BILLS FOR PAYMENT
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the City bills as reviewed by
the Finance Committee. Councilman Blake seconded the motion. All
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were in favor.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the purchase requests over
$1,000 as reviewed by the Finance Committee. Councilmember Belmont
seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Councilman Hampton explained that bids on pocket park development
were within the funds already approved by the Council and the
Finance Committee unanimously recommended that the Council approve
those on the condition that the bids not exceed the funds
previously approved by the Council for the pocket park development.
Councilman Hampton so moved.
motion. All were in favor.

Councilmember Belmont seconded the

Councilman Hampton moved approval of the manual checks as reviewed
by the Finance Committee.
Councilman Hunter seconded the motion.
All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON ENTERING INTO AN EXECUTIVE SESSION TO DISCUSS
LITIGATION
Councilman Hunter moved to enter into an Executive Session to
discuss litigation and land acquisition. Councilman Blake seconded
the motion. All were in favor.

The City Council met in Executive Session to discuss litigation and
land acquisition beginning at 10:10 p.m.
Those present included
City Civil Attorney Kevin Bennett, City Engineer Howard Denney,
City Administrator Carl Wanlass, City Recorder Richard Colborn,
Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilman Keith Blake, Councilman Rick Storrs,
Councilman Don Hampton, Councilmember Juel Belmont, and Councilman
Tom Hunter.
The Executive Session was audio tape recorded as provided by State
Code.
The Executive Session concluded at 11:07 p.m.
Councilman Storrs moved to return to a regular session at 11:07
p.m .. Councilman Blake seconded the motion. All were in favor.

DISCUSSION AND ACTION ON A SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
There was no discussion.
ADJOURNMENT

Huntei:nK: ruron.
Councilman

were

Storrs moved adjournment
All

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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at 11:07 p.m.
in favor.

Councilman
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March 12,2000

Concerned property owners
( West side 6f!JX1NIOCXNI
American Fork)

To: American Fork City

Dear Sirs:

We ..defined as a group of property owners on the west side of gJJN, American Fork or
ssrDN, Utah County and between approximatley West State Road and 1150N, American
Fork•. would like to seek clarification from American Fork City oo the following issues which
could have future far reaching effects on our properties and property values.

The following statements are based on information given to David Kump, a ~rty owner at
8711 N 68r/JW, American Fork (approxmately 653N OCXJW N=) in a meeting held on 2-18-00
with American Fork City officials Mr Wanless, Mr Despain and the city engineer.
Issue #1: The roadway located at ssrDN, Utah County or gJJN, American Fork from
approximately West State Road to 1150N, American Fork..in the future possibly becoming a
major collector road to slit the needs and future growth of American Fon:. A s a position
stated by your city plamer Mr Despain. Approximately 82 feet in total width would be needed
for mad expansion or a minimum of 76 feet minus the sidewalks and planter strips says Mr
Despain.
Issue 112: What road bou1dary on the east side of gJJN is American Fork City assuming at this
point in time? According to Mr Despain the exisiting sidewalk oo the east side of fiXX1N marks
American Fork's road bou1dary from Mr Despain's calcUations as follows: measure 1 foot
back from the exisiting east side sidewalk.•add 41 feel. that establishes the center of the
collector road..then add 41 more feet to complete the roadway including planter strip and
sidewalk.
Such a boundary definition places the center of the collector road right on the front property
boundarys of many west side properties and the other half of the road consuming many of the
exisiting frontages or possibly part of the houses as well. Leti City defines, for example,
minimum frontages towards major collector roads as 25 feet plus 1 foot in back of the planter
strip and sidewalk placing the house 32 feet from the road pavement. Please keep in mind that
the mirimum frontage to such a road is not deemed desirable by most cities the size of
American Fork. Looking at the Cortese and Kump properties along fiXX1N the collector road
could come as close as 10 to 18 feet from their front doors. Any real estate agent waUd tell you
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what totaJiy damaging affects that would have oo such properties especially properties in the
higher price levels•• not to mention the complete loss of quality of living. Futher investigation
reveals that for insurance purposes if the houses should bum down they woUd possibly have
to be place back on a clfferent fcx.r1dation located within proper zoning reqlirements.
If Amercan Fork City is posturing itself by the current 14 foot set backs and sidewalks on the
exisiting east side properties plus the possible soon to be approved Carson develepoment
along tn1N with adcitionaJ roads, sidewalks and 14 foot setbacks then certainly ethics and
fairness are missing from the entire equation by forcing the ma;or impact on the west side of
tn1N. It might be added that the people on the east side of tn1N with current set backs feel
quite certain that American Fork will not ask any more from them. To futher complicate the
situatioo..the Richard BrenctMy property at 715N g;JJW, American Fork located on the west
side of the street also has a 14 foot set back from American Fork City.•a large benn
constructed on the front of that property marks their 14 foot set back. Will their 14 foot set back
turn into 25 to 30 feet when across the street it remains at 14 feet if the road shoUd come? If
this is indeed American Fork City's intentions.••these issues will be sharply contested by the
property owners on the west side of g;JJW •

All parties involved along both sides of the street on g;JJW inclucing current and future should
be aware that the Cou1ty has not conceded road botn:lary lines and still owns most of
SPJ:DN••nor have the property owners on the west side ccnceded any such bculdaries. A
public debate and meetings includng Utah Cou1ty should be in order before any such
decisions are made. Woulm't it be in the best interest of American Fork City to make certain to
everybody involved that even tough they..American Fork..may have chosen their own road
bolrdaries that sidewalks can just as easily be taken out as substantial properties, power
poles etc.
It should be pointed out that at this time it is only specUation that American Fork City has
intentions to mark territory and throw a possible major collector street our way. We are only
going on the statements made by the American Fork City planner which may not reflect the
views taken by the majority of city CCXJ1C8I members. However please be certain of one
thing••if the road becomes a reality and comes Ll18qUaiJy our way it wall be a very cosUy road
for American Fork City. We are just protecting our properties.•.something we are sure each of
you woUd do if put into a similar situation.
It is also our U'1darstanding that American Fork City now wiD be tiring an erQneering firrr. to
determine the possible size of road that SPJ:DNKrDN can hande. Let us hope the firm
contractad Will not be biased and perhaps be located outside of American Fork. It doe.s seem
rather obvious that 82 feet of road and sidewalk wiD be hard pressed to fit between bam sides of
the street especially staying with the bcu1daries that may be in place on the east sde of
g;JJW. Even a 66 foot road may be pushing matters a bit

It is not our intentions to create bad feelings towards each other but rather to open a fair
cialogue between all parties involved. Let us hope we can work together in a c~ mamer
and remain the good neighbors that we have been. Thank you for yor time•..•ve wiD be keeping
in touch.••
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QUESTIONS:

1. When properties such as Wade and Francis Carson's were anexed a few years ago why
weren't the set backs larger than 14 feet when American Fork's 20 year plan called for a major
collector road on fJ:DN? It is obvious there just isn't enough land for a 82 foot collector road
without overly impacting properties.

2. Does American Fork realize that the properties on the west side of~ are all on at least 2
acres many of which are horse properties with barns, corrals and outbuildings?

3. Does American Fork realize the big dollar impact figure involved on such properties?

4. Does American Fork realize that in today' s local real estate enviroment homes over 250k
saturate the market with a select and picky buyer. What impact would a busy collector on their
front steps have?

5. Does American Fork realize that owners of properties on acres are both willing and able to
protect them?
6. Does American Fork have the dollars to purchase properties if need be?
7. Does American Fork realize that the property owners on the west side of 900w are focused
and will be highly organized and ready if need be?

*8. Are the American Fork planers looking so much out for the interests of American Fork at
the expense of others?
9. Will American Fork be 9(JJ8I and fair?
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AMERICAN FORK POLICE DEPARTMENT
98 North Center Street
American Fork, Utah 84003
Steven P. Cornia

TerryV. Fox
Chief of Police

Assistant Chief

The mission of the American Fork Police Department is to build community,
enforce with equity, serve with honor.
To: ChiefTerry Fox
From: Captain Steven P. Cornia

~

Date: 3/8/2000
RE: Combat Cross Award ; Keith Southard
Chief Fox;
On March 7, 2000 at about 0508 am, Officer Southard responded to a 911 call indicating a fight
was in progress at 210 North 100 East in American Fork. One of the suspects had been heavily
involved in drugs and alcohol during the night and had come to the apartment and continued an
argument that had started earlier in the morning. Officer Southard was informed one of the
suspects was armed with a knife.
Officer Southard received back up support from two outside agency officers and entered the
apartment. The suspect,~as located in a back bedroom. Upon ve~al contact
the suspect threatened Officer Southard, saying, " the only way this is going to end is with you
killing me."''And if you don't kill me, I'm going to kill you.~' The suspect was armed with a lethal
weapon and was attempting suicide with a large knife.
Officer Southard observed the immediacy of the situation. At great risk to their personal safety
Officer Southard, along with his back-up officers engaged the suspect. During the encounter the
suspect suffered a superficial self inflicted knife wound to the chest. The suspect was successfully
taken into custody without further harm or incident.
After a review of the incident it was clear that Officer Southard could have used deadly force to
maximize his safety. This course, however, would have taken the life of the suspect. In such
incidents all involved are scarred with the tragedy of a life lost. Because of their tremendous
courage these officers averted a tragic end and preserved the life of the suspect.
I would, therefore, recommend Officer Keith Southard for the Honor of receiving the Combat
Cross for his act of Heroism in the line of duty.

AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
MARCH 21, 2000
*AMENDED- NOTICE OF WORK SESSION

(

Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will meet in a work session on
Tuesday, March 21 , 2000, in the American Fork City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing
at *7 :30 p.m. The agenda shall be as follows :
WORK SESSION
1.
2.

Discussion regarding the expansion of City buildings.
Adjournment

Dated this 20 day of March, 2000.

Melanie Marsh
Deputy Recorder

AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
MARCH 21, 2000
NOTICE OF WORK SESSION
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will meet in a work session on
Tuesday, March 21, 2000, in the American Fork City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing
at 6:30 p.m. The agenda shall be as follows :
WORK SESSION
1.
2.

Discussion regarding the expansion of City buildings.
Adjournment

Dated this 16 day of March, 2000.

Melanie Marsh
Deputy Recorder

-·

'

'.

AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL WORK SESSION MINUTES
MARCH 21,2000

I

(

WORK SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a work session on March 21, 2000, in the City Hall,
commencing at 7:33p.m. Those present included Mayor Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont,
Ricky Storrs, Keith Blake, Tom Hunter, and Don Hampton. Others present included Carl
Wan1ass, Kevin Bennett, Howard Denney, Steve Cornia, Paul Peters, Jay Christensen, Melanie
Marsh, Phyllis Crookston, Robert Crookston, Steve Hatch, Dale Gunther, Daniel Copper, Jess
Green, George Brown, Weston Harmon, and Barbara Christiansen, a member of the press.
DISCUSSION REGARDING THE EXPANSION OF CITY BUILDINGS
Mayor Barratt said one of the first things that the City Council needs to determine is where the
fire and ambulance facility should be located. He said for the "integrity of the development
downtown" the fire and ambulance facility should be moved to another location. He
recommended that the fire and ambulance facility be located on the Chipman Park Property. He
said the City already owns the Chipman Park Property and he believes that site will work well for
a new fire and ambulance facility. Mayor Barratt asked the City Council how it feels about
moving the fire and ambulance facility to a different location.
Councilman Hunter said locating the fire and ambulance facility on the Chipman Park Property is
a good solution since the City already owns the property and the property is big enough to put the
fire and ambulance facility on. He said he is in favor of proceeding with recommending that the
fire and ambulance facility be placed on the Chipman Park Property.
There was some discussion about the size of Chipman Park. It was discussed that the Chipman
Park is about 300 plus feet wide and 150 feet deep. Paul Peters expressed concern about the
Chipman Park not being big enough to put a new fire and ambulance facility on. He said
Chipman Park is narrower than the property that is located up by the American Fork Fitness
Center.
Councilman Blake said it looks like there is some property adjacent to Chipman Park that may be
acquired and combined with the Chipman Park Property to put the fire and ambulance facility on.
It was discussed that the property immediately to the east of the Chipman Park Property is
owned by the Greenwood Family.
Councilman Blake asked about the possibility of phasing the fire and ambulance facility over a
period of five to seven years. He suggested that the fire station could be relocated to the
Chipman Park Property and also suggested that the existing fire and ambulance facility could be
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used to accommodate the ambulance department. He said if the fire station was located on the
Chipman Park Property, the ambulance department could use the large bays and the existing fire
and ambulance station would not need to be remodeled because one of the reasons that it needs to
be remodeled is because the height of the existing ambulance bays are not tall enough to house the
ambulances.
Steve Cornia asked if the City Council is projecting for growth. He said currently the City runs
two ambulances, but there will need to be three in the future so three bays will be needed.
Councilman Blake asked if it would be prudent to consider building a new fire station on the
Chipman Park Site and reserve room for the ambulance so that five or seven years down the road
both the fire and ambulance will be located on the Chipman Park Site. He asked if the existing
fire and ambulance station could be remodeled to provide the men's and women's showers that
are needed now and then five to seven years down the road, the ambulance department could be
moved to the Chipman Park Site with the fire station. The downtown plan could show that
neither the fire nor ambulance station will be included in the downtown city center.
Mayor Barratt again asked the City Council if it wants to move the fire and ambulance station out
of the downtown city center.
Councilman Hampton said moving the fire and ambulance station out of the downtown city center
seems like the only wise thing to do because there is already not enough parking for the
downtown business program and it is going to be a "stretch" to get enough parking for all the
City buildings and for the downtown area as it is.
Steve Hatch asked why the City Council wants to move the fire and ambulance facility out of the
city center. He pointed out that Mayor Barratt organized a committee to look at the City's
building needs and to make some recommendations. Mr. Hatch stated that he was part of the
committee that looked at the City's building needs and he pointed out that the committee made
some recommendations to the City in January 2000. He asked if the City Council has followed-up
on any of the committee's recommendations.
Mayor Barratt said that the City Council has determined that one of the primary concerns with the
downtown area is being able to provide sufficient parking. He explained that by leaving the fire
and ambulance facility in the city center "does not lend itself to what the City Council has
envisioned as far as a park, fountains, and other things." He said the City Council does not think
it is wise for government to take up parking spaces for an area that could be used for parking for
retail areas. He stated that the City Council has discussed that it feels that the fire and
ambulance facility is something that could be moved off out of the city center. Mayor Barratt
stated that the City Council feels that the police station needs to stay in the city center and the
court building also needs to be located in the city center.
Mr. Hatch said he thought that the City might look at "something like the building that was
(City Council Work Session Minutes- March 21 , 2000)
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presented before minus the ambulance and fire station."
Mayor Barratt stated that the City Council has "not made it that far yet." He said at this point,
the City Council is trying to decide if the fire and ambulance facility should be moved out of the
city center. Mayor Barratt stated that the Chipman Park Site is "very close to being a workable
site" for a new fire and ambulance facility. He said the Chipman Park Site may not be perfect,
but a fire and ambulance facility can be designed to work on that site.
Councilman Hampton said that it "is conceivable that the buildings could all be stacked in really
tight and then there would be basically an asphalt jungle with inadequate landscaping and other
things," if the fire and ambulance facility is kept in the city center. He said it makes a lot of
sense to put everything else in the city center, but to relocate the fire and ambulance facility to
another site.
Councilman Storrs said that if it is workable to put the fire and ambulance facility on the Chipman
Park Site, he is ok with moving it to the Chipman Park Site. He stated that the Chipman Park
Site is not his first choice and said that his first choice is the property that is located by the
American Fork Fitness Center.
There was some discussion that the intersection where Main Street hooks into State Street is one
of the dangerous intersections in the State ofUtah according to UDOT studies. It was discussed
that the firemen are concerned about the intersection where Main Street hooks into State Street.
Mayor Barratt said the best location for the fire and ambulance station is at the property located
at 400 North Center, but he knows that some of the City Councilmembers do not support that
location. He said that he does not know if an "ideal location" can be found for the fire and
ambulance station, but down the road the fire and ambulance station needs to be moved out of the
city center. Mayor Barratt said that Chipman Park is "a poor second choice, but it is an option
that does not cost the tax payers anything." He pointed out that if the Chipman Park Site is
used, it will remove a park out of the system. Mayor Barratt said the Chipman Park Site is a
workable site. He said there are a lot of situations where one does not know how things are
going to work, but once things get started things work out fine.
Some of the citizens present thought the City was talking about locating the fire and ambulance
facility at the Bicentennial Park that is located on Center Street. It was clarified that the City is
proposing to locate the fire and ambulance facility at Chipman Park, which is located on 3 00 East
Main Street.
Councilman Blake said if the City commits to moving the fire and ambulance facility out of the
city center, he would like to see it done in a "phased fashion."
Mayor Barratt asked the City Council what it proposes should be done in the city center.
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Councilman Hampton stated that if the City does go with phasing, he is not sure that seven years
is workable. He said the ambulance facility will have to be moved out of the city center before
parking becomes a real issue. He suggested that the concept plans be drawn to show the
ambulance facility being placed with the fire station in the future and also drawn to show the fire
and ambulance facility both being housed at the same location from the start.
Mayor Barratt stated that if the police and court facility is going to be located in the city center,
he would like it so that when the building is dedicated, the landscaping is in and the new facility
presents the image that American Fork City wants to present. He said the City Council needs to
determine where the police station and court building will be located.
Councilman Hunter asked how important it is to keep the fire department and ambulance
department together in one building.
Jay Christensen said in the future it will be more important to keep the fire department and
ambulance department together because the employees in those departments will be cross trained.
Councilmember Belmont said that someone asked her why the ambulance was not dispatched
from the hospital. She pointed out that in many places the ambulance is housed at the hospital.
Mr. Christensen said the American Fork Hospital does not have a place to house the ambulances.
He said the ambulance used to be dispatched from the hospital only because of communications.
He said to house the ambulances at the hospital is too far to one side of the City. He said the
ambulance facility needs to be in a central location.
There was discussion that the fire department personnel and ambulance personnel should be cross
trained. Mr. Cornia said that if American Fork City is going to eventually have a professional
fire department and ambulance department like Orem City, then whenever the ambulance is
dispatched the fire truck will also be dispatched at the same time because of the rescue equipment
contained in the fire apparatus. He said usually the fire department personnel and ambulance
personnel are cross-trained and all operate under public safety. He said it would be very difficult
to separate the fire department and ambulance department.
Mayor Barratt said that he does not think it will cost much more to build a building that will
house both the fire department and ambulance department compared to building a building to
house just the fire department.
Councilman Hampton asked how much it would cost to renovate the existing public safety
building so that the ambulance department could use it, if the City were to proceed with the
phasing option. He asked if the public safety building is useable as is.
Mr. Christensen said for the current ambulance department needs, the existing public safety
building would probably work, but there would have to be some shower facilities put in. He said

\
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that OSHA is currently concerned because there are not men's and women' s shower facilities .
He said the building should probably be seismically upgraded.
Mr. Wanlass pointed out that there some significant mechanical and roofing problems with the
existing public safety building.

Mr. Christensen also pointed out that the boiler floods once in awhile.
Councilmember Belmont asked Councilman Blake to state the recommendations from the
committee that was assigned by Mayor Barratt to come up with some recommendations on the
City's building needs.
Councilman Blake said part of the committee's core recommendation is to have an architect or
some person with some experience in architecture look at some of the more difficult questions
with regard to the City's existing buildings. He said the committee recommended that the
existing public safety building be looked at in regards to structural issues and to see if the existing
public safety building could be used for the ambulance facility. He said another key
recommendation the committee made was to see if there is some possibility of doing some
phasing.
Councilmember Belmont said if the public safety building were refurbished as the "ambulance
headquarters," if the police and court building were located between Church Street and 100 East,
and the existing City Hall stays as City Hall with the City leasing space out of the Harrington
Building it seems to her that would take care of the City's building needs.
Councilman Hampton asked Councilmember Belmont if she was recommending putting the fire
station on the Chipman Park Property.
Councilmember Belmont said she was not recommending that the fire station be put on the
Chipman Property. She said the existing public safety building could be renovated to house both
the fire department and ambulance department.
Councilman Hampton pointed out that if all the City buildings are to remain in the city center,
there will not be adequate parking. He said WITN has indicated that with Apollo's,
Harrington's, the Presbyterian Church's, and the business' s needs on Main Street; it is logistically
impossible to find room for adequate parking.
Councilmember Belmont stated that if the fire station were moved to a location out of the city
center, there ought to be enough parking spaces. She said the best place to put the fire station is
at Main Street and 100 West, which is the property that is south ofE.J. Auto . She said the
property located at Main Street and 100 West is probably very expensive. It was discussed that
the property located at Main Street and 100 West was probably around $11 a square foot.
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Mayor Barratt again asked the City Council what buildings it would recommend putting in the
city center.
There was some discussion about whether MHTN would be the architect that the City would
continue to use. Councilmember Belmont asked why continue using MHTN as the architects.
Mayor Barratt explained that one reason for continuing to use MHTN is because they have
already done a certain amount of work for the City and it would be quicker to use them so that
the City can get the information ready so the City can have a bond election at the end of June.
Councilman Blake asked if the City would have to go out to bid again or asked whether the City
can "single source it."
Mr. Wanlass said the City could "single source it, but it is not required."
There was some discussion that MHTN designed the buildings for $194 a square foot.
Councilman Hampton said that he would like the City Council to explore several options and have
several different architectural firms do some preliminary concept plans that the City Council can
review. Councilman Hampton recommended the following three options that could be used:
1.

Have a site plan that uses the current public safety building for the fire department and
ambulance department plus the design for the court and police building.

2.

Have a site plan that keeps the court and police station still on site, but moves the fire
station over to the Chipman Park Site and leaves the ambulance department in the existing
public safety building and then do some phasing where the ambulance department would
also eventually be moved to the Chipman Park Site.

3.

Have a site plan that shows both the fire station and ambulance facility on the Chipman
Park Property and designs the rest of the City buildings in the city center.

Councilman Hampton said there should be enough options to get some meaningful input from the
public at the public hearings. He said that he would like to have three public hearings.
Jess Green asked what the public hearings are going to be for. He asked if the City will go to
bond prior to the public seeing what the buildings will look like.
Councilman Hampton said the public hearings will be so that the public can comment on the
different site plans. He said the City Council has to decide if the City will go to bond before the
public gets to see what the buildings will look like.

It was discussed that the public should have multiple options.
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Councilman Blake said he would like to get some input from the public on what the public would
like to see for a theme in the downtown square.
Councilmember Belmont stated that she would like to see several concept plans. She said that a
concept plan is a fairly inexpensive item and she would like to see several architectural firms
present those plans. She suggested that some sort of competition could be done so that the City
gets a variety of concept plans from many different architectural firms. Councilmember Belmont
said she does not feel like MHTN showed her very much.
Councilman Hampton said the preliminary site plans need to show the south part of the block.
Mr. Gunther said that he has mentioned to Carl Wanlass that Bank of American Fork is "vitally
interested in the block."
He said that unofficially, he thinks the Bank of American Fork would
be willing to put some money in with the City to ensure that the whole block is improved.
Daniel Copper asked if the concept plans will include the costs of the different options.
Councilman Hampton said the concept plans will include the costs so that each of the options can
be compared against each other.
Mayor Barratt said he thinks the City needs to plan to have the bond election in August, instead
of having it in June. He said he does not think the City has time to get everything ready for a
bond election in June.
Mr. Wanlass pointed out that if the City were going to have a bond election in June, there would
have to be something ready by the first of May.
Councilman Blake asked why they can't have some public input sessions in April.
Mayor Barratt pointed out that there has to be time for the architectural firms to get the concept
plans back to the City, which he estimates will take about 30 days for an architectural firm to put
a plan together. He said there will not be enough time for a bond election in June. Mayor
Barratt said the City Council "really has the cart before the horse on this situation." He said the
City can begin trying to get some conceptual plans now, but the City Council needs to be very upfront with the public and let them know that there will not be a bond election in June. Mayor
Barratt said the City Council needs to "start tying some things down because he does not want to
go out with another date now and have to change that again." He again stated that the City is
not ready for a bond election in June.
Mr. Green asked if it would be good to concentrate on some of the basic plans that the City
already has seen, then make the determination to construct the police and court building with the
specs that the City already has and just go to bond on the police and court building. He said
going to bond on all of the City buildings at once is trying to do too much at one time.
(City Council Work Session Minutes- March 21 , 2000)
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Mayor Barratt pointed out that the City already knows what has to be in the court building and
that dictates what will be in the police station.
Paul Peters asked how the City is going to save money. He stated that the reason the bond "got
killed before was because it cost too much money." He pointed out that the interest rate has gone
up since the last bond election and it will be going up again in June.
Councilman Blake pointed out that the City is talking about giving the public three different
options.
Mr. Peters said, "I do not know what options have to do with it." He again stated that the bond
was defeated once because it cost too much money.
Councilman Blake asked Mr. Peters what he was suggesting.
Mr. Peters said he is not suggesting anything. He said he does not understand why the City is
"locked in with the Harrington Building." Mr. Peters asked what Dr. Bell has done with the
Harrington Building. He said nothing has been done with the Harrington Building since 1972 and
now it is deteriorating down to nothing and the City is talking about restoring it and renting it
from Dr. Bell.
Councilman Hunter said that restoration of the Harrington Building "is just conversation."
Councilman Hampton pointed out that there has not been a decision made to rent the Harrington
Building from Dr. Bell.
Councilman Blake said one option that is being discussed is using the Harrington Building to
accommodate some of City Hall's expansion needs.
Mr. Peters told the City Councilmembers that "if they keep playing with all these options, they
will not be in office when building of the City buildings gets started.

Mr. Hatch said "everyone knows that it is a no brainer with the courts and police building"
because the courts are willing to give the City some money for the courts building. He said the
police and courts building is the City's immediate need because if something is not done soon, the
City will lose the money from the court. He said the City needs to quit arguing about the
location for the fire and ambulance facility and start working on going to bond for the courts and
police facility.
Mr. Christensen said if the ambulance and fire facility is not done now, it will never materialize.

Councilmember Belmont said that when Bill Clinton ran for president the first time, his big slogan
was "It is the Economy, Stupid!" She said the slogan here is "It is the Taxes, Stupid!" She said
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"people do not mind the proposed buildings, but it is the taxes that they do not want."
Councilman Storrs pointed out that if the City has to renovate the Harrington Building, the City
will have to raise taxes. He suggested that the City present the entire package, but divide out the
different elements so that the citizens can vote on what they want.
Councilmember Belmont said she has heard comments from various people that they feel the
police and courts building is needed, but she has not heard people say that a new fire and
ambulance station is needed.
Councilman Storrs said that he has heard citizens talk about the need for a new fire and
ambulance facility.
Councilmember Belmont expressed concern about putting the total package out to the public.
She said the City needs to begin things slowly.
George Brown asked what the status is on the appraisal for the Heritage Convalescent Center.
Mayor Barratt stated that the City received the appraisal today and is in the process of reviewing
it.
Mr. Brown said it is possible that the City could construct the police and courts building without
any tax increase. He expressed concern that the City will not be able to have a building designed
at $1 74 a square foot.
There was some discussion that if the Heritage Convalescent Center was sold, the proceeds from
the sale could be used toward the police and courts building. It was also discussed that the
proceeds from the sale of the Heritage Convalescent Center would not be free and clear.
Mayor Barratt pointed out that the City Council would rather have a bond election than using the
Municipal Building Authority. He said the City Council wants the citizens to know what is
happening and wants the citizens to know that it is obligating themselves to the proposed
buildings.
Mr. Hatch said the City keeps scaring him because it keeps saying that if the City does not act
now, the City is not going to get the money from the court.
Mayor Barratt said if the public does not want the court here, then they should not act on it.
Mr. Hatch said the public is scared if it does not do something and it is sacred if it does
something, which is the reason for the "big apathy." He said, "what difference does it make if I
come out here, you are not listening to what I am saying."
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Mayor Barratt asked the City Council what it would like to do.
Councilmember Belmont said that she prefers a bond election.
Mayor Barratt asked the City Council how it felt about planning for a bond election on August 8,
2000.
Councilmember Belmont said she does not want to rush things. She said there has been some
discussion that a bond election in August might not even work.
Councilman Blake said if the funding works out with the Heritage Convalescent Center that could
be an independent funding source, as well as from the revenue bond. He said another option is
using the Municipal Building Authority.
Councilman Storrs said he thought the motion at the March 14, 2000, City Council Meeting was
to pursue going to the General Obligation Bond with each individual thing and that none of the
members of the City Council felt comfortable using the Municipal Building Authority.
Councilman Blake said what he is saying is that if there is not time to go to bond election, the City
could use the Municipal Building Authority to begin proceeding with the courts and police
building while at the same time pursuing to go to bond election on the other city buildings.
Mayor Barratt asked the City Council if it just wanted to focus on the police and court building at
this time. He pointed out that if the City just wants to focus on the police and court building, it
still needs to plan what will be put in the city center.
Councilmember Belmont said that she would like to see only the police and courts building
pursued at this time because she thinks the public is favorable to a new police and courts building.
Councilman Hunter said that he would like each of the options broken out individually so that the
citizens have a right to choose the buildings that they would like to see built.
Councilmember Belmont expressed concern about putting the entire package out to the public
because she is afraid that the citizens will turn down the police and courts building.
Councilman Hunter said that he did not think that the public would turn down the courts and
police building, if the entire package were put out for the public to vote on each of the elements
of the package. He said that he thinks that there are some citizens that are not stuck on just
voting for the police and courts building. Councilman Hunter said the citizens need an
opportunity to decide on what they want. He said it is not the City Council's job to determine
what it wants, but "it is the City Council's job to put something on the table and let the citizens
decide what they want. "
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Councilmember Belmont agreed with Councilman Hunter that it should be the citizen's decision.
Mr. Copper asked about where the City Hall expansion will be.

Councilman Hunter said the City will need to decide if the Harrington Building will be utilized.
Mr. Copper suggested that the City proceed with the police and courts building, fire and
ambulance facility being located on the Chipman Park Property, and in the meantime decide if the
Harrington Building is an option that is going to work. He suggested that if the Harrington
Building is not going to work, the City could tear down the existing public safety building and
build a new City Hall there.
Mayor Barratt asked Mr. Copper if he was suggesting that the City not go to bond election.
Mr. Copper said he is suggesting that the City go to bond election for the courts and police
building on the warehouse property and the fire and ambulance facility on the Chipman Park
Property at this time, then start deciding on where the City Hall should be located.

There was more discussion on whether the City would lose the funding from the courts, if the
City does not have something in place by October 2000. Mayor Barratt expressed that he did not
know if the City would lose the funding if something was not in place by October 2000.
Mr. Green said if the City Council will go forward with one project at a time, the public will
support the project.
In reference to Mr. Green's above comment, Councilman Storrs said that the problem is not
solved if they move forward with only one project. Councilman Storrs said they need to let the
public tell them what they want.
Councilman Hampton said there is one assumption that voters will not be able to distinguish
between all the elements and will turn down everything. He pointed out that the City Council is
not recommending that the entire package be lumped under one package as it was for the
November 1999 Election. He explained that the City Council is recommending giving the public
some options so they can choose the buildings that they would like to see built at this time.
Mayor Barratt expressed concern about offering too much and it looking like a "retread of the
same thing" that was proposed in November 1999. He suggested that it might be good to offer
the public just the police and courts building at this time.
Phyllis Crookston said the citizens have to know how much their taxes will be raised. She said
that she has mentioned before that there are retired people that are on a limited income. She said
that she is not saying that the proposed buildings would not be nice or not needed. Mrs.
Crookston gave the analogy of taking a cup of water and filling it to the brim and then asking
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someone to put more water in the cup. She said that you can't put more water in the cup when
the cup is all ready full. She said that people are the same way about taxes in that they can't be
asked to pay more taxes when they do not have any more money to pay for taxes.
Mr. Copper said citizens will feel a lot more comfortable about voting for the buildings, if they
can see that the City is willing to sell the Heritage Convalescent Care and do some other things to
save taxes.
Mrs. Crookston said that it is good to be up-front with the citizens. She said that she does not
understand why everything has to be kept "hush hush." She told the City Council that the
citizens are its employer. She encouraged the City Council to be up-front with the citizens. Mrs.
Crookston said that it does not hurt to tell the truth. Mrs. Crookston said the citizens should be
able to know how much the City can sell the Heritage Convalescent Center for.
Councilman Hampton said that the City plans to disclose the amount that the Heritage Center can
be sold for once the representatives from the Heritage Convalescent Center have finished
reviewing the appraisal.
There was some further discussion about getting some concept plans from different architects and
also discussion about some type of compensation being given to the firm that is successful at
coming up with a concept plan that the City likes.
Mayor Barratt asked the City Council not to "get stuck on the issue of the concept plans." He
said the City Council will get some concept plans to look at. Mayor Barratt stated that the
concept plan needs to be from one end of the block to the other end of the block.
Councilman Hampton asked Mayor Barratt if he is recommending that the City only focus on the
police and courts building for the bond election.
Mayor Barratt said that is what he is trying to sort through.
Mr. Gunther said that the committee that Mayor Barratt formed to look at the building needs
recommended that the police and courts building are a priority and that right behind it is the fire
and ambulance facility. He said that from a "political standpoint," it would be good to focus on
the police and courts building. Mr. Gunther said he feels that the police and courts building can
be done with no tax increase. He said that with a little bit of a tax increase, the citizens can get a
new fire and ambulance facility and if they want to pay a little more, the Harrington Building can
be remodeled in order to take care of some of the office needs for City Hall. Mr. Gunther said it
is not good to offer just the best and a "strip down model." He said people need to be given
more choices.
Mr. Gunther said that he feels that the citizens will vote for a new fire and ambulance facility. He
said that he also feels that there are a lot of people in the community that would like to see the
(City Council Work Session Minutes- March 21 , 2000)
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Harrington Building preserved so there is a chance that the citizens would vote for making city
offices in the Harrington Building.
Mayor Barratt expressed concern about waiting until November for the bond election because the
court system might not be happy about that. It was discussed that August would be the better
month to hold the bond election. Mayor Barratt recommended that the City get some concept
plans so that the City Council can review them as quickly as possible. He asked that staff work
on preparing for a bond election in August 2000.
There was more discussion about why the bond election should not be held in November. Mayor
Barratt expressed concern about having the bond election in November. He said one reason he
does not want to have the bond election in November is because there will be a lot of issues on
the ballot and he does not want the proposed project to get "diluted."
Mrs. Crookston asked about the timetable with regards to OSHA's concerns relative to the fire
and ambulance facility. She asked if OSHA is "going to tell the ambulance department to shut
down."
Mr. Cornia and Mr. Christensen both said that OSHA could come in at any time and tell the
ambulance or whoever to shut down, if they are not in compliance.
Mr. Copper asked if it is possible to go to a bond election without "architectural final drawings,"
but just inform the public of where the City would like to put each of the various buildings.
Mayor Barratt said the City Council wants to explain to the public what it is envisioning. He said
the City needs to have the architectural drawings before it goes to bid.

It was discussed that the costs will be broken down for each option.
Mr. Green expressed concern about the public generating money to restore the Harrington
Building when the City does not even own that building.
Mayor Barratt said there are a number of citizens that would like to see the Harrington Building
restored. He stated that the Harrington Building needs to be designed into the overall plan for
the block.
Mr. Green said he does not have a problem with designing the Harrington Building into the block,
but he is concerned about putting money into something that the City does not own.
Mayor Barratt said that before the City goes to the bond election, he assumes that the City will
have some type of commitment on the Harrington Building so the City will know which direction
it should go.

(City Council Work Session Minutes- March 21 , 2000)
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Mr. Brown suggested that the public should be involved in the decision process for the concept
plan that will be chosen.

Mayor Barratt stated that there will be a series of public hearings to get input from the citizens
regarding the design of the buildings.
Mr. Copper suggested that the citizens be allowed to participate in designing the buildings much
like they did for the library, instead of being presented two or three different ideas and being
asked to choose one.
There was some discussion about starting over with a new architectural firm . It was pointed out
that when the City chose MHTN there were 17 other architectural firms that submitted concept
plans.
Mayor Barratt said the City wants a concept plan that it likes and it does not care who does it.
He said "whoever the contractor is can build whatever is designed." Councilmember Belmont
said the contractor should be chosen last and the architectural firm should be chosen first. She
said that when the City was working with MHTN, she felt like MHTN "was dancing to
Jacobsen's tune."
Councilman Hampton said he likes the idea of offering the citizens some choices.
Mr. Peters pointed out that when property taxes are talked about, it is usually the homeowners
that come out to vote.
Councilman Blake said that all three of the options are good approaches. He said the concept
plan is the key to getting started.
Mayor Barratt thanked everyone for being present and thanked those people who gave their input.
Councilman Hampton asked when the public hearings will begin.
Mayor Barratt said the public hearings will begin the first part of April.
ADJOURNMENT
The meeting adjourned at 8:52p.m.

Melanie Marsh

(City Council Work Session Minutes- March 21 , 2000)
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
MARCH 23, 2000
NOTICE OF WORK SESSION
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in a work session on Thursday, March 23, 2000, in the American
Fork City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 4:00 p.m.
The agenda shall be as follows:
WORK SESSION
1.
2.
3.

Discussion of items for the upcoming March 28,
Council meeting.
Other business.
Adjournment.

Dated this 20 day of March, 2000 .

e__ YL~ (QQt
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
MARCH 23, 2000
WORK SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a work session on March 23,
2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 4:01 p.m.
Those present
included Mayor Pro-tem Councilman Don Hampton, Councilmembers Juel
Belmont, Keith Blake, and *Tom Hunter.
Others present included
Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn, Howard Denney, Jim Hardy, Steve
Cornia, and Rod Despain.
Mayor Barratt was excused.
Mayor Pro-tem Councilman Don Hampton Chaired the meeting.
DISCUSSION OF ITEMS FOR THE UPCOMING MARCH 28, 2000, CITY COUNCIL
MEETING
It was determined that Finance Committee on March 28, 2000, would
need to start at 6:30 p.m.
Mayor Pro-tem Councilman Don Hampton asked City Administrator Carl
Wanlass to review the items on the agenda.
Public Hearing
7:20 p.m. - Receiving of public comment regarding a zone change
request at 610 West 1040 North from the existing RA-1 to the R19000, single family residential zone
Carl Wanlass explained that the information on the zone change was
provided.
Regular Session
Item #1 - Review and action on an Ordinance approving a zone change
at 610 West 1040 North from the existing RA-1 to the R1-9000,
single family residential zone
The Ordinance was provided.
Item #2 - Review and action on a site plan to allow for a public
service sign for American Fork Hospital on the north west corner of
1100 East State that is larger in size than called for by the
Development Code
*Councilman Tom Hunter arrived.
Councilmember Belmont noted that they would be moving the existing
sign that was on the other side of the street.
Item #3 - Review and action on a development agreement for Baker
Estates at 275 East 500 North
1

Mr. Wanlass explained that the Finance Committee had previously
approved the purchasing of the excess water right.
Item #4 - Review and action on a utility agreement with Lindon City
Carl Wanlass explained that this was really a tentative agreement.
Councilman Hunter explained that people at public works did not
like it at all.
Mr. Wanlass believed that the Lindon City Council had addressed the
agreement earlier this week.
Councilman Hunter suggested that this area should be a part of
American Fork if they want services.
Councilmember Belmont noted that it was a conflict with them
allowing Barnes Bullet to build in Lindon with a well and septic
tank.
Mr. Wanlass noted that it was Barnes Bullets who had made the
request of American Fork and it was not Lindon City.
Councilman Hampton felt that the new interchange would help a lot
to determine annexation lines.
Councilman Blake asked if there was a cost in doing this.
Mr. Wanlass explained that whatever the cost was would be absorbed
by Lindon City.
Councilman Blake observed that the issue was that part of the
responsibility
for
Lindon annexing
the
territory was
the
responsibility to provide services.
Carl Wanlass stated that Lindon City maintained that they were
doing that now .
Councilmember Belmont asked if this agreement should have gone to
the Planning Commission for their review.
City Engineer Howard Denney explained that was true for extension
of services but this was just for connection to existing services.
In the case of the agreement with Highland City, there was benefit
to American Fork City by getting septic tanks users out of the
City's well protection zone.
Councilman Blake suggested that a different schedule of costs be
considered.
Councilman Hampton asked what was
potentially not liking it.

the reason of the

staff for

Carl Wanlass responded that a long time ago when Lindon City became
aggressive and annexed the property, (1981) it was indicated to
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them that they could not service that area and that it was in
American Fork's Policy Declaration area.
Now, Lindon City wants
American Fork to provide the services.
Councilman Hampton asked if they had the support of the property
owners when they annexed it.
Richard Colborn reported that Ellery Sagers had told him that he
did not know that his land was annexed to Lindon City for two years
afterwards.
Councilman Blake supported the
American Fork City.

adjustment

of

that

property to

Councilman Hampton noted that property owners could file in the
court to de annex. He asked if it was a lengthy process. No one
knew how long it would take.
Councilman Hunter suggested that there were other alternatives
including participation in the receipt of their taxes.
Councilman Blake explained that the underlying principle was that
when a property was annexed,
the annexing entity had a
responsibility.
Mr . Wanlass noted that American Fork had a working agreement with
Highland on sewer and water.
Councilmember Belmont felt that staff knew what they were talking
about .
Fire hydrants near Barnes Bullets were on American Fork's water
system.
Councilman Hampton asked staff to find out how costly and how
lengthy a lawsuit to de annex would be.
It went deeper than
annexation and was a property right issue.
If a property owner
should have protested back then, but they still cannot get
services, they should have some recourse.
Carl Wanlass felt that Barnes Bullets was comfortable with their
present situation.
Councilman Blake asked for additional background information on
some of those things.
Mr. Wanlass would get that information.
Councilman Blake felt that an appropriate economic response needed
to be provided to their request.
Item #5
Review and action on appointment
Neighbors in Action :program

of members

to the

Councilman Hampton stated that Chad Hendry would have some names in
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time for the City Council meeting.
Item #6 - Discussion and action on selection of a team leader for
the 21st Century Communities Program
Mr. Wanlass reported that Mayor Barratt would be appointing a team
leader and team members.
Item #7 - Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method of
satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the plat
recorded
a.
Review and action on the final plat of
Subdivision Plat A at 610 West 1040 North
This was a one lot subdivision.

Searle Hills

The plat was provided.

Item #8 - Review and action on an Ordinance adopting the Uniform
Code for Building Conservation
Carl Wanlass reported that Kevin Bennett had provided a memo and
proposed Ordinance.
Councilman Blake explained that he had talked to Don Hartley. He
observed that the City's inspectors could use the UCBC under the
current UBC.
He suggested that the Council pass an intent
Resolution that acknowledged and confirmed that the City's
inspectors were authorized to use the UCBC and that it was the
intent of the Council that they do so and use their judgement. In
that way the City Council would send a clear message that the UCBC
was there and that they were already authorized to do it without
having to pass a Code that the City Attorney had expressed concern
about.
The City's inspectors had been uneasy in using the UCBC,
but if the City Council passed a Resolution acknowledging that and
confirming that they had the authority to use the UCBC and that it
was the intent to use the UCBC along with their judgement, that
would get around the City Attorney's concern.
Councilmember Belmont noted that the whole intent was to help
anyone that had a house that was more than 50 years old.
They
needed the UCBC in order not to have to put in unusual things that
were not necessary.
Councilman Hampton felt that the discussion in the end shed some
light on the powers of staff. Even with the UCBC in place, if it
was their opinion that something was life threatening they could
require more than the UCBC allowed.
He supported Councilman
Blake's suggestion.
Councilrnember Belmont felt that it would be good if they could give
the City inspector's the direction that the Council would like to
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see them use it.
Councilman Blake felt they could monitor it and see.
Item #9 - Review and action on a Resolution establishing a meeting
room policy at the library
Carl Wanlass noted that this was an item that had been continued
from a previous meeting.
Kevin Bennett had met with the Library
Board and he recommended the changes as presented.
Item #10
Review and action on a
internet use policy at the Library

Resolution establishing an

Carl Wanlass explained that this also was a continuation item and
that Kevin Bennett had met with the Library Board.
A filtering
system would be used at the library.
It would be provided at no
cost.
Item #11
Review and
ambulance use base rate

action

on

a

Resolution

increasing

the

Carl Wanlass explained that the new Resolution and the old fee
schedule were provided .
It was about a $9 increase and included
small increases in some additional miscellaneous items.
The
maximums were set by the State.
Item #12
Review
Entertainment Group

and

action

on

an

agreement

with

Romeo

Mr. Wanlass stated that this item went along with the next one.
Item #13 - Review and action on a contract with the William Morris
Agency regarding the Steel Days Variety Show
Carl Wanlass explained that Romeo Entertainment Group would monitor
the contract and look out for the City's benefit. The black lines
drawn through the contract were from them.
The Chairperson over
the Variety Show Sherrie Fraughton was the one who had been working
to put it together. Mayor Barratt had stated that he would like to
have a neat Variety Show.
It would be a country western group.
They had a budget of about $35,000 to put on the Variety Show.
Councilmember Belmont observed that it was very interesting to
review the items in the contract.
Mr. Wanlass suggested that they were up to about $34,500.
He
expressed confidence in Ms. Fraughton's ability to do the job.
Item #14
Report and
including change orders

action

on

construction

projects

There were no change orders presented.
Item #15 - Report and action on Planning Commission items
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items

Councilman Hunter would make the report at City Council meeting .
Item #16 - Review and action on the March 14, 2000, minutes
There was no discussion on this item.
Item if17 - Review and action on the March 21, 2000, work session
minutes
There was no discussion on this item.
Item if18 - Review and action on the March 23, 2000, work session
minutes
There was no discussion on this item.
Item #19
Finance Committee Report
approval of City bills for payment

including

action

on

the

There was no discussion on this item.
Item #20 - Review and action on entering into an Executive Session
to discuss litigation and property acquisition
There was no discussion on this item.
Item #21 - Review and action on a settlement agreement
There was no discussion on this item.
Item #22 - Review and action on property acquisition
There was no discussion on this item.
OTHER BUSINESS
Carl Wanlass reported that Mayor Barratt had asked him to let the
Council know that at the April 11, 2000, City Council meeting, he
would like to put to bed the issue of whether they were going to
retain the current design build team or not. The Council needed to
at least let them know where they stood.
Richard Colborn reported that Mayor Barratt had asked him to amend
the March 28, 2000, City Council agenda to include a presentation
by the Youth Council regarding the need for a community bulletin
board.
Jim Hardy reported that they Youth Council would be ready.
Councilman Blake explained that he would like to have the Council
express support of the 2000 Census .
Carl Wanlass explained that City staff was involved in it .
Councilman Hampton suggested that Mayor Barratt may want to comment
6

on it .
Councilman Hunter reported that at the recent Planning Seminar in
St. George, there was a room set up that was open from 11:00 a.m.
to 2:00 p.m. to help people fill out the census in Spanish or
English or whatever language and to answer questions.
Councilmember Belmont noted that she had not heard from Wayne
Patterson and that she was waiting to hear from him.
ADJOURNMENT

Thei: i~• w~rned at 4:38p.m.
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
MARCH 28, 2000
*AMENDED - NOTICE AND AGENDA
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on March 28, 2000, in the American Fork
City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p.m.
The
agenda shall be as follows:
PUBLIC HEARINGS
7:20p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding a zone change
request at 610 West 1040 North from the existing RA-1 to
the Rl-9000, single family residential zone.
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
*3.
4.
5.
6.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period - limited to two minutes
per person.
Presentation by the Youth Council regarding the need for a
Community Bulletin Board.
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports.
Mayor's report.
ACTION ITEMS

1.
2.

3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

8.
9.

Review and action on an Ordinance approving a zone change at
610 West 1040 North from the existing RA-1 to the Rl-9000,
single family residential zone.
Review and action on a site plan to allow for a public service
sign for American Fork Hospital on the north west corner of
1100 East State that is larger in size than called for by the
Development Code.
Review and action on a development agreement for Baker Estates
Subdivision at 275 East 500 North.
Review and action on a utility agreement with Lindon City.
Review and action on appointment of members to the Neighbors
in Action program.
Discussion and action on the selection of a team leader for
the 21st Century Communities Program.
Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method
of satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the
plat recorded.
a.
Review and action on the final plat of Searle Hills
Subdivision Plat A consisting of one lot at 610 West 1040
North.
Review and action on an Ordinance adopting the Uniform Code
for Building Conservation.
Review and action on a Resolution establishing a meeting room
1

10 .
11.
12 .
13.
14.
15.
16.
17 .
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.

policy at the Library .
Review and action on a Resolution establishing an internet use
policy at the Library.
Review and action on a Resolution increasing the ambulance use
base rate.
Review and action on an agreement with Romeo Entertainment
Group .
Review and action on a contract with the William Morris Agency
regarding the Steel Days Variety Show.
Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders.
Report and action on Planning Commission items.
Review and action on the March 14, 2000 , minutes.
Review and action on the March 21, 2000, work session minutes.
Review and action on the March 23, 2000, work session minutes
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
Review and action on entering into an Executive Session to
discuss litigation and property acquisition.
Review and action on a settlement agreement.
Review and action on property acquisition.
Adjournment .

Dated this 24 day of March , 2000 .

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
MARCH 28, 2000
NOTICE AND AGENDA
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on March 28, 2000, in the American Fork
City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p.m.
The
agenda shall be as follows:
PUBLIC HEARINGS
7 : 2 0 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding a zone change
request at 610 West 1040 North from the existing RA-1 to
the Rl-9000, single family residential zone.
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period - limited to two minutes
per person .
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports .
Mayor ' s report.
ACTION ITEMS

1.
2.

3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

8.
9.
10.

Review and action on an Ordinance approving a zone change at
610 West 1040 North from the existing RA-1 to the Rl-9000,
single family residential zone.
Review and action on a site plan to allow for a public service
sign for American Fork Hospital on the north west corner of
1100 East State that is larger in size than called for by the
Development Code.
Review and action on a development agreement for Baker Estates
Subdivision at 275 East 500 North.
Review and action on a utility agreement with Lindon City.
Review and action on appointment of members to the Neighbors
in Action program.
Discussion and action on the selection of a team leader for
the 21st Century Communities Program.
Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects ,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval ; 2 ) method
of satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the
plat recorded.
a.
Review and action on the final plat of Searle Hills
Subdivision Plat A consisting of one lot at 610 West 1040
North.
Review and action on an Ordinance adopting the Uniform Code
for Building Conservation.
Review and action on a Resolution establishing a meeting room
policy at the Library.
Review and action on a Resolution establishing an internet use
1

11.
12.
13.
14.
15 .
16.
17 .
18.
19 .
20.
21.
22.
23.

police at the Library.
Review and action on a Resolution increasing the ambulance use
base rate.
Review and action on an agreement with Romeo Entertainment
Group .
Review and action on a contract with the William Morris Agency
regarding the Steel Days Variety Show.
Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders .
Report and action on Planning Commission items.
Review and action on the March 14, 2000, minutes.
Review and action on the March 21 , 2000, work session minutes .
Review and action on the March 23, 2000, work session minutes
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
Review and action on entering into an Executive Session to
discuss litigation and property acquisition.
Review and action on a settlement agreement.
Review and action on property acquisition.
Adjournment.

Datefl7L~Qfif

March , 2000 .

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
MARCH 28, 2000
PUBLIC HEARING- 7:20 P.M. -RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
A ZONE CHANGE REQUEST AT 610 WEST 1040 NORTH FROM THE EXISTING RA-1
TO THE R1-9000, SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL ZONE
The American Fork City Council met in a public hearing on March 28,
2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:22 p.m.
Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont, Keith
Blake, Tom Hunter, Don Hampton, and Ricky Storrs. Others present
included Richard Colborn, Carl Wanlass, Jim Hardy, Howard Denney,
Christie Reimschussel, Mr. & Mrs. Bill Jacob, Barbara Christiansen,
Sherrie Fraughton, Mr. & Mrs. Jeffrey Searle, and 7 citizens.
Mayor Barratt explained that the purpose of the hearing was to
receive public comment regarding a change in zone at 610 West 1040
North from the existing RA-1 to the R1-9000 zone.
He asked for
comments.
Mr. & Mrs.
questions.

Jeffrey

Searle

were

in

attendance

to

answer

any

There being no comment, the hearing concluded at 7:24 p.m.
REGULAR SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a regular session on March
28, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:30p.m. Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont Keith
Blake, Don Hampton, Tom Hunter, and Ricky Storrs. Others present
included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn, Howard Denney, Jim Hardy,
Christie Reimschussel, Terry Fox, Paul Peters, Jay Christensen, Mr.
& Mrs. Bill Jacob, Barbara Christiansen, Sherrie Fraughton, Mr. &
Mrs. Jeffrey Searle, Denise Pedersen, former Mayor Jess Green, Judy
Price, J.H. Hadfield, Lindon City Administrator Ott Dameron, Scouts
from Troops 821 & 1149, Kevin Bennett, Dale Gunther, and 12
citizens.
Matthew Thomas from Troop 821 led the Pledge of Allegiance and
Jeffrey Searle offered the prayer.
TWENTY MINUTE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD - LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES PER
PERSON
Denise Pedersen felt that the Book Brigade on Saturday was
wonderful for her and her family.
It was an opportunity for them
to provide service.
She thanked Library Director Christie
Reimschussel for letting them get involved.
Mayor Barratt noted that the turn out far exceeded their
expectations. One of the news individuals made a rough count and
estimated that there were 1,751 individuals.
1

Sandy Siebold explained that she had the business Jazzercise at 60
West Main Street.
She felt that the beautification plans for
downtown were wonderful explained that she was a chamber executive
for Pleasant Grove and as such helped with downtown Pleasant Grove.
There was now a pocket park in downtown American Fork.
Ms. Siebold continued that there was no parking. Right now in the
area there was a big issue with private parking owners. The owners
that own the parking lots needed to allow people to park there
without being frightened of being towed away if they were going to
use the pocket park that the City was going to pay for.
As a
business owner, she would be more than happy to help with the
process or put money into a fund that would allow people to come
and enjoy downtown.
There were at least 5 businesses on Main
Street, Six Stars, Yogurt Parlor, Harmony & Rhythm, Jazzercise, and
Christensens who all have kids and moms coming into that parking
lot.
When people were being told that they could not park there
any longer because maybe they go to Jazzercise and the owner was
not providing funds to a private owner, yet they go to the Yogurt
Parlor afterwards to pick up an ice cream.
It was great to
beautify downtown, but in the process the owners of that property
needed to be talked with.
In order to really use downtown, you
need to park.
The Family Floral had private parking.
American
Fork Vision Center had illegal private parking signs there. When
there were moms and kids that park down by the American Fork Vision
Center and walk clear down to Jazzercise and the Yogurt Parlor,
that was not conducive of what she felt American Fork was trying to
do.
Bill Jacob reported that he had read an article in the Deseret News
that the City had settled with four or five officers in the police
lawsuit in an amount of $60,000.
He asked Mayor Barratt if that
was correct.
Mayor Barratt stated that some officers had settled.
Bill Jacob asked if the settlement agreements were available to the
public.
Mayor Barratt did not know,
lawsuit was on going.
PRESENTATION BY THE YOUTH
COMMUNITY BULLETIN BOARD

but doubted that they were as the
COUNCIL

REGARDING

THE

NEED

FOR

A

Jim Hardy was present and explained that in the summer months,
people have a need to sell items and have a yard sale and in
conjunction with those needs they post signs on the street corners
and utility poles.
The Youth Council has proposed a community
bulletin board where people could have a sign and people could come
to and get the list of sales for that date.
It would meet the
needs of the community and it would clean up the community and at
the close of the event, it would ensure that the sign was removed.
It could be placed on the parking lot south of the public safety
building.
He displayed a model of what the sign would look like.
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The bulletin board portion would be 4' x 8' and could hold fliers
for up to 24 events.
Councilmember Belmont felt it was a good idea and had been talked
about for a long time.
She would also like to see the "no signs"
signs removed from the power poles.
Keith Alexander noted that someone would need to take charge of the
bulletin board.
Mayor Barratt noted that the Youth Council would take some
responsibility for policing the bulletin board and keeping it up to
date.
Councilman Storrs applauded Jim Hardy and the Youth Council and
they were looking forward to the project.
REPORT OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR
Carl Wanlass distributed a new calendar of events based on the
decision of the Council to work toward an August bond election. He
distributed some schematic drawings but noted that they did not
copy very well. He added that another work session would probably
be needed to sit down and review any changes that may be wanted.
Mr. Wanlass explained that the first page was the site plan that
went to the voters including the courts, police, administration,
and moving the ambulance and fire off site.
The second was a site plan that just included the court and police
and removed the public safety building off site and allowed for
future expansion.
The third was a site plan to see if fire and ambulance would fit on
Chipman Park.
The fourth were police,
building being retained.

courts,

and the current public

safety

Councilmember Belmont asked where the drawings came from.
Mr. Wanlass reported that they were done by MHTN.
Mayor Barratt scheduled a work session for 6:30 p.m. on Thursday,
March 30, 2000.
COUNCIL REPORTS
Councilman Blake reported that the Historical and Beautification
Committees had walked through the Veterans Hall and viewed some
plaster that had cracked which appeared to have been caused by some
water problems in the roof.
It would be good to have the problem
looked at.
He reported that Ned Veater had done some good work
there.
It was interesting to see the pictures there.
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Councilman Blake reported that the passes to the Fitness Center for
one month at a dollar were sold out in a couple of days. He would
like to look at doing that again. The intent was served.
Councilman Blake reported that he had received a call from the
northwest part of town by the Legacy Park. They noted that there
was a need to have a baseball park.
Carl Wanlass stated that was the plan, but it was a funding issue.
Parks Superintendent Cal Houghton was putting costs together.
Councilman Blake expressed his pleasure at
people at the Book Brigade .

seeing up

to 2, 000

Sherrie Fraughton asked if the meeting with the Beautification and
the Historical Committee was just for the Committee Chairs or for
everyone.
Councilman Blake explained that he had received a call if he would
come and look at the building.
Councilmember Belmont stated that the Beautification Committee had
called her for a report that had been done years ago.
She gave
them a copy and Mary Fox asked if she would go over to the
building.
Councilman Storrs reported that he had gone with the Youth to the
Youth Council conference in Logan. They came back with some good
ideas. He thanked the Council for letting the kids attend.
Councilman Hampton complimented Ned Veater on his efforts at the
Veterans Building.
He asked that the efforts of Beautification
Chairman Mary Fox be remembered as well.
Councilman Hampton reported that the Youth Soloist Symphony would
be held at the American Fork Junior High School on April 17, 2000.
He encouraged all to attend.
Councilman Hampton thanked Melanie Marsh who put together a
newsletter for the Neighbors in Action program on short notice.
They will be going out monthly.
There was a section included to
share your views with the Mayor.
Councilmember Belmont reported on the Library Book Brigade noting
that the Library Board had done a wonderful job. The planning was
very good.
She was pleased with the huge turn out.
The Grand
Opening would be announced soon.
Councilmember Belmont thanked the Police Traffic Division for
slowing people down and giving tickets.
There were people that
appreciated there efforts.
Councilman Hunter would discuss his business later.
MAYOR'S REPORT
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Mayor Barratt reported that Linda Walton from Downtown American
Fork Inc . would be making a presentation to the Chamber of Commerce
on Thursday , April 1 3 , 2000, at Noon at the Quality Inn & Suites .
Mayor Barratt reminded everyone to fill out their Census 2000
forms. There were 275 million that would be contacted; 2.2 million
in the State of Utah .
It would determine Congressional
Representation and provide information to redraw boundaries for
Congressional and State Districts.
Councilman Hampton noted that the effective date was April 1st, and
they have reminded us three times now to mail it in. He reported
that he had a granddaughter that was just born today.
ACTION ITEMS
REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A ZONE CHANGE AT 610
WEST 1040 NORTH FROM THE EXISTING RA-1 TO THE Rl-9000, SINGLE
FAMILY RESIDENTIAL ZONE
Councilman Tom Hunter moved to adopt Ordinance No. 2000 - 03-10
amending the City's official zone map to change the zone
designation at 610 West 1040 North from the existing RA-1 to the
R1-9000 , single family residential zone.
Councilman Storrs
seconded the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A SITE PLAN TO ALLOW FOR A PUBLIC SERVICE SIGN
FOR AMERICAN FORK HOSPITAL ON THE NORTH WEST CORNER OF 1100 EAST
STATE THAT IS LARGER IN SIZE THAN CALLED FOR BY THE DEVELOPMENT
CODE
Hospital Administrator Keith Alexander was present.
Councilman Hampton observed that the
reviewed and recommended the request.

Planning

Commission

had

Councilman Hampton moved to approve the proposed American Fork
Hospital sign as presented subject to: 1) The sign being relocated
northward of the location shown on the initial site plan in order
to provide a more safe sight distance, and receipt by the Engineer
of a revised site plan showing the new location, and 2) Receipt of
a copy of the easement document from the property owner granting
the hospital the right to place the sign on the premises.
Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion.

Jess Green asked about the size of the sign.
Rod Despain explained that public service signs did not need
Council approval if they were up to 24 square feet.
This was a
little more.
All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT FOR BAKER ESTATES
SUBDIVISION AT 275 EAST 500 NORTH
5

Jeff Jackson was present representing the developer .
Councilman Hunter noted that the Planning Commission had not yet
reviewed the agreement and he would probably recommend to table
action until it was reviewed.
Jeff Jackson noted that they had been working on this for some
time.
They started working on the final list eight weeks ago and
had been diligently working on that.
They were under the
understanding that this was the last action needed.
An $80 , 000
loan was incurred and they could not sell lots until the plat was
recorded . They were told by City employees that this was the l ast
action. He asked for consideration by the Counci l.
Mayor Barratt explained that there had been a mix up and it should
have gone to the Planning Commission first. The developer did not
realize he had to go to any other meetings.
It could be approved
subject to Planning Commission approval. He simply did what he was
told to do.
He was under the impression that the City and they
could sign it.
Councilman Blake felt that it could be approved subject to Planning
Commission approva l.
Councilmember Belmont asked for J.H.
comment.

Hadfield or Rod Despain to

Rod Despain noted that development agreements were mostly in the
form of an annexation agreement. The Planning Commission prepares
t he agreement . In this account they approved the subdivision . The
need for a development agreement was placed on the plat. This was
an atypical arrangement. There was no question. The ordinance was
very specific that the Planning Commission had to review it. There
were some outstanding things including, Kevin's review. There had
been some confusion.
Rod Despain noted that there were two options, one to table and the
other would be approval conditioned upon legal review, completion
of the outstanding matters, and that it go to the Planning
Commission for review.
Planning Commission Chairman J.H . Hadfield noted that their agenda
could be amended to include this item and it could be discussed at
their April 5 , 2000 , meeting.
Mayor Barratt noted that the problem was
individual, it was created by the City.

not

created by

the

Councilman Hunter moved to approve the agreement subject to its
legal review and approval, and subject to the receipt by the
Planning Commission of the revised documents and water rights and
revision of the language in the temporary cul-de-sac easement.
Councilman Blake seconded the motion.
All were in favor, with
Councilmember Belmont voting a "qualified aye."
The motion
carried.
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REVIEW AND ACTION ON A UTILITY AGREEMENT WITH LINDON CITY
Lindon City Administrator Ott Dameron was present representing
Lindon City. He explained that the agreement had changed quite a
bit from the original draft at the request of Staff to provide
additional safeguards. This was brought about by an application to
Lindon City by a developer to build a light industrial building in
the northwest corner of Lindon City that bordered American Fork
City .
Lindon City spent $400, 000 to bring utilities to that
portion of the City.
They were not brought that far however,
hoping that development would bring them the rest of the way. They
still hoped that would happen when the new interchange was built.
This was a very temporary measure. He asked for any questions.
Councilmember Belmont was very reluctant to do this noting that
everyone she had talked to was not in favor of it. She could not
vote for it.
Councilman Storrs felt that the ground should have been in the City
that could provide the services to begin with . He would not vote
for it .
Mr. Dameron explained that it was to be just a temporary measure,
good neighbor policy sort of thing. It was done between cities all
the time.
Councilman Hampton asked about the good neighbor policy when it was
annexed .
Mr . Dameron noted that he was not in this position then and did not
know the particulars .
Councilman Blake asked what temporary was.
Ott Dameron explained that they were not sure.
years or shorter or even longer.

It could be five

Carl Wanlass noted that there was a penalty if it went beyond five
years .
Jess Green reminded those in the audience that he sat in a meeting
as Chairman of the Planning Commission along with Jerry Edwards in
Lindon City to discuss the matter of annexation. It was suggested
that they relinquish the property, and return that which was in the
American Fork Policy Declaration Area as they could not serve it.
They were informed very bluntly, by he believed Lindon City Mayor
McMullen, that the property would be returned to American Fork when
they allowed Lindon City to get into the Timp Sewer Plant. It was
the City's position and was so stated that it was taken
surreptitiously in the first place and that it ought to be placed
back in the County or American Fork City. The property owners were
not aware of all of the implications and some were not aware that
they were taken into Lindon City. Max Graff was not aware.
Jess Green stated that it was his opinion that if they could do
7

anything down there, because of the old problems created some years
ago, the best thing would be the area returned to American . Fork
City that was in their Policy Declaration Area and then work
something out. He did not think that Lindon City should capitalize
on something they took surreptitiously.
Ott Dameron did not discount anything that was said, but noted that
there were new players, a new mayor, a new City Administrator and
they were not there when that took place. Was that relevant today
in the relationship between the two cities was his question.
Jess Green acknowledged that there were new players and good people
on both sides and they were in a position to solve the problem. It
had left a bitter feeling.
Mayor Barratt noted that everything involved was on American Fork
City's part. Part of willing to be a good neighbor was getting the
field a little more level.
Mayor Barratt commented that there were some issues that he had not
yet been able to address with Mayor Ellertson regarding Lindon not
being the best neighbor to American Fork.
Ott Dameron asked what those issues were.
Mayor Barratt noted that there had been some meetings regarding the
new off ramp that they had not been notified of.
Mr. Dameron
meetings.

felt

that

the

City's

representatives

were

at

the

Mayor Barratt noted that they were there, but they did not know of
the meeting until that day.
Some meetings had been held that
involved American Fork's road systems and the City had not been
notified.
Mr. Dameron thought that they were working with the City's Staff.
Mayor Barratt stated that he was receiving notification at a very
late time.
Mr. Dameron apologized if that had happened.
Mayor Barratt commented that American Fork needed to be respectful
of the City's neighbors and see if there was a solution.
Councilman Blake noted that part of the reason it was in the
American Fork declared intent was because of the geography of the
area.
Part of the responsibility of annexing was to provide
services.
Mayor Barratt asked if the Council wanted to table or offer further
discussion.
Paul Peters did not know why we would want to provide services to
8

Lindon City.
Mayor Barratt reported that Ellery Sagers' step son had not known
that it was annexed into Lindon.
Councilman Hunter asked to review the annexation area and see what
kind of support there was for a de annexation from Lindon.
Jess Green stated that he had received a call from Richard
Williamson, but he did not understand the problem about services.
A lot of this needed to be looked at by both communities.
Councilmember Belmont moved to
second.

table

the

issue.

There was no

Mayor Barratt declared the motion dead for the lack of a second.

Mayor Barratt thanked Ott Dameron for coming to the meeting.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO THE NEIGHBORS IN
ACTION PROGRAM
This item would be placed on the next agenda.
DISCUSSION AND ACTION ON THE SELECTION OF A TEAM LEADER FOR THE
21ST CENTURY COMMUNITIES PROGRAM
This item would be placed on the next agenda.
REVIEW
AND
ACTION
ON
SUBDIVISIONS,
COMMERCIAL
PROJECTS,
CONDOMINIUMS, AND PUD'S INCLUDING 1) PLAT APPROVAL; 2) METHOD OF
SATISFACTION OF WATER RIGHTS REQUIREMENTS; 3) POSTING OF AN
IMPROVEMENT BOND OR SETTING OF A TIME FRAME FOR IMPROVEMENT
INSTALLATION; AND 4) AUTHORIZATION TO SIGN THE FINAL PLAT AND
ACCEPTANCE OF ALL DEDICATIONS TO THE PUBLIC AND TO HAVE THE PLAT
RECORDED
a.

Review and action on the final plat of Searle Hills
Subdivision Plat A consisting of one lot at 610 West 1040
North
Councilman Hunter moved approval of the Searle Hills
Subdivision Plat A and to authorize the Mayor and Council
to sign the plat, accept the dedications, and have the
plat recorded, subject to: 1} Receipt of one acre foot of
water rights, 2} Receipt of a notice of approval from the
irrigation company, and 3} the improvements would be
satisfied by the posting of a bond.
Councilmember
Belmont seconded the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING THE UNIFORM CODE FOR
BUILDING CONSERVATION

(
Councilman Blake understood that the staff and inspectors had the
authority to use the UCBC now.
It may be more fruitful to pass a
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Resolution that acknowledges that and confirms that and specifies
the intent that staff use their discretion and use the UCBC. This
would have the same effect without having to put the Ordinance in
place. It may be a helpful thing to do especially because the UCBC
would be changing over the next few years.
They could adopt the
1997 version and make it clear that it was the intent of the City
Council that the inspectors use the UCBC particularly in historical
buildings along with using their latitude and discretion.
Councilman Blake moved that they pass a Resolution where in the
City Council confirms and acknowledges that the City Staff has
authority to use the UCBC and that it was the Council's intent that
they use that particularly with historical structures as requests
came and that they use their discretion particularly with regard to
safety issues, but allow the latitude for requests that fall within
the area where they could effectively use the UCBC, and that since
they have the authority to use it, that the Council express the
intent that they use it.

Mayor Barratt asked if he wanted to help staff prepare a Resolution
and then have the Council ratify it.
Councilman Blake asked if the Council felt this approach would be
productive.
It would give clear direction that it was the
Council's intent that they use it.
Kevin Bennett expressed concern that he did not necessarily agree
that they had the authority.
If they have it, then nothing else
was needed. If they don't have the authority, then they needed to
get it.
He prepared an Ordinance to adopt the 1997 version.
He
noted that in the UCBC it referenced the appendices all the time.
But, in Section 3-103 it said that unless you have specifically
adopted the appendix, this reference was meaningless.
The Ordinance as drafted adopted the UCBC but not the appendices so
it accomplished about what was desired.
Councilman Blake asked what were in the appendices.
Kevin Bennett explained that the appendices were all the detail. He
felt it was workable as the Ordinance was drawn up as it showed
that you have adopted the UCBC. The building people could then let
the Council know which appendices they could work with.
Councilman Blake withdrew his motion.

Councilman Blake felt that maybe they should move in the direction
of adopting the Ordinance as drafted.
Councilmember Belmont stated that she just wanted to get help for
people who had buildings more than 50 years old so they could
restore neighborhoods and restore buildings so people would not
have to make such an expensive outlay.
Councilman

Hampton

felt

that

one
10

thing

nice

about

the

other

approach was that both Ron Morrill and Carl Hansen were a little
bit in no man's land, and yet they were using Provo City as the
guideline as to what to do when a request came in.
Kevin Bennett commented that he did not know that they were using
Provo yet .
Mr . David Bean stated that Ron Morrill had told him that they
consulted with Provo when he needed help in certain situations.
Councilman Blake noted if they have the authority, they were
reconfirming that and expressing an intent and establishing some
direction .
Kevin Bennett noted that they still could
appendices by the very terms of the Code.

not

implement

the

Councilman Blake observed that they were making those judgements
now.
It seemed that Don Hartley had the impression that they had
the latitude to use the UCBC in those older buildings based on the
way the Code was written now.
Bill Jacob reported that he had a little experience in restoring a
historic building and had not had a problem with the local building
codes .
He had paid attention to Mr . Hartley and felt it was
already incorporated by reference in the UBC . He did not want to
have a building or anything else that did not meet the Code . If it
didn't meet the Code, he would change it.
The Code now fits and
they were digging up something that someone could pierce the City
with.
Councilman Hampton asked Mr. Jacob if any requirements
prevented him from getting any of the tax benefits.

had

Bill Jacob responded that the tax credits did not make difference
as far as his position was concerned . They did some restoration
work on the building 12 years ago, was told he had to build a fire
wall in the attic, so he did it.
Councilman Hampton asked if the major interest in the buildings
that qualify as historical buildings was that they have a tax write
off.
Mr. Jacob responded that not from his standpoint .
The major
consideration was if the building had value, were they going to get
a return , and would it meet the aesthetics they wanted. They had
been wanting him to put his building on the Historical Register and
he did not want to. If building owners were looking for a freebie,
they were up in the night .
Councilmember Belmont responded that there were people who would
like very much to apply for tax credits .
She felt it was very
valuable .
Bill Jacob did not think that the building code was unfair.
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Councilman Blake noted that the inspectors had to make those
decisions now. It seemed that it would be a helpful thing for them
for the Council to at least express the intent that they use the
UCBC as a guideline.
Mayor Barratt commented that Mr. Jacob made a good point.
going to be gained that could not already be done?

What was

Councilman Blake responded that part of what would be gained would
be some understanding or some presence or some acknowledgment or
some visibility.
Some people may not realize that if their
building was an older building and had some historical value, it
may be able to have work done on it with some different guidelines.
Mayor Barratt explained that as he understood it, the guidelines
for residential use and the guidelines for commercial use were not
the same. What was being denied that they want?
David Bean asked if under the current code he would not have to
meet all the requirements. Upstairs there was a dance studio and
karate studio.
All he was doing was sheetrocking , adding a rest
room, redoing all of the electrical wiring, and plumbing.
Mayor Barratt asked what Mr. Bean wanted to do that Staff wouldn't
let him do.
Mr. Bean explained that the owner of the building next to him used
the same stairwell going up and down. He went up there the other
day and the place was all framed.
They were in the process.
He
asked them how they got their permit to do that.
It was told him
not to go ask the City that it was a lot easier to ask forgiveness
than it was permission.
Mr . Bean continued that he had been beating his head against the
wall for 3 months trying to get a Conservation Code passed just so
that if it was safe, it was feasible to restore the building in a
way that he did not have spend an arm and a leg to put in one
office upstairs.
Mayor Barratt asked again what City staff had told him that he
could not do that he wanted to do.
Mr. Bean responded that they told him that he had to put
elevator in the two story building. Under the ADA, he didn't.
had to be a three-story building.

an
It

Kevin Bennett observed that was not covered by the UCBC anyway.
Mr. Bean stated that he felt if he was getting static in that
regard, what was going to happen when he tried to do the rest. If
they had a Conservation Code, if would show good faith that the
City was willing to work with some of the owners.
Bill Jacob suggested that Mr. Bean get an architectural plan of
what he wanted to do and submit it and have them respond to it.
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Mr. Bean stated that he could do that.
fix the building seismically.

But, he could not afford to

Mayor Barratt noted that the City had not asked him to do that yet.
If the inspectors felt it was not safe, no matter what was passed,
it would need to be made safe and up to Code.
Jess Green questioned why they were struggling passing a UCBC when
other larger cities had adopted it. He did not understand why some
of the bigger cities have adopted it if it was of no value.
Councilman Hampton responded that was part of the problem.
They
had heard a lot of talk about all the many cities, but it turned
out that in Utah there were only one or two.
Mr. Jacob felt that the real issue was the wording of the
Resolution. It could be passed as constituted and it seemed pretty
simple to him.
Mayor Barratt commented that in the passing of the UCBC it was
believed that something would open up.
He felt that was not the
case . They have spent far more time than it deserved.
Councilmember Belmont invited the Mayor and City Council to a
meeting on April 6 from 8:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. at the Utah State
Historical Society.
Councilman Blake stated that he felt comfortable in passing the
Ordinance but he also felt it was just as appropriate to pass a
motion of intent.
Councilman Blake moved that the current UBC referred to the UCBC
and the Council expresses their desire and intent that Staff use
that
particularly
to
facilitate
historical
restoration.
Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING A MEETING ROOM
POLICY AT THE LIBRARY
Councilman Hampton asked Christie Reimschussel if there had been
any capacity issues covered in the policy. He felt they needed to
be covered.
She responded that they had not been.
Councilman
residents.

Hampton

asked

about

the

issue

of

nonresidents

and

Christie Reimschussel stated that it did not distinguish between
the two.
Councilman Hampton commented that the American Fork citizens had
put so much into the Library, that there ought to be some
consideration in the fees to the residents that used the
facilities.
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All of the Councilmembers agreed.
Councilman Hampton moved send the agreement back to the Library
Board to address the capacity issue and fee schedules for resident
and nonresident users and then return it back to the Council for
action. Councilman Blake seconded the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING AN INTERNET USE
POLICY AT THE LIBRARY
Councilman Hampton moved to adopt Resolution No. 2000-03-13R
establishing an internet use policy at the Library. Councilmember
Belmont seconded the motion.

Councilman Blake noted that it had been reviewed by the Library
Board and it addressed the Council's concerns.
All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION INCREASING THE AMBULANCE USE BASE
RATE
Councilman Hampton noted that the base rate was not up to the
allowed charges as set by the State.
Jay Christensen explained that the State changed them every July.
This Resolution would bring them up to the maximum.
Councilman Hunter moved to adopt Resolution No.
approving an increase in the Ambulance base rates.
Hampton seconded the motion. All were in favor.

2000-03-14R
Councilman

REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN AGREEMENT WITH ROMEO ENTERTAINMENT GROUP
Councilman Hampton asked if the variety show would be able to be
profitable given the limited capacity of the football stadium.
Sherrie Fraughton explained that they were looking at a capacity of
6,000.
The ticket price would be $6 with children 8 and under
admitted free.
All of the Steel Days activities did not pay for themselves. The
Car Show and Carnival brought in some extra.
If they sold 6,000
tickets, they could cover the show. There was no guarantee. They
had been asked to keep attendance workable for families so that
families could come. They were trying to keep the same degree of
performance.
Councilman Hampton complimented Ms. Fraughton for all of her effort
to make it work. There was a certain amount of uncertainty in an
occasion such as this.
Councilman Hampton moved approval
Entertainment Group.
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of

the agreement with Romeo

Sherrie Fraughton explained that this was with the group that was
overlooking the contract with the entertainment on behalf of the
City to make sure the City got what it wanted.
The group was
Blackhawk, a country western group. The opening act would be Voice
Mail, an A Capella group and they sang a whole variety of music.
They make all the sounds of the instruments with their voices.
Councilman Blake asked if the well known group's standards were
conducive to a family.
Ms. Fraughton stated that she was going to send them back a letter
explaining that this was going to be a family event.
Councilman Storrs seconded the motion.

Councilman Storrs commented that Sherrie Fraughton was looking out
for costs and that was one of her concerns.
He expressed his
confidence in Ms . Fraughton .
All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A CONTRACT WITH THE WILLIAM MORRIS AGENCY
REGARDING THE STEEL DAYS VARIETY SHOW
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the contract with the William
Morris Agency with all of the changes that counsel had recommended
and those worked out with the other parties.
Councilman Storrs
seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Sherrie Fraughton explained that they had looked into rain
insurance. She had checked with the McKay Center as a back up, but
it would be very expensive.
Carl Wanlass reported that some premium estimates had been received
and they looked very favorable.
REPORT AND ACTION ON CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS ITEMS INCLUDING CHANGE
ORDERS
There were no change orders.
REPORT AND ACTION ON PLANNING COMMISSION ITEMS
Councilman Hunter reported that the Planning Commission at their
March 15, 2000, meeting sent back for further review a zone change
request at 35 North 300 East from the existing CC-1 to the R-4
zone; approved the Lot #3 of the Utah Auto Mall Subdivision subject
to conditions; approved the site plan for Landrover of Utah subject
to conditions and when those conditions were met, a public hearing
would be scheduled; discussed items relating to the B. Joe Barney
Annexation; discussed private streets and gated communities in PR
zones; and discussed matters relating to the General Plan.
Councilman Hampton asked if there were particular areas that was
driving the discussion on private streets and gated communities.
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Councilman Hunter answered that there was a proposed development
that was looking at those possibilities.
Mayor Barratt commented that there were a number of individuals
that had moved from American Fork to a neighboring city because
they had a gated community.
Rod Despain noted that their use would be limited right now to the
PR-9000 and PR-15,000 zones.
They were looking at it in
conjunction with the Christofferson and Velford John properties.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE MARCH 14, 2000, MINUTES
Councilmember Belmont moved approval of the March 14, 2000, minutes
with a few housecleaning items.
Councilman Hampton seconded the
motion noting that he had some as well. (They were on page 8, line
51, replace the word "subsequently" with "substantially." On page
10, line 50, replace "A gentleman" with "David Bean." On page 14,
line 6, replace "that" with "than," in line 22, remove the second
"the," and in line 25, remove "they" and replace it with
"Councilmembers." Also on page 14, the sentence beginning in line
26 should be changed to read, "If we could back off a little and
say that we recognize that what the Council wants to do may not be
as clear to the public as it could be; it would be wise to put the
conditions on it." Again on page 14, line 30, the words "want to
build" should be replaced with "support building. "
On page 15,
line 37, the word "to" should be added after the word "not."}
All
were in favor.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE MARCH 21, 2000, WORK SESSION MINUTES
City Recorder Richard Colborn thanked Melanie Marsh for taking
these minutes.
Councilman Hunter moved approval of the March 21, 2000, work
session minutes with some housecleaning items.
(They included
throughout the minutes changing, "Mr. Blake" to "Councilman Blake."
On page 4, line 22, change the first "hospital" to "ambulance." On
page 8, line 35, change "loose" to "lose," and in line 43, place a
comma after the words, "Economy" & "Taxes." On page 11, lines 17
& 19, change the word "loose" to "lose."}
Councilmember Belmont
seconded the motion. All were in favor.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE MARCH 23, 2000, WORK SESSION MINUTES
Councilmember Belmont moved approval of the March 23, 2000, work
session minutes with some housekeeping items.
(There were not any
housekeeping changes for this meeting. They were for the March 21,
2000, work session and they have been incorporated.}
Councilman
Hunter seconded the motion. All were in favor.
FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT INCLUDING ACTION ON THE APPROVAL OF CITY
BILLS FOR PAYMENT
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the City bills for payment as
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reviewed by the Finance Committee.
motion. All were in favor.

Councilman Blake seconded the

Councilman Hampton moved approval of the purchase requests over
$1,000 as reviewed by the Finance Committee. Councilmember Belmont
seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Mayor Barratt noted that Councilmernbers Belmont and Storrs were on
crutches and to allow them a wide path when they exit the meeting.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON ENTERING INTO AN EXECUTIVE SESSION TO DISCUSS
LITIGATION AND PROPERTY ACQUISITION
Councilman Blake moved to enter into an Executive Session to
discuss litigation and property acquisition.
Councilman Hunter
seconded the motion. All were in favor.

The American Fork City Council entered into an Executive Session at
9:42p.m. to discussion litigation and property acquisition. Those
present included Mayor Ted Barratt,
Councilman Tom Hunter,
Councilmernber Juel Belmont, Councilman Don Hampton, Councilman
Ricky Storrs, Councilman Keith Blake, City Administrator Carl
Wanlass, City Recorder Richard Colborn, City Attorney Kevin
Bennett, City Engineer Howard Denney, and City Planner Rod Despain.
The Executive Session was audio tape recorded as provided by State
Code.
The Executive Session concluded at 10:00 p.m.
Councilman Hunter moved to return to regular session at 10:00
p.m.
Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion.
All were in
favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
There was no discussion of this item.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON PROPERTY ACQUISITION
There was no discussion of this item.
ADJOURNMENT
Mayor Barratt thanked the Council for their attendance.
Councilman Storrs moved adjournment at 10:00 p.m.
Belmont seconded the motion. All were in favor.

L

k. {Q-Ol_

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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Councilmember

AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
MARCH 30, 2000
NOTICE OF WORK SESSION
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in a work session on Thursday, March 30, 2000, in the American
Fork City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 6:30 p.m.
The agenda shall be as follows:
WORK SESSION
1.
2.

Discussion regarding the expansion of City buildings.
Adjournment.

Dated this 29 day of March, 2000.

L ~. (QQL
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder

\

i.

AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
MARCH 30, 2000
WORK SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a work session on March 30,
2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 6:43 p.m.
Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont, Keith
Blake, Don Hampton, Tom Hunter, and Ricky Storrs.
Also present
were Richard Colborn, Barbara Christiansen, Paul Peters, Dale
Gunther, Judy Price, Bryan McCarthy from Hart Fisher Smith
Architects, Jay Christensen, and George Brown.
DISCUSSION OF THE CITY'S BUILDING EXPANSION PROJECT
Mayor Barratt posted the first drawing which they went to bond on
for discussion. He then reviewed the drawings that were passed out
at the last council meeting, including the one they went to bond
on, just the police and courts, fire and ambulance at Chipman Park,
and police and courts if the public safety building remained. He
believed that this building would be the focal point when you drive
into this block. There was parking on along 100 North.
Mayor Barratt explained to the Council that there was a need to
determine what the Council wanted to do with the area on the north
part of the block as a big part of the central portion was fixed
with the Harrington, Apollo, and Presbyterian Church.
Councilman Hampton noted that they were only talking about
footprints at this time and not elevation views. He felt that if
only the combined police and court facility passed and the existing
public safety building remained, they should move the police and
courts building to the east.
If it was approved to move the fire
and ambulance to 300 East Main, the area of the existing public
safety building could be used for parking and parking was at a
premium.
Mayor Barratt explained that in his opinion the number 1 purpose of
building was for the police and the court system. Number 1A was to
cause something to spring forth from this and leaving the fire and
ambulance on this site would not accomplish it. Potential parking
would be taken away and he believed that at some point in time the
station would be obsolete. He was not a supporter of keeping the
fire and ambulance facility at this location.
Councilmember Belmont asked about square footage for police and
courts only.
There were 22,000 square feet for the courts and
21,000 square feet for the police.
Mayor Barratt explained that the City had no choice as far as the
square footage for the court system was concerned and that the
court had said that they want the ability to expand.
Mayor Barratt felt that the court needed to kept here.
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Counci l mernber Belmont also felt i t was good for downtown .
Mayor Barratt asked Councilmember Belmont if the courts cost the
City to have it here , would she still want it. She responded that
she would not.
Councilman Hampton noted that Chief Fox had estimated that with the
Court here, they would save the cost of transport of about $80,000
per year.
He commented that the portions that they were going to
do would be first class.
Mayor Barratt felt that they needed to look at the top of the
block, the north end, to see if they could eliminate the fire and
ambulance and accommodate those at Chipman Park.
Councilman Blake commented that could be one of the options
presented to the voters.
It might be a benefit to have the fire
and ambulance centrally located. The community was growing and one
option was to use the existing building.
Mayor Barratt expressed his feeling to the Council that when this
went to the public , they wanted to know what the Council's decision
was .
Councilman Blake stated that they were elected to represent the
public.
Mayor Barratt responded that the public expected the Council to do
their homework and to make some decisions.
Councilman Blake reminded the Council that the possibility of the
Harrington Building was still out there .
George Brown observed that there was no scale to the drawings being
l ooked at .
Councilman Hampton explained that the City Council in some earlier
meetings made a decision and stood behind it and the voters said
no. A couple of weeks ago they decided that the fire and ambulance
should be elsewhere. These were recommendations from the Council
and the voters would make the final decision.
When asked, he
stated that he would share those views.
There were still some
options to be discussed with the public.
Whatever they did, the
public would feel that it was not forced upon them.
He did not
agree that this Council was not willing to state a position. They
were only looking at refining some options. He hoped that tonight
they could point the finger to an option and get working on that.
He would like to see some public hearings start even next week. At
those hearings they may get some input from the public that would
help .
Mayor Barratt stated they would get some new drawings drawn up .
Councilman Hampton again stated that he favored moving the police
and court to the northeast portion of the central square noting
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that if they failed to leave some room in the northwest it would be
short sighted .
It would allow them to expand the courts if
necessary.
Councilman Blake commented that the police and courts should not be
the focal point of the block, but wherever the city hall ended up,
should be.
Councilmember Belmont preferred moving the building to the east as
far as possible.
Mayor Barratt observed that all of the parking would then be on the
south of the building .
Councilman Hampton felt this was a good starting point.
the public and staff was still welcomed.

Input from

Councilmember Belmont asked if the contract with MHTN was done .
Mayor Barratt explained that subject would be on the next City
Counci l agenda .
Councilman Blake asked if MHTN would leave any electronic media.
Mayor Barratt would find out .
Councilmember Belmont commented that the recommendations of the
committee that Councilman Blake Chaired thought it possible to do
what they had to do without raising taxes. She had not talked with
one person that said that they wanted their taxes raised.
Mayor Barratt reminded the Council that at their last meeting, the
issue of Legacy Park was brought up.
People want that completed.
Kimberley Park had been worked on and was in need of improvements.
He stated that he would be attending a meeting with the other three
Mayors and Finance Officers and representatives of the BYU Marriott
School of Business regarding the new interchange and local
financing.
All this added up to some "big pills to swallow."
Councilman Blake thought that they were trying to get funding for
the interchange by August .
Mayor Barratt commented that property owners on one of the three
roads were not going to participate and things would have to move
really fast to get it accomplished.
Councilman Hampton asked if they were on the same page . They would
get new drawings with the police and courts on the northeast and
fire and ambulance on the 300 East Main Street site.
Mayor Barratt added that there would also be one with fire &
ambulance on the northwest and courts & police on the northeast .
Councilman Hampton favored police and courts on the northeast in
any case .
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Mayor Barratt explained that the courts
parking for the attorneys and judges .

also

wanted

separate

Paul Peters asked why they would want to design something for
people to have to go out on 100 East.
Councilman Blake felt that it could be a right turn in, right turn
out access, that is entry on 100 East only from the north and exit
only to the south .
Counc i lman Hampton commented that Paul Peter ' s observation was al l
the more reason to move the building to the east and to eliminate
most of the access there.
Councilmember Belmont asked for another copy of the recommendations
from the Building Committee.
Mayor Barratt would get a copy for her .
Councilman Blake felt that access was something to have the experts
look at .
Councilman Hampton asked that the new sketches give some attention
to what he called "Mayor Lane" the right-of-way between City Hall
and the Bank of American Fork.
It needed to remain from 100 East
through to Center Street.
Councilman Blake felt that access really was a big issue .
Dale Gunther stated that he worried that there were some "sacred
cows" that prevented them from looking at all options .
If they
were going to close Church Street , they had the responsibility to
sat i sfy the Bank of American Fork , Harrington, and the Apollo .
They had not been dealing with the merchants or the Presbyterian
Church. He pleaded with the City Council to master plan the entire
block and explained that the Bank of American Fork was willing to
participate financially.
He felt that he was on the short end of
the stick by not being involved in the closing of Church Street.
Mayor Barratt explained that the intent was to show all of the area
from 100 East over to Center Street.
Tonight the Council was
working to tie down what the north portion would look like. They
knew that the Harrington, the Apollo, and the Presbyterian Church
would not move.
Dale Gunther remarked that he heard what Mayor Barratt was saying
but he did not have a lot of comfort.
Councilman Hampton commented that there would be four concept
drawings and he recommended April 4, 6 , and 12, for public
hearings.
Mayor Barratt responded that he did not want to hold the public
hearings in City Hall. The Council needed some more time between
hearings and he wanted to have them at the elementary schools.
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It was discussed that they not do anything until the Council made
a decision on an architectural firm.
Councilman Hampton exited the meeting.
Mayor Barratt explained that they did not have time to go to RFP's
for the architect and also make it for an August 8, 2000, bond
election.
It would take a month to six weeks to come up with the
architect and get some schematics and start the public hearing
process.
Councilman Blake felt that with the present concept plans they
could start.
They could have the prospective architects come to
the public hearings.
Jay Christensen recounted that they had gone through the concept
plan and changes were requested by citizens.
MHTN changed those
drawings with public input. The Harrington, Presbyterian Church,
and Apollo Hall were not addressed by MHTN.
This exercise was
redundant .
Mayor Barratt asked Councilman Blake to assemble his committee and
that they meet with MHTN and tell them what they want and if MHTN
could not get them what they wanted, they would go to RFP's.
Councilmember Belmont asked that Jacobson not be involved in those
meetings.
She felt that the architects were the visionary ones.
Mayor Barratt explained to Councilman Blake that it was his desire
to stay with the central square concept. All renderings provided
needed to include the area from 100 East to Center Street and north
from Main Street to 100 North. One of the concepts needed to show
Church Street going through.
The contact person with MHTN was
Eric. If they wanted to get someone else in the firm so that they
got a totally different look that was fine .
Councilman Storrs asked that they include the fire and ambulance
site on 300 East .
George Brown commented that the recent editorial in New Utah! had
established that the public had approved the planning process that
the Library went through and when 1500 people came out for the Book
Brigade, it validated that .
Councilman Blake would plan for a work session with his Committee
next Tuesday at 6:00 p.m. and would contact MHTN.
(After this
meeting it was decided that they would meet next Wednesday at 7:00
p.m .)
ADJOURNMENT
The meeting adjourned at 7 : 45 p.m .
Richard M. Colborn, City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
APRIL 6, 2000
NOTICE OF WORK SESSION
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in a work session on Thursday, April 6, 2000, in the American
Fork City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 4:00 p.m.
The agenda shall be as follows:
WORK SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.

Discussion of items for the upcoming April 11
2000
City
Council meeting.
Discussion from the Chamber of Commerce Officers concerning an
Economic Development Director .
Other business .
Adjournment .
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Dated this 3 day of April, 2000.

f__YL.~
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
APRIL 6, 2000
WORK SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a work session on April 6,
2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 4:08 p.m.
Those present
included Councilmembers Don Hampton, Keith Blake and Tom Hunter.
Others present included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn, Howard
Denney, Rod Despain, Barbara Christiansen, Kevin Bennett, Brett
Bezzant, Penny Hansen, Randy Tomlinson, and Cheri Hawes.
In the absence of Mayor Barratt,
Hampton assumed the Chair.

Mayor Pro-tem Councilman Don

DISCUSSION OF ITEMS FOR THE UPCOMING APRIL 11, 2000, CITY COUNCIL
MEETING
Carl Wanlass reviewed the agenda items.
7:15 p.m. - Receiving of public comment regarding the Dixie Fenn
Annexation at 615 West 200 South
There was no discussion on this item.
Report of Downtown American Fork Inc.
This was their quarterly report.
Action Items for April 11, 2000
Review and action on appointment of members to the Neighbors in
Action Program
Councilman Hampton reported that he had talked with Chad Hendry and
they would be ready to make some recommendations.
Discussion and action on the selection of a team leader and team
members for the 21st Century Communities Program
Carl Wanlass stated that Mayor Barratt would be ready to make the
appointments.
Discussion and action on retaining the design team of Jacobsen/MHTN
for building construction projects
Carl Wanlass commented that if any of the Councilmembers wanted to
review the original proposals when they went out for RFP's he could
get them a copy. The decision would be to either retain or to go
out for new RFP's.
Councilman Hunter asked how long it would take if they went to
RFP's.
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Mr.
Wanlass answered that it would take between a month and six
weeks, or they could just use the proposals that were submitted
from last time .
Councilman Blake commented that if the City went out for new RFP's,
the focus ought to be on design. That still seemed to be the issue
left on the focus with the police and courts .
Councilman Blake reported on the meeting last night with the
Citizens Building Committee. Peter Moyes from MHTN, redrew the six
plans based on previous discussions. They were helpful with what
they did.
The focus they talked about was a way to proceed with
police & courts and also a concept plan from the whole block.
There was a strong sentiment for a historical theme for the block.
They discussed a narrower street for Church Street. Whatever was
contemplated, the public needed to review the theme and concept.
There were some strong feelings expressed that this needed to
revitalize the downtown area. It was thought that a theme may help
do that. Mr. Moyes would get back by tomorrow to see if they could
prepare some display quality drawings.
Councilman Blake felt that if MHTN was willing to proceed and do
some things without charge, as they had done, and if they would
interact in public input sessions, it would be helpful to do that.
They could go to another entity to have a charrette.
He did not
think that it would be expensive, perhaps $5 , 000 to $10,000 to
spend two days in a session looking at downtown.
Carl Wanlass explained that even if they went to RFP's by
invitation, it would take a minimum of two to three weeks.
The
Council on Tuesday night would also need to discuss going back to
the traditional architect if they decided to go to RFP's.
Councilman Blake noted that Police Chief Fox was on the Committee
and he had asked the Chief if he would go back through the MHTN
document and make any changes as if it was what was going to be
built. The only changes he said would be the change in location of
some work areas, but as far as the program areas, the only thing
they would take out would be the firing range. It was at a cost of
$166,000.
Chief Fox had reported that the cost could be recouped
in seven to eight years versus what they had to pay to travel to a
range. Chief Fox also had noted that the Richardson Study done in
1996 was not adequate.
Mr. Wanlass pointed out that if the Council changed firms, the work
done to this point was the work product of MHTN and if so, the City
would probably have to start over.
Councilman Blake felt that the City had paid for it and that it was
deliverable.
Mr. Wanlass noted that the courts were very satisfied with what was
in place right now as far as their facilities were concerned.
Councilman Blake was pleased with the response by Mr. Moyes.
2

He

was very open.
He did the drawings within a day and he may be
willing to do others at no charge.
If they were cooperative , the
input sessions could be held with MHTN with the focus on the police
building along with the concept plan.
If they were focusing on
concept planning, it would not be expensive to hire someone else.
Howard Denney cautioned that when Hart Fisher did their one day
workshop, the resulting redraw of the plans cost about $30,000.
Councilman Blake asked that Carl Wanlass
ownership of the work product with MHTN.

confirm

Councilman Hampton noted that a lot of architects
provision in their contract to protect them .

about

the

had

that

Review and action on a request by Daniel Copper to use the downtown
loan funds
Carl Wanlass had provided a memo and the application for review.
Review and action on a
policy at the Library

Resolution establishing a meeting room

Mr.
Wanlass explained that the Library Board would be meeting
tonight and the changes would be placed in the Council boxes as
soon as possible.
Review and action on a Resolution approving
Commission contract with the State of Utah

an

Historical

The Resolution and Contract were provided.
Councilman Blake explained that it included some funding for the
amphitheater.
Report and action on construction projects items including change
orders
Mr.

Wanlass reported that there may be one coming on the Library.

Howard Denney added that there may be one on the 1999 Drainage
Project.
Report and action on Planning Commission items
Councilman Hunter felt that some additional time may be needed with
some of the public hearings. He would review the hearing schedule
and make any changes at the Council meeting .
He noted that the
Planning Commission had worked on the private streets and gated
communities Ordinance for months and it was a good thing for the
future of American Fork .
Rod Despain felt it was good for a variety of reasons.
property rights would be protected.
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Surrounding

Councilman Hunter noted that on the Miller Annexation,
a
subdivision and also a private, gated community had been drawn for
the property . The private , gated community was preferred.
Review and action on the March 28, 2000, minutes
These minutes were still being prepared.
were still coming.

The housecleaning items

Review and action on the March 30, 2000, work session minutes
These were provided.
Review and action on the Agril 6, 2000, work session minutes
These would be provided as soon as they were ready.
Finance Committee Regort including action on the aggroval of City
bills for gayment
There was no discussion on this item .
Review and action on entering into an Executive Session to discuss
litigation and grogerty acquisition
There was no discussion on this item.
Review and action on a settlement agreement
There was no discussion on this item.
Review and action on grogerty acquisition
There was no discussion on this item.
The Finance Committee would hold their regular meeting next Tuesday
at 6:15 p.m.
DISCUSSION FROM THE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE CONCERNING AN ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR
Chamber President Cheri Hawes explained that they had met with
Mayor Barratt and talked about Economic Development and the need
for a director.
They felt this was the window of opportunity in
American Fork to really develop the type of business they were
looking for.
There was some money up front that needed to be
invested, but in the long term it should pay for itself.
Chamber President-Elect Brett Bezzant observed that American Fork
had always enjoyed a prominent position in attracting business
because of its location between two freeway interchanges. That was
changing fast.
They had always been in a good position that way
even though American Fork kind of had a reputation of being hard to
work with in getting business development through the Planning
Commission.
Other cities that they were competing against had
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Economic Development Directors. Development was going to come and
they did not want to miss this opportunity to get the kind of
businesses that they want by having them go somewhere else.
The
geographical area was pretty much a defined area.
The Economic
Development Director would help select the kind of business they
want to attract and to smooth the process through the Planning
Commission and the City Council.
Cheri Hawes explained that they were looking at an investment in
downtown.
They needed an Economic Development Director with a
strong marketing and business background that could go out and sell
American Fork City to the kinds of developers that they were
looking for.
Carl Wanlass reported that as part of the budgetary process he had
been investigating that. It had been looked at that $50,000 was a
ball park figure and he felt that was the low end.
It would be
more in order to get someone that had experience and be able to
start off running. It was not a cheap dollar issue to the City to
try and implement.
He commented that Stewart Reid after his
unsuccessful run for Salt Lake Mayor went to work for Ogden City as
their Economic Development Director and his salary was quite high.
Chamber Past President Randy Tomlinson stated that they could house
the Economic Development Director at a back office of the Quality
Inn.
Carl Wanlass noted that was a good point as the City did not have
space right now .
Chamber Director Penny Hansen commented that the Economic
Development Director could operate with a mobile phone and an
office at the Quality Inn. She was willing to do some secretarial
work.
Mr. Wanlass noted that City staff would be able to help out.
Cheri Hawes asked if this was something that the Council felt would
be a good thing.
Councilman Hunter stated that it was about time.
Carl Wanlass added that Mayor Barratt and Councilman Storrs were
very supportive.
Brett Bezzant commented that getting the right person was the key
in getting a return on the investment.
Councilman Blake agreed.
Penny Hansen added that the Orem Economic Development Director was
willing to help with the job description and in the selection
process.
Carl Wanlass reported that he was in the process of receiving job
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descriptions from three or four cities.
(

Penny Hansen commented that Economic Development Directors were
wonderful to have and a boon to cities. Not only did that person
free up the Council to do their jobs, but if freed up the employees
also. He would also be a liaison between the business and the City
and could be pro-active.
Councilman Hampton thanked the Chamber Officers for coming.
He
felt that there was general support from the Council. It would be
a challenge budget wise.
Penny Hansen reported that communities that had an Economic
Development Director had told her that they would pay for
themselves in two to three years because of additional revenues and
things that happened in their cities.
OTHER BUSINESS
Rod Despain commented that he got calls from people looking to
install call centers and telemarketers quite often.
In his
discussions with Carl Wanlass, the City had not been all that
anxious to encourage that type of business. If they replace sales
tax generating businesses, it was not the best. He asked if there
should be an attitude in favor of call centers.
Carl Wanlass explained that there were some in the business park.
Councilman Hampton stated that the Downtown Steering Committee had
some done some very interesting studies on leakage of business out
of the City.
It was not just generic, but it focused on specific
industries and what we were losing out of the City to other areas.
All of those things needed to be looked with regard to labor
intensive business versus retail sales.
Rod Despain explained if that was the use that they came with, they
were not discouraged.
He reported on the instance with the old
Ernst building where CAL Farms was now, that a call center wanted
to go in there. The City was not very encouraging because that was
a good site for sales tax generating purposes.
Rod Despain continued that with call centers there was a parking
demand of six to eight spaces per thousand square feet when the
typical standard was at about five. A change of use would trigger
a review by the Planning Commission.
ADJOURNMENT
The work session adjourned at 4:54 p.m.

~ /~L.&Ql
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
APRIL 11, 2000
NOTICE AND AGENDA
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on April 11, 2000, in the American Fork
City Hall, 31 North Church Street , commencing at 7:30 p.m.
The
agenda shall be as follows:
PUBLIC HEARING
7:15p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the Dixie Fenn
Annexation at 615 West 200 South.
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period - limited to two minutes
per person .
Report of Downtown American Fork Inc .
Report of the City Administrator .
Council reports.
Mayor's report .
ACTION ITEMS

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10 .
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16 .

Review and action on appointment of members to the Neighbors
in Action Program.
Discussion and action on the selection of a team leader and
team members for the 21st Century Communities Program.
Discussion and action on retaining the design team of
Jacobsen/MHTN for building construction projects.
Review and action on a request by Daniel Copper to use the
downtown loan funds.
Review and action on a Resolution establishing a meeting room
policy at the Library .
Review and action on a Resolution approving an Historical
Commission contract with the State of Utah .
Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders.
Report and action on Planning Commission items.
Review and action on the March 28, 2000, minutes.
Review and action on the March 30, 2000, work session minutes .
Review and action on the April 6, 2000 , work session minutes.
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment .
Review and action on entering into an Executive Session to
discuss litigation and property acquisition .
Review and action on a settlement agreement.
Review and action on property acquisition .
Adjournment .

L
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Dated this 3 day of April , 2000.
Richard M. Colborn
Ci t y Recorde r
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
APRIL 11, 2000
PUBLIC HEARING - 7:15 P.M. - RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE DIXIE FENN ANNEXATION AT 615 WEST 200 SOUTH
The American Fork City Council met in a public hearing on April 11,
2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:22 p.m.
Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont, Keith
Blake, Don Hampton, Tom Hunter, and Ricky Storrs. Others present
included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn, Howard Denney, Christie
Reimschussel , Mr. & Mrs. Bill Jacob, Dixie Fenn, Chad Fenn , Daniel
Copper, Barbara Christiansen, and two citizens.
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive
public comment regarding the Dixie Fenn Annexation. He asked for
comments.
Councilmember Belmont asked exactly where this annexation was
located.
It was explained that it was on the old Jack's
Slaughterhouse property . She recognized that location .
There being no further comment, the hearing adjourned at 7:25p . m.
REGULAR SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a regular session on April
11, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:31p.m. Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont, Keith
Blake, Don Hampton , Tom Hunter, and Ricky Storrs. Others present
included Carl Wanlass, Howard Denney, Richard Colborn, Terry Fox,
Jay Christensen, Christie Reimschussel, Kevin Bennett, Rod Despain,
Mr. & Mrs. Bill Jacob, Daniel Copper, Glen Wagstaff, Denise
Pedersen, Barbara Christiansen, Judy Price, Jack Wixom, Lindon City
Mayor Larry Ellertson , Dr. Carl Bell, Dale Gunther , Scouts from
Troops 10 and 936, and 12 citizens.
Boy Scout Dane Falter led the Pledge of Allegiance and Mr.
Bushman offered the prayer.

Ken

TWENTY MINUTE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD - LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES PER
PERSON
JaNeane Jacob noted that the clock housing was up and thanked
Councilmember Belmont for her efforts.
Councilmember Belmont commented that they would be back tomorrow to
continue working on the clock.
Mrs . Jacob reported a parking problem just west of 100 East on 100
North there was a truck that was parked there that made it very
difficult to see as one came around the corner to go west .
Janet Kunz expressed concern for safety at 300 West Main Street.
1

She had lived in the vicinity for the past five years and had seen
several car accidents.
There was a large volume of traffic with
lots of children in the area and many near misses .
In the
neighborhood they had three options for elementary school.
They
could go to Forbes, Greenwood, or Shelley. Her little boy was hit
there at one time. She asked that a traffic light be placed at 300
West Main.
She reported that a disabled man crossed the street
there every day to get the bus.
Glen Wagstaff reported that he walked to the new park at the Art
Dye. It would be a long time before it would be a park as the City
had made a dump out of it. There was old asphalt and big pile of
gravel and garbage.
Mayor Barratt responded that they had been taking some things up
there but he was not aware of the asphalt.
Carl Wanlass reported that in June there would be a Scout cleanup
project that would involve about 250 Scouts.
Mayor Barratt had Scouts from Troop 10 and 936 stand and introduce
themselves.
REPORT OF DOWNTOWN AMERICAN FORK INC.
Mayor Barratt explained that this item had been requested to be
placed on the May 9, 2000, City Council meeting agenda.
MAYOR'S PRIVILEGE
Mayor Barratt explained that Lindon City Mayor Larry Ellertson had
asked for time to address the Council and he invited him to do so
at this time.
Mayor Ellertson stated that he came seeking understanding regarding
the proposed utility agreement for services into a corner of Lindon
City. It appeared that there were some long standing feelings that
he was not aware of. He did not know where to go from here. This
would not be the first agreement that American Fork had entered
into and it contained everything that was asked for. In looking to
the future in terms of why American Fork would want to do something
like this, the answer was that it would show a willingness to work
together.
He had always been interested in working with other
cities including American Fork.
As they talked about a new
interchange there was a great opportunity there that should not be
missed because of past things.
He hoped that they could work
together and observed that the future was a whole lot longer than
the past. He encouraged the Council to give it consideration once
again. He valued the opportunity to work with American Fork. He
brought that to the Council to see if American Fork would work with
them. He hoped that they could calm the situation down.
Mayor Ellertson asked for further consideration of the situation
and asked the Council to discuss it when it was appropriate.
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Mayor Barratt asked the Council
direct i on for Mayor Ellertson .

if

they had any questions

or

Councilman Hampton noted that this item was not on the agenda and
there were key people in the community that would want to be
present when it was discussed.
Councilman Blake asked if the owner of the affected business was
present.
It was noted that Scott Anderson was present.
Mayor Barratt stated that he would talk with the Council and get
back in touch with Mayor Ellertson.
Mayor Ellertson stated that he was sincerely interested in working
with them and hoped that his actions expressed that. There was too
much at stake in not trying to work together.
Mayor Barratt commented that he and Mayor Ellertson had a number
conversations regarding this issue.
The last time this was
discussed, the City Council was looking for something in the
agreement that would be beneficial to American Fork and that had
not changed.
Mayor Barratt stated appreciation of Lindon City and also Scottish
Power.
REPORT OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR
Carl Wanlass had nothing to report at this time.
COUNCIL REPORTS
Councilman Hunter had nothing to report at this time.
Councilmember Belmont reported that last Thursday she attended an
all day workshop that was sponsored by the Utah State Historic
Preservation Office. She had put notices in everyone's box. She
hoped that the next time they had one, that more would attend. It
gave insight on many items that affected cities.
Councilmember Belmont reported that she was a member of the
Governor's Task Force for Historic Preservation and the next day
she attended a workshop on how the Governor and the State want to
proceed in identifying what was valuable and what was not.
Councilmember Belmont reported that the skeleton of the clock was
on the building at Main and Center .
Work would continue on the
clock tomorrow.
Councilmember Belmont reported that there would be one week of
events leading up to the Library ribbon cutting on April 28 , 2000 .
Councilman Hampton noted that the newsletter would be going out
again with the utility bills .
He would like any articles to be
provided to Melanie Marsh by April 17, 2000.
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Councilman Hampton was looking forward to the Library Fundraising
dinner.
He thanked Councilmember Belmont for her work on the
clock .
Councilman Hampton asked if any dates had been set for the budget
work sessions.
Carl Wanlass answered that they would be set when the tentative
budget was presented to the Council on May 9 , 2000 .
Councilman Storrs reported that Mr . Meb Anderson was upset and had
talked to him about the late hour that his garbage was getting
picked up.
Last Friday it was around 7:00 p.m. He asked that it
be looked into.
Councilman Storrs reported that the preparations for Steel Days
were coming along. The entertainment for the Variety Show would be
Blackhawk.
Councilman Storrs agreed that 300 West Main was a terrible
intersection and a signal at that location should be the next one
sought .
Councilman Storrs commented that there should be a left turn signal
to go from east bound State to north bound 1100 East.
Councilman Blake reported that it was exciting to see the Library
come to fruition.
On April 14, the Friends of the Library would
sponsor a fund-raising dinner. The cost was $20 per person or $40
per couple. Tickets could be purchased through tomorrow.
The Grand Opening week would begin the week of April 24, 2000 , with
activities each night. The ribbon cutting would be Friday, April
28, 2000, at 7:00 p.m .
MAYOR'S REPORT
Mayor Barratt noted that item 3 had been postponed until May 9,
2000, and items 14 & 15 had been deleted from the agenda.
ACTION ITEMS
REVIEW AND ACTION ON APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO THE NEIGHBORS IN
ACTION PROGRAM
Councilman Hampton reported that he had talked with Chad Hendry and
recommended that the Business Representative be Randy Tomlinson,
the Seniors Representative be Evan Brady, and two of the At Large
members be Heber Thompson & Neal Christensen.
He noted that the
Exploratory Committee would be supporting those appointed to the
Neighbors in Action. Some members of the Exploratory Committee may
be recommended to serve.
Councilman Hampton moved that the four so noted be appointed.
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Councilman Blake
recommended yet.

asked

if

the

City

Representative

had

been

Councilman Hampton reported that he had not.
Councilman Blake noted that he was acquainted with each and that
they were excellent people and would be a great asset.
Councilman Blake seconded the motion.

All were in favor.

Kevin Bennett asked about the terms.
Mayor Barratt
announced.

noted

that

the

terms

would

be

determined

and

DISCUSSION AND ACTION ON THE SELECTION OF A TEAM LEADER AND TEAM
MEMBERS FOR THE 21ST CENTURY COMMUNITIES PROGRAM
Mayor Barratt appointed J .H. Hadfield as Chairman of the 21st
Century Communities Program, with members to be City Engineer
Howard Denney, City Planner Rod Despain, and City Building
Inspector Ron Morrill. Other members would be added.
Councilman Hampton moved to confirm the appointments.
Hunter seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Councilman

Mayor Barratt would have more appointments at the next meeting.
DISCUSSION AND ACTION ON RETAINING THE DESIGN TEAM OF JACOBSEN/MHTN
FOR BUILDING CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS
Mayor Barratt noted that Jack Wixom was present from Jacobsen
Construction. He asked the Council how they wanted to proceed.
Mayor Barratt explained that he was very happy with the Design Team
concept and that it was an excellent way to go. Three members of
this Council were in favor of it when it was discussed initially.
Councilman Blake explained that the Building Committee did meet
with Peter Moyes and MHTN and they were very willing to redraw
options for the central block at no additional charge. It would be
fruitful to continue with MHTN especially if they were willing to
do that at no charge particularly with the police and courts
building.
He explained that the Police Chief had noted that the
plan was consistent with their needs and they could adjust some
things including the gun range.
In looking through the agreement
he did not see any reason to terminate it.
Mayor Barratt recommended that they continue to work with MHTN and
with Jacobsen in getting the drawings together for the work
session .
Councilman Storrs explained that he went through the process that
chose MHTN. MNTN/Jacobsen was not his first choice. He had made
a motion to go with another firm, but MHTN in his mind was a close
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second.

He could see no reason to change

Councilman Storrs moved to retain MHTN/Jacobsen to go along and
finish the project.

Councilmember Belmont explained that when the concept of the Design
Build Team came up she thought it was a very good idea.
But, in
reality it turned out to be a build , and then design , team .
Usually it was the architect that was the primary person. She felt
that everything that came up was being driven by a construction
company. She stated that she wanted to work with an architect .
Mayor Barratt commented that was who they were working with now.
Councilmember Belmont continued that the recommendation of
Councilman Blake's Committee was to send out RFP's and get a
different vision. She added that no matter how many times it came
back to the table it was the same building.
It was cut and dried
and then it came in at $194 per square foot. That was a very high
price tag.
She wanted someone else ' s view.
Councilman Hunter seconded the motion.

Mayor Barratt voiced his support in maintaining the MHTN/Jacobsen
Design Build Team.
Those with Councilman Blake's committee have
begun to look at a roof top design at this point.
Bil l Jacob noted that he was on that Committee and sat in on the
meetings and he did not remember it that way. As he recalled, the
public sent a message that they did not have enough information.
It was his sense that the majority wanted RFP' s put out.
The
process that the Library went through was such a way that the
public liked. The public had sent a four to one message about the
way it was done before.
Dr. Carl Bell felt that a few minutes ago, when there were comments
that wanted to be made, the Council was ready to charge ahead and
vote.
He saw that in cities all the time.
When they came to
design meetings a couple of months ago, the representations by the
architect involved were unimaginative, uncreative , and were
repulsive to him.
At first the response was tactful.
Several
weeks in a row the architects came back with the same "Point of the
Mountain" architecture that would push the public away instead of
inviting them in . It may have been a great design for an addition
to the prison .
It was not a good design for the downtown .
The
comments became less tactful as the architects ignored what was
being said. It fit the technical needs but did nothing to enhance
downtown. He agreed with Council member Belmont . The architectural
firm that has charged the City $180 , 000 has got to do one of two
things . Either step back and conclude that it was a bad idea and
start over or they have to keep a firm grasp on the plans submitted
and try to make it work with modification.
If that was the case ,
Dr . Bell predicted it would go down to defeat. The Council could
say that it would not have to go to the citizens and they could
make an end run and shove it down their throats again. If that was
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the case, there would be more green signs around.
Dr. Bell continued that Mayor Barratt had been quoted as taking the
blame for not coming through to the voters, but he did not believe
that was the case.
It was simply that the voters did not want it
because it was a faulted design. He felt that the City was using
the wrong team and that it should not chase bad money with good.
If they were going to stick with the old design, we should not want
it.
Mayor Barratt reported that as he understood from Councilman Blake,
they were not sticking with the old design.
Right now they were
only looking a roof top design which was how it fit on the central
square.
MHTN was willing to go in and to look at just that
portion. The Council would meet in a work session to decide which
designs they liked and then they would begin a series work sessions
and public hearings for the public to come in and determine what
they liked.
The first thing that was going to be determined was
how things were going to be set on the square.
The design would
begin with pu~lic input.
Mayor Barratt continued that he did not understand.
He thought
that they had public hearings and that MHTN did exactly what the
public told them to do.
The problem was that they never knew
exactly what to do.
Some people said it was too contemporary and
some said it was too traditional.
Dr. Bell commented that he was at those meetings and he never got
the feeling that MHTN did what the public wanted them to do.
Mayor Barratt explained that they were starting completely over
again. He had explained to Councilman Blake that if they were not
able to work with MHTN, if they were not able to get what they
want, then the Council would move in a different direction. In the
sake of time, if they could work with these companies and get what
the City wanted, he did not see a problem. There were 18 companies
that bid on the project. There were more than 12 individuals that
voted on who was going to be selected.
The number was whittled
down to seven and then to five and then to three and then they
selected one. MHTN and Jacobsen were the ones chosen.
Mayor Barratt explained that even after they had the bond election,
it still had to go and be bid and it still had to have public
hearings to review the design.
The messenger was being killed
before he was able to deliver the message.
There was a ton of
public input that could be involved in the process.
Dr. Bell disagreed with Mayor Barratt noting that they rely on
architects to proffer different designs and they rely also on their
creativity and design.
The architects needed to be more
responsive.
It had been said that the architects would be more
receptive this time, but he did not know how the public could
respond to them.
Mayor Barratt commented that part of the problem was that they
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could not put everyone's idea into the building because the courts
were demanding that it be built a certain way.
He thought that
they did a good job last time, but apparently he was the only one.
Dr. Bell stated that the architect did what the Council and the
Administrator wanted them to do. He urged the Council to proceed
with caution.
Dale Gunther observed that he was uncomfortable with what was
happening.
He was to the meeting last Wednesday night that
Councilman Blake Chaired and this was different from what he felt
was the consensus of the committee.
Councilman Blake acknowledged that it was and he would elaborate
when Mr. Gunther was finished.
Mr. Gunther's sense of the Committee was that the first thing they
needed to do was a master plan for the block.
MHTN had some new
sketches and some he thought were worthwhile and should be
explored.
He did not think that the Committee came to any
consensus that MHTN should do it. One of the questions that he had
in going forward was that he did not think that MHTN was going to
continue to do it for free.
He asked if they had given a price
yet.
Mayor Barratt responded that they had not.
Mr. Gunther asked how the Council could say that they were going to
go with MHTN if the City did not have a price.
There were more
ways to build that just with a Design Build Team. He liked to have
the architect represent him, because he was the designer and then
put it out to bid. He did not have a problem with Design Build as
he had seen it work. He expressed respect for Jack Wixom and for
Jacobsen Construction. Before the City got too far into the issue
of whether it should be Design Build or plan & spec or construction
management, the basic foundation needed to be master planning the
block . He expressed concern that as a part of this block, he was
going to be left out as he was before.
He had expressed that to
Peter Moyes .
Dale Gunther reported that he had been to a Town Meeting with the
National Main Street Program in Boston last week.
Some of the
sessions talked about smart development.
They were focused on
downtown. He was concerned that they were getting the cart before
the horse again. Politically, they were committing suicide if they
didn't master plan the block.
Some of the detail would have to
come later.
Mayor Barratt stated that they
go to the polls if they didn't
They needed to know if they
contract with Jacobsen or if
contract.
Were they going to
going to go to RFP's.

were never going to get a chance to
begin taking care of some matters.
were going to continue with the
they were going to terminate the
go with Design Build or were they
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Dale Gunther understood that to do the master plan for the block,
they did not need to go to RFP's. They could get a price from MHTN
and other architects and then make a decision.
That was what he
thought that the committee was recommending. If they don't try to
master plan the block first, they were going to be dead in the
water. He had mentioned before that he had talked with the Bank of
American Fork and they were willing to participate in the cost of
the master plan document so that his input was listened to. If the
Council didn't want the help, he asked that he be told that. As a
citizen, he felt that before they decided who was going to do it,
they ought to get some pricing.
Judy Price felt that the citizens of American Fork were more
schooled now. Passing things without their complete education was
in the past.
The citizens watched the behavior and shenanigans
just now and it was upsetting. She commented that as Councilmember
Belmont was ignored and Councilman Storrs was called on, you know
who was going to support who and it felt like Councilmember Belmont
was the wall that you couldn't see.
There again it was a
frightening lesson. She felt that their freedoms were being taken
away..
Councilman Blake noted that there was a lot of interest in this and
it was an important thing. The Committee had two key priorities,
the police & courts building and the master plan. He did not think
that they needed that motion right now. If they proceed, what were
they approving? The contract was in place.
At the meeting last
time, Peter Moyes was very receptive to look more broadly.
The
most important thing was to have some more public input sessions.
The Committee did recommend to go to RFP's and look at another
architect.
But, MHTN was willing to do some things without
additional cost.
The priorities still seemed to be the police &
courts and master plan of the block.
The key thing was to have
public input sessions and if MHTN was willing to do some sample
drawings , they could move ahead . He did not see any need to pass
this motion and it could be counter productive.
It was unclear
what they would be approving.
Mr. Gunther got the impression that MHTN was not going to do much
more for free. If they have fulfilled their original contract, the
City should not expect much more.
Mayor Barratt explained that MHTN was willing to do additional
designs for a period of time.
Councilman Hampton was concerned about tying the City into too long
of a commitment.
He had been disappointed almost from the first
day with the relationship between MHTN and the public and that
clear up to the very end, did not have an understanding.
He did
not see the same kind of cohesion and progress that he did with
Hart Fisher.
They did an excellent job in interpreting what was
being said.
There was a different direction.
Things were
explained. He did not like the long term arrangement and did not
want to lock themselves into MHTN. He was concerned about moving
in the direction suggested in the motion.
He wanted to use an
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architect for the master plan of the block.
Police Chief Terry Fox noted that he was the only person in the
City that sat in on both processes. He had a different insight and
explained that MHTN did show tremendous insight, creativity, and
functionality in how the police and courts should operate.
They
looked at a lot of other facilities.
There was a lot of homework
done on the interior of the building. It would be a real shame to
throw out the insight that they have gained. He agreed that they
needed to come up with a theme for downtown and an aesthetic view
so that it would bring people downtown .
Councilman Hampton felt that may be valid as for the internal
operation, but at this point they did not even know how everything
would sit between Main & 100 North and 100 East to Center Street
and that to him was the highest priority of all.
Chief Fox noted that the Council were the ones elected and had to
make the decision. It was a heavy weight on their shoulders and he
asked them not to throw out the good things that had been
accomplished .
Kevin Bennett had a question as to whom MHTN was working for. The
City's agreement was not with MHTN, but with Jacobsen. Everything
that the City has was through them.
He had a concern under the
agreement and until it was terminated or fulfilled, under Part 1,
if we don't go to Part 2, the specifications, drawings, and the
documents remained with the architect and the design builder,
unless they gave permission. He did not believe that the City had
received that permission. He felt that the City needed to cut bait
and forget about what had been done or stay with whom we have. As
of right now the City was locked into an agreement that has not
been fulfilled or terminated . It was MHTN through Jacobsen .
Dale Gunther asked if the work that MHTN did with respect to the
interior of the building was their property even though the City
paid them to do it?
Kevin Bennett responded that was correct.
If the City did not go
to Part 2 of the agreement, Jacobsen could also have to agree.
In response to a question as to how much had been paid, Mr. Wanlass
responded $190,000.
Councilman Blake commented that the City would need to ask in
writing for permission to use the plans.
Bill Jacob commented that they ought to move to another architect
and terminate the contract.
Councilman Hampton asked Councilman Blake that if in his
discussions, did he feel that MHTN could complete the concept plan
and conduct public hearings and utilize the input from the public
hearings to accomplish acceptable results.
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Councilman Blake explained that he would like to have public input
sessions in two weeks with drawings from MHTN. He would like the
City to ask for permission from Jacobsen to use the drawings being
prepared and have public hearings and then make a determination.
If there was not a motion on the floor he would move to do that.
Mr. Gunther did not know what Jacobsen's position was.
that their contract was complete.

He thought

Mayor Barratt stated that it was not.
They needed to sever that
contract and move in a different direction or not do anything. He
asked Councilman Storrs to withdraw his motion and to allow
Councilman Blake to do as he had suggested. At some point in time
the Council needed to address the issue that they had a contract
and they needed to either cut the contract or fulfill the contract.
Councilman Blake noted that the contract had a termination clause.
Councilman Hampton asked if the proposed work fell into Part 1.
Councilman Blake responded that was his understanding.
The
advantage was as Chief Fox mentioned, they have the background on
the police and courts .

(

Dale Gunther noted that there may be a motion to continue Part 1
with public hearings and master planning of the block and to
continue the contract.
Councilman Blake felt that they ought to confirm with them that
they were doing it at no additional charge and confirm that they
were going to let the City use the drawings that came from it.
Jack Wixom responded that Jacobsen was willing to entertain that.
Councilman Blake noted that Part 1 was still open, but it was
coming to the point where a decision needed to be made.
Councilman Storrs amended his motion to add up to a 90-day time
period, keep it within Phase 1 and also have public input and have
a concept plan for the whole block.
If they didn't like it after
that time, terminate the contract.

Mr. Gunther asked if that was at no cost.
Councilman Storrs responded that he felt that if they were going to
work with them that long, that the City needed to pay them within
the contract.
Kevin Bennett commented that if the City had already paid them
$190,000, they had maxed out the amount in the agreement as it was
a not to exceed amount.
Mayor Barratt commented that the motion needed to include that the
work would be done with no fee during those 90 days unless there
were a small fee and the Bank of American Fork was willing to pay
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for it.
Councilman Storrs included in his amended motion that there be no
fee charged during those 90 days unless there were a small fee and
the Bank of American Fork was willing to pay for it.

Mr. Gunther commented that they were voting on something that they
may not be able to do. Jacobsen could not commit MHTN.
Mayor Barratt explained that Councilman Storrs was simply saying
that they would continue to use the Design Team as it was as long
as there were no fees involved or whatever fees that were charged,
private citizens or private industry would pay.
If that was not
possible then they would come back and terminate the contract or do
whatever they need to do at that time.
For the next period of
time, for the roof top design and for the public hearings, if
something could be done as a service to the City, they would use
that product up to 90 days.
Mayor Barratt again recapped the intent of the motion.
It was to
retain the services of Jacobsen Construction with MHTN as
architects and that for the next 90 days they ask Jacobsen to
consider allowing MHTN to have the City use the renderings that
MHTN was currently producing and that they be allowed and receive
written permission to use those renderings in their discussions and
work sessions that were going to be coming up in the next few
weeks.
That process would be allowed to continue over a 90-day
period. If there were fees to be charged, that the City know what
those were up front.
In this case, the Bank of American Fork was
willing to pay a certain amount and if they agreed to pay that
amount for the services that would be rendered, that they go ahead
and pay that amount.
At the end of 90 days they would come back
and decide what was going to happen at that point.
Dr. Bell noted that if MHTN/Jacobsen came back and designed
something that was somewhat useable but still did not meet the
City's need, and we go elsewhere, they may come back and say that
it was too much like what they had drawn even if it was in response
to the public input. They would have the City over a barrel.
Mayor Barratt stated that they were not going to get to that point.
They were only going to do a roof top design, which was where the
buildings would be placed.
It would include the roof top master
plan for the block but not the design of the buildings.
Councilman Blake asked if it had to run the 90 days.
Councilman Storrs stated that it was up to 90 days.
Councilman Blake stated that they had the latitude to have another
architect come in if there was a reason to.
Jack Wixom stated that Jacobsen Construction would work in good
faith with American Fork and were willing to assist the City.
It
was not a big brother thing.
They wanted to make sure that the
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contract serviced both American Fork and Jacobsen and they want to
make sure that they were satisfied as a client .
They would do
whatever they could, within the realm of expectation and reality,
to serve the interests of American Fork. They were not the boggy
man here.
They came here in good faith.
They won a contest in
good faith and they would like to be able to, in good faith, assist
the City of American Fork develop the town center.
Councilman Blake added that
identification of a theme.

part

of

the

concept plan was

the

Mayor Barratt stated that they were not designing the buildings at
this time, they were just doing footprints or roof tops.
Dale Gunther noted that when Peter Moyes was there, Councilman
Blake asked if he would provide a price.
He was still
uncomfortable. He was of the opinion there was no free lunch.
Councilman Blake responded that their incentive was to go to Part
2.

Mr . Gunther commented that the motion anticipated that it was going
to be free. Mr . Wixom had stated that he couldn't answer for MHTN.
Mayor Barratt explained that what the City was saying was that if
it wasn't free, and if they don't have anyone that was going to pay
for it, they were not going to do it.
Bill Jacob noted that they were dealing with intellectual property .
That was proprietary in nature and the City had no right to use it
in the future.
There was a real problem.
He felt there was a
contractual problem greater than just the conceptual issue.
Councilman Hunter added his second to the amended motion.

Councilman Blake
permission.

stated

that

it

would

be

done

with

written

Voting was as follows: Aye, Councilmembers Blake, Hunter, Hampton,
and Storrs. Nay, Councilmember Belmont. The motion carried.

Mayor Barratt noted that Paul Platt from the courts was happy with
what had taken place and with the input given.
They were happy
with MHTN .
The court system was a part of this process and did
have a vote on whom the City was going to use.
Paul Platt was
pleased with the process of selection that was used and he was
pleased with those that were awarded the contract.
Mayor Barratt reminded the Council that they would ultimately need
to approve the design. He charged them to be attentive and attend
the work sessions, public hearings, and to be involved so that the
information they give when asked, would be correct.
Judy Price asked if there was anyway to have ownership of the
plans.
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Councilman Hampton responded that was what Councilman Blake had
discussed regarding the obtaining of written permission.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON A REQUEST BY DANIEL COPPER TO USE THE DOWNTOWN
LOAN FUNDS
Mayor Barratt noted that this was put on the agenda at the request
of the Finance Committee .
Councilman Hampton explained that Daniel Copper had a request in
since February 19, 1999, to use the downtown funds.
With the
pending litigation, they had hesitated in doing anything.
The
Finance Committee felt comfortable in allowing Mr. Copper to go
ahead with the difference between the contested $48,000 and the
$65,000 available. He asked legal counsel Kevin Bennett if there
was a problem with moving ahead on the difference of the $17,000.
Kevin Bennett was concerned about discussing pending litigation and
he would not discuss it.
Mayor Barratt explained that Mr. Copper was making an application
for a loan of $17,000. The Council should address the application.
The blank spaces would need to be filled out. The first step was
to see if the Council would be willing to entertain the loan of
$17,000 from the downtown loan fund if the application was filled
out in its entirety.
Councilman Blake asked if there was certain criteria.
Mayor Barratt explained that this request fell under the historical
category .
Councilman Blake noted that Mr. Copper was specific in what he was
doing.
Mayor Barratt noted that the money could not be used for inventory.
There was an attachment to the back side that spelled it out in
detail.
Councilman Blake noted that the criteria required that the request
be specific and it was.
It seemed that it was appropriate to
entertain the request.
Bill Jacob asked when the Council passed the criteria that the loan
would be available to historical projects.
Mayor Barratt answered that it was part of the criteria developed
by the Finance Committee.
Carl Wanlass explained that the loan application was reviewed by
the Finance Committee and then it would come to the City Council
for approval.
Mayor Barratt stated that if the request met the Finance Committee
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criteria the Finance Committee would recommend approval.
Bill Jacob asked if the Council approved the criteria.
Carl Wanlass stated that the Finance Committee did.
Councilman Hampton commented that the City Council would not have
to approve it at this meeting either.
Bill Jacob asked if the Council had not approved the criteria used.
Mayor Barratt responded that was correct.
All the Council was
going to do was to approve the Finance Committee's recommendation.
Kevin Bennett raised an issue that was apart from the pending
litigation. He explained that the 3% loan was an issue due to the
Doug Short case in Salt Lake. He did not believe that under case
law they could make that type of low interest loan anymore .
Councilman Blake asked what the source of the funds were.
Mayor Barratt explained that the funds were derived from the
Chipman Warehouse property donated through Gil Horrocks and also
interest accrued to date.
Councilman Blake asked if there was criteria set up at the time it
was donated.
Mayor Barratt stated that there was.
Dale Gunther asked if the Historical purpose fit that criteria.
Councilman Storrs moved to table.
motion. All were in favor.

Councilman Hunter seconded the

Mayor Barratt asked if there was any direction for Mr. Copper.
Councilmember Belmont did not have trouble lending the money if it
was legal.
Councilman Blake felt that the criteria needed to be confirmed.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING A MEETING ROOM
POLICY AT THE LIBRARY
This item would be placed on the next agenda.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION APPROVING
COMMISSION CONTRACT WITH THE STATE OF UTAH
Mayor Barratt noted that
Councilmember Belmont.

this

was

an

AN

item brought

HISTORICAL
to

him by

Carl Wanlass noted that Kevin Bennett had brought up one change.
On Attachment B, under Work Description, it should say under number
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1, "Purchase and install metal plaques on 3 historic sites ... "
instead of "4 historic sites ... "
Councilman Hunter moved to adopt Resolution No. 2000-04-lSR
approving a Historical Commission contract with the State of Utah
including the correction of the number of plaques to 3 in
Attachment B.
Councilman Blake seconded the motion. All were in
favor.

REPORT AND ACTION ON CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS ITEMS INCLUDING CHANGE
ORDERS
There were none.
REPORT AND ACTION ON PLANNING COMMISSION ITEMS
Councilman Hunter reported that the Planning Commission at their
April 5, 2000, meeting approved the development agreement for Baker
Estates; turned down a zone change request at 35 North 300 East
from the existing CC-1 to the R-4 zone; approved a zone change
request at 805 North 200 East from the existing RA-1 to the R1-9000
zone; approved a zone change request at 1075 North 200 East from
the existing RA-1 to the R1-9000 zone; approved the Broadstone V
PUD at 834 & 852 East State Road; turned down the site plan for
Broadstone V PUD until some things were worked out between adjacent
owners; the Annexation Agreement for the Childs/Merrill Annexation
at 1000 West Main was approved; tabled action on the B. Joe Barney
Annexation at 1125 East 1100 North to give the owners a chance to
review the annexation agreements and to receive a development plan
from Mr. Carlisle; discussed the Spring Creek Annexation at 1200
West 200 South; reviewed federally funded projects in American
Fork; passed Ordinances on private streets & gated communities,
establishing a "Cinderella Clause" on final plats and site plans,
and new residential zones; and discussed elements of the General
Plan.
The following public hearings needed to be established on May 9,
2000 :
6:10 p.m.
6:20 p.m.
6:30 p.m.

7:00 p.m.
7:10 p.m.
7:20 p.m.

Site plan for Landrover of Utah at 1085 South 630
East.
Amendment of the Development Code to include
additional residential and planned residential
zones.
Amendment of the Development Code to allow for
private
streets
& gated communities
and
to
establish a "Cinderella Clause" on final plats and
site plans.
Placement of the property in the Childs/Merrill
Annexation at 1000 West Main in the GC-2 zone.
Zone change request at 1075 North 200 East from the
existing RA-1 to the R1-9000 zone.
Zone change request at 805 North 200 East from the
existing RA-1 to the R1-9000 zone.
16

Councilman Hunter requested that the Council structure the hearings
a little better and that those that had something to say, must sign
in before the meeting starts and then they be allowed to speak for
2 to 3 minutes.
He felt that otherwise they would hear from the
same people the same thing over and over again . If this was truly
to be public comment, he would like to encourage the public to
comment .
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE MARCH 28, 2000, MINUTES
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the March 28, 2000, minutes as
presented. Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion. All were in
favor.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE MARCH 30, 2000, WORK SESSION MINUTES
Councilman Storrs moved approval of the March 30, 2000, work
session minutes as presented.
Councilman Hunter seconded the
motion. All were in favor.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE APRIL 6, 2000, WORK SESSION MINUTES
Councilman Hunter moved approval of the April 6, 2000, work session
minutes as presented.
Councilman Storrs seconded the motion.
Voting was as follows: Aye, Councilmembers Hunter, Storrs, Blake,
and Hampton. Abstain, Councilmember Belmont. The motion carried.
FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT INCLUDING ACTION ON THE APPROVAL OF CITY
BILLS FOR PAYMENT
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the City bills for payment as
reviewed by the Finance Committee. Councilmember Belmont seconded
the motion. All were in favor.
Councilman Hampton noted that there were 11 requests and moved
approval of the purchase requests over $1,000 as reviewed by the
Finance Committee. Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion. All
were in favor.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the manually prepared checks
as reviewed by the Finance Committee.
Councilman Blake seconded
the motion. All were in favor.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON ENTERING INTO AN EXECUTIVE SESSION TO DISCUSS
LITIGATION AND PROPERTY ACQUISITION
The Council did not go into an Executive Session.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON A SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
There was no discussion on this item.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON PROPERTY ACQUISITION
There was no discussion on this item.
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ADJOURNMENT

Mayor Barratt thanked the Councilmembers for their work and he
would get more information regarding Mr . Copper .
Councilman Hunter moved adjournment at 9:18p.m.

secr

d ~.e ~ All were in favor.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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Councilman Storrs

AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
APRIL 20, 2000
NOTICE OF WORK SESSION
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in a work session on Thursday, April 20, 2000, in the American
Fork City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 4:00 p.m.
The agenda shall be as follows :
WORK SESSION
1.
2.
3.

Discussion of items for the upcoming April
Council meeting.
Other business .
Adjournment.

Dat~~~ .l ~
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder

April, 2000.

25,

2000,

City

AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
APRIL 20, 2000
WORK SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a work session on April20, 2000, in the City Hall,
commencing at 4:06p.m. Those present included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Keith
Blake, and Don Hampton. Others present included Rod Despain, Howard Denney, and Bonnie
Mayo.
Action Items for April 25, 2000
Review and action on Jacobsen/MHTN Design Build Team proposal for additional services
Mayor Barratt stated they will give us 100 free hours of their time.
The Mayor made a comment about the newsletter and "Dear Mayor" notes. He said that about half
of the letters sent to him were opposing the building proposals.
Mayor Barratt received a call from Sydney Thomas expressing her concerns about
Jacobsen/MHTN. Mrs. Sydney Thomas apparently went to all of the public hearings that were held
and her main concern was that she did not feel that the Design Build Team really knew what they
were suppose to do. She felt the public wanted something they didn't have drawn up and what
they did have drawn was not what people wanted. She felt they were confused about what they
where suppose to do .
The Mayor received a call from Orville Gunther stating his concern. He mentioned he would take
his business somewhere else if the City did not move forward with the building proposal.
Councilman Hampton would like to send out a survey to receive public response.
Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects, condominiums, and PUD's
Rod Despain did say that the Broadstone project has gone to Planning Commission and was
moving forward .
Review and action to accept and approve the Record of Decision (ROD) for the General Permit for
the American Fork Boat Harbor and Recreation Site
There was no discussion on this item.
Review and action on appointments of additional team members for the 21st Century Communities
Program

1
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There was no discussion on this item.

I

Review and action on the appointment of a Councilmember to the Solid Waste District
There was no discussion on this item.
Review and action on appointments to citizen committees and boards
Amend terms on ordinance.
Review and action on a resolution establishing a meeting room policy at the Library
Councilman Keith Blake made a suggestion to the board members about a citizen or non citizen
use. The board members felt the library is for community use not just for the City.
You could charge a deposit or a small fee to the businesses if they came and use the facility.
Focus the usage on a public non- profit verses commercial businesses.
Councilman Don Hampton feels that the public has paid enough money towards the Library.
Review and action on a contract with the group Voice Male for a performance at the Steel Days
Variety Show
There was no discussion on this item.
Review and action on a amendment to the May 3, 1995, Union Pacific Railroad agreement to
provide for a one time payment on lieu of annual payments
There was no discussion on this item.
Report and action on construction projects items including change orders
There was no discussion on this item.
There will be a Executive session to discuss property acquisition.
Howard Denney will be excused as he will be out of town.
Adjournment
The work session adjournment at 4:34p.m.

Bonnie Mayo
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
APRIL 25, 2000
NOTICE AND AGENDA
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on April 25, 2000, in the American Fork
City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p.m.
The
agenda shall be as follows:
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period - limited to two minutes
per person.
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports.
Mayor's report.
ACTION ITEMS

1.
2.

3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14.

Review and action on Jacobsen/MHTN Design Build Team proposal
for additional services.
Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method
of satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the
plat recorded.
a.
Review and action on Broadstone V, a two lot PUD located
at 834 & 852 East State Road.
b.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving a site plan
for Broadstone V, at 834 & 852 East State Road.
Review and action to accept and approve the Record of Decision
(ROD) for the General Permit for the American Fork Boat Harbor
and Recreation Site.
Review and action on appointments of additional team members
for the 21st Century Communities Program.
Review and action on the appointment of a Councilmember to the
Solid Waste District.
Review and action on appointments to citizen committees and
boards.
Review and action on a Resolution establishing a meeting room
policy at the Library.
Review and action on a contract with the group Voice Mail for
a performance at the Steel Days Variety Show.
Review and action on an amendment to the May 3, 1995, Union
Pacific Railroad agreement to provide for a one time payment
in lieu of annual payments.
Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders.
Report and action on Planning Commission items.
Review and action on the April 11, 2000, minutes.
Review and action on the April 20, 2000, work session minutes.
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
1

15 .
16.
17.

City bills for payment.
Review and action on entering into an Executive Session to
discuss property acquisition.
Review and action on an offer to purchase real property .
Adjournment.

Daa:_

tK.

~

April, 2000.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
APRIL 25, 2000

(
REGULAR SESSION

The American Fork City Council met in a regular session on April
25, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:34p.m. Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont, Don
Hampton, Keith Blake, Ricky Storrs, and Tom Hunter. Others present
included Carl Wanlass, Rod Despain, Richard Colborn, Terry Fox, Jay
Christensen, JaNeane Jacob, Glen Wagstaff, Denise Pedersen, Scouts
from Varsity Teams 17 and 811, Jack Wixom, Dale Gunther, Peter
Moyes, Barbara Christiansen, George Brown, Judy Price, and 22
citizens.
Varsity Scout B.J. Shelby led the Pledge
Councilman Hampton offered the prayer.

of

Allegiance

and

TWENTY MINUTE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD - LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES PER
PERSON

(

Glen Wagstaff noted that he was at the last Planning Commission
meeting where the plan for the Developmental Center Park was
reviewed.
It was primarily the same thing.
The Council and the
Mayor had said that there would not be access to the park from the
west. It showed it. The area east of the road had the same thing
there. He supported the use of another firm.
Mayor Barratt noted that there would be another work session on the
matter .
George Brown asked about the appraisal of the Heritage Center.
Mayor Barratt stated that they had received it and a response from
Heritage, but no one has reviewed it yet.
Mr. Brown asked for a copy of the appraisal.
REPORT OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR
Carl Wanlass had nothing to report at this time.
COUNCIL REPORTS
Councilman Hunter had nothing to report at this time.
Councilmernber Belmont noted
Children's Wall last night .

that

the

Library

unveiled

the

Councilmernber Belmont explained that Forbes School was doing a
production of Tom Sawyer at the Library.
Councilmernber Belmont reported that the Senior Board was hoping to
install a double door to the south so that they could have better
1
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access to the parking on the south.
Councilmember Belmont explained that she had spoken to the
newspaper and they will have the paper delivered to the Senior
Center at no charge so those people will have access to the
newspaper.
Councilmember Belmont reported that the Veteran's were asking for
help in cleaning the building. There were several involved in the
restoration of the building. They were in need of some help.
Councilmember Belmont asked Councilman Hunter about an unsigned
letter that had been placed in the Council's boxes and if it was
from him.
Councilman Hunter stated that it was.
Councilman Hampton reported that Downtown American Fork
be on the next agenda for a report and asked that time
for a report from the Beautification Committee and the
Commerce . The Ci ty Recorder commented that the Lion ~ s
be making a report as well .

Inc. would
be allowed
Chamber of
Club would

Councilman Storrs turned time to Sherrie Fraughton .
She invited
the Mayor and Council to the National League Opening Day at the JC
Ballpark this Saturday at 9:00a.m. They would be rededicating the
facility.
Councilman Blake reiterated the activities in conjunction with the
ribbon cutting ceremony for the Library on Friday at 7:00 p.m.
Wednesday would be Flower Day and also the Crescent School of Music
would be performing. Thursday, there would be story telling and a
country western performance in the rotunda.
MAYOR'S REPORT
Mayor Barratt had the Scouts in attendance introduce themselves.
ACTION ITEMS
REVIEW AND ACTION ON JACOBSEN/MHTN DESIGN BUILD TEAM PROPOSAL FOR
ADDITIONAL SERVICES
Mayor Barratt noted that the Council had a revised proposal dated
April 24, 2000.
Item number 6 was being revised so that the City
could take possession of the materials created for the original
bond election in November.
Councilman Blake reported that he had met with Jack Wixom from
Jacobsen Construction. The document did constitute permission to
use the drawings and specifications prepared.
It also offered up
to 100 hours of additional planning at no charge .
Councilman Blake continued that there was also a proposal sent to
the Bank of American Fork several weeks ago by Hart Fisher
Architects which offered to do some concept planning. The Finance
Committee had discussed it earlier at their meet i ng . The proposal
2

was for 60 hours for $5,300. If both firms were willing, he wanted
to see the City set some dates and have both firms work together on
some concept plans and conduct charettes and public input sessions
and get the perspective of each.
He noted that the Bank of
American Fork may wish to respond to this proposal.
Councilman Blake moved to accept the proposal that Jacobsen/MHTN
had given them in the letter and also the proposal from Hart Fisher
and asked both firms to conduct some joint sessions with the first
one on May 5, Friday at the Library, May 11, Thursday at Shelley
School, and one on Wednesday, May 17 .

The objective was to revitalize the downtown area and also meet the
physical facilities needs in the City without a tax increase if
they can determine the place where the police and courts building
would be built and how the other facilities would fit.
It was
important to invite the Community Church, Harrington Foundation,
the Bank of American Fork, and others on the block .
Mayor Barratt asked who was going to pay the $5,300.
Councilman Blake stated that the Bank of American Fork in the past,
and it would need to be confirmed, was willing to consider paying
a portion. The City and/or other businesses would fund the other
portion.
It was spelled out in the document what would be done.
Mayor Barratt had not seen the document.

He was provided one .

Dale Gunther explained that he had a copy of the April 17 , 2000,
letter from Jacobsen and noted the pro-bono time.
MHTN would
provide master planning efforts which would take the form of an
aerial site plan.
When it talked about being compensated by
others, he was a bit confused. He had indicated a willingness on
the part of the Bank of American Fork to fund part of the cost of
a master plan for the whole block. The whole block was critical to
the bank. The businesses needed to have some input. When closing
Church Street was talked about, that was a major concern.
Last
week Peter Moyes had some alternatives that showed Church Street
being left open.
Mayor Barratt commented that in order for the City
railroad crossing they had to close some crossings.

to

get

a

Dale Gunther thought we ought to be good neighbors and do what was
best for everyone. He was not sure what Item 1 was saying in 100
pro-bono hours.
Jack Wixom noted that he thought that was what he had heard
Gunther say. If it was not so, he suggested that the record be
straight . The biggest stumbling block last time was the use of
documents . He heard the Bank of American Fork would assist in
studies .
Mr. Gunther noted that there was no number
American Fork may be asked to participate in.
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set
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Mayor Barratt commented that MHTN was going to provide 100 hours,
then the City would decide if additional funds were to be spent.
Dale Gunther stated his understanding that there would be no cost
to anyone up to the 100 hours.
Then, if there was more, there
would be an opportunity to decide at that time.
Where he was
corning from in terms of being willing to participate was that he
had the proposal from Hart Fisher. He was willing to pay half of
the cost up to $3,000.
It had been his understanding that Jack
Wixom would get a quote back to them for doing the master plan and
then they could decide. He did not care if it was Hart Fisher or
MHTN, they wanted to have some input. He did not like doing things
for free.
Mayor Barratt commented that it wasn't free. MHTN was paying their
people to do the work. They were doing what they could to salvage
what they could and to do the extra mile.
Maybe MHTN could be
extended the same amount as Hart Fisher.
He did not think that
there was anything wrong with the City getting 100 hours from MHTN .
The City needed to focus on what they were doing and not focus on
off shoots.
This was for a roof top design at this time, just
placement of the buildings on the property. He felt that 100 hours
should be enough.
Councilman Storrs did not have a problem with the MHTN proposal.
He did have a problem on a contract with Hart Fisher that he had
not read or seen. He felt the City could not go wrong with the 100
hours from MHTN.
Councilman
questions.

Hampton

seconded

the

motion

because

he

had

some

Councilman Hampton noted that it seemed to him that if someone
other than one of the two architects was chairing the meeting, then
both could be very productive in developing the concept master
plans and it was important to him that they not work together on a
concept master plan but both come with their own four or five
options as discussed at an earlier work session. He thought that
they had a track record from Hart Fisher that would be helpful in
the process. It offered the experience of the library that nearly
100 percent of the citizens had appreciated. He liked the idea.
Councilman Hampton hoped to be able to get additional assistance
from the businesses as the City would need to find the other
$2,300.
He saw real value in doing this.
He added that Hart
Fisher had agreed, as one of the options, to add a plan on the area
at 300 East Main in their fee. He was hopeful that MHTN's response
would include that area as well.
Councilman Blake noted that MHTN had already done the 300 East Main
concept plan .
Councilman Hampton assumed that it was included in this portion as
well. He reiterated that he hoped for other participation beyond
the $3, 000 noting that this was not a vertical design, it was
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analyzing a footprint including parking and traffic flow.
Councilman Blake concurred that in the planning phase a wider look
was the better. Both were professional firms. The City needed to
confirm with them that they were willing . He felt they could work
together productively .
Councilman Storrs stated that he would vote no due to the fact that
he had not seen the contract from Hart Fisher and it was news to
him. He would support the Jacobsen/MHTN contract.
Councilman Hunter had not seen the contract either and observed
that it was not on the agenda for action.
Mayor Barratt felt that they could not include Hart Fisher in the
motion as it was not an agenda item.
Dale Gunther
Jacobsen/MHTN.
motion.

noted
that
it was
probably a
surprise
to
He asked if they had a problem with the potential

Mayor Barratt asked how it would work and if
prepare renderings and answer questions.

each firm would

Councilman Hampton felt that it could operate that way.
Councilman Storrs again commented that it was not on the agenda .
Jay Christensen explained that he had attended every one of the
meetings with MHTN and it seemed that every time they were in a
meeting there was a surprise for them. At this meeting, all of a
sudden there was Hart Fisher.
Councilman Hampton commented that MHTN and Jacobsen were not being
asked to do anything different than before.
The only difference
was that someone else was going to give their views on plans as
well .
Mayor Barratt noted that there had been two Councilmembers that had
not seen it and a Mayor who had not seen it until now and that was
not what was right about it. If they ·were opening this up to other
architects besides MHTN, there may be another architectural firm
that would do it for less.
Councilman Blake stated that they were not fully blind siding
Jacobsen.
He had mentioned it to them the other day and asked
their feeling about working with Hart Fisher.
The situation was
that part of the community was offering to pay.
This was a
proposal that went to the Bank of American Fork.
One approach
would be to see if the business community would be willing to fund
it.
This was a place where there was more than one entity.
The
City was in it as well as others including the Harrington
Foundation.
Councilman Storrs stated that he did not have a problem with that.
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He felt that two Councilmembers were blind sided tonight.
Mayor Barratt recommended that the Hart Fisher portion be removed
from the motion and to make it a different item in a work session.
He did not think it was fair to bring it up in a meeting where it
was not on the agenda and two Councilmembers and the Mayor had not
seen the document.
Councilman Blake somewhat in defense, noted that it was not unusual
that something in this price range be brought before the Finance
Committee like it was.
Mayor Barratt noted that those items over $1,000 were usually
listed and placed in the boxes so that the entire Council was aware
of them.
Councilman Hampton did not feel it was a total blind side issue.
It was not like they were suggesting Hart Fisher do something that
nobody had discussed before.
It was well-known what a concept
master plan would be and what their services would be. It did not
take anything away from anybody, but it added some value to the
decision making process.
He apologized to Councilmembers Hunter
and Storrs that copies were not available to them. He had received
his copy earlier in the day.
He thought it was a good idea.
It
was not as if they had to analyze a 55-page contract that offered
new things. It was very simple. Not having the document, however,
was not appropriate.
Councilman Hunter recapped what he understood. MHTN had agreed to
100 hours at no cost. Another architectural firm would like to do
some work on the site plan and they want to charge up to $5,300 for
up to 60 hours. He had a problem in that if they were going to get
businesses involved in paying some of the costs, and like Mr. Dale
Gunther had said, they were going to want some favors and things in
return.
Councilman Hampton did not know that they wanted favors but they
want to make sure that their interests were represented in what was
done and that was appropriate. To a certain degree, that had been
disregarded.
Dale Gunther stated that he may be the cause of some of the
problem.
Last year when this planning was done he had some
concerns from the standpoint of the President of the Bank of
American Fork. When the planning was being done, he was frustrated
because there was no attention given to the south part of the
block. Three or four years ago when Councilman Parker was on the
Council, and when they were lobbying to keep City Hall downtown, he
asked if him if the Bank of American Fork would be opposed at
closing Church Street. He responded at that time that it would not
be his first choice but they would go along with it if it was for
the good of the community and as long as the Bank of American
Fork's needs could be met. What he was saying to MHTN, if Church
was closed, something had to be done for the Bank of American Fork
regarding the connecting road between 100 East and Center Street.
6
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He asked MHTN to deal with that and they would not.
Mr. Gunther
explained that he finally went to Mr. Wanlass and some planning was
done on that street, but they did not involve him.
Mr. Gunther continued that he still had some nervousness in terms
of whether he was going to be included in this and what kind of
problems that might raise for the Bank of American Fork. He was a
member of Councilman Blake's Committee that determined that one of
the foundations of the planning effort was the need for master
planning the block first.
The City did not own the Harrington
School. There was a hope that it could be included as part of the
City property.
The Apollo Hall would remain the Apollo Hall as
well as the Community Church who had some special needs that he
knew of because of the Bank. He felt that the interest of the Bank
and the neighbors were not being adequately represented.
Dale Gunther reported that he had a conversation with Councilmember
Belmont and she happened to talk to Hart Fisher and suggested that
they call Mr. Gunther. Brian McCarthy did call him asking if there
was anything he could do to help.
This was about the time the
Committee was talking about master planning the block. He thought
there was some discussion in the Committee if MHTN was the best
resource to use in moving forward or if they ought to go ahead with
someone else .
He had been told that Jacobsen had finished their
contract with the City and they were starting from scratch and it
was in that context that he said to Hart Fisher that they felt a
need to do a master plan for the block and asked what it would
cost. That was just a couple of days before he went back to Boston
for the Town Meeting.
He explained to Hart Fisher that he was
going to Boston and asked them to fax the information to him which
they did. The Committee met the night he returned and Peter Moyes
was there. He had some drawings that he liked very much. He told
Councilman Blake, he thought the next day, the proposal that Hart
Fisher had made .
Dale Gunther stated his position that he would like to see the
project go. They were bogged down now. There was quite a bit of
sentiment in the community that he received that they ought to get
a fresh start. Maybe from a political standpoint they were better
off getting a new set of eyes on it. Hart Fisher represented one
alternative and commented that he was not necessarily their
champion.
The Council would need to decide who would do it, but
from the Bank of American Fork's standpoint, they would like to
contribute to that study because they would then be a partner in it
and not just a bystander.
Mr.
Gunther
continued that because closing Church Street
represented a potential threat to the Bank of American Fork's
business, he was concerned if there were any legal requirements on
the City to close the street.
The bank's legal counsel had
researched that and concluded that the City had responsibility to
the owners of property.
He did not want legal involvement.
He
felt that they were all friends and that they could sit down and
see each others needs and arrive at what was best for everybody.
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Dale Gunther reiterated that from a political standpoint, there may
be merit in having another set of eyes look at it.
This was a
proposal that came to him and that he passed on to Councilman Blake
and on to Councilman Hampton yesterday.
He did not do more than
that because he did not realize this was on the agenda.
He also
thought of canvassing the business district and if the City did not
recognize them, as a group they could get someone to do a master
plan.
Mr. Gunther concluded that he was anxious to move ahead, but he had
some reluctance because of the potential political fallout in going
ahead.
He appreciated what Jacobsen and MHTN had done and felt
that they had made a good faith effort to move it along. However,
he was nervous about their moving ahead because there had been
expressed to him dissatisfaction with the sessions before.
When
Mr. Moyes had met with them when he returned from Boston, he felt
good about the work being done.
Mayor Barratt would not allow the letter addressed to Dale Gunther
from Hart Fisher as it was not addressed to the City and did not
ask for the City's input or dollars. He suggested that a motion be
addressed as stated on the agenda.
He also suggested that Mr.
Gunther and the downtown businessmen get together to see if they
could come up with the $5,300 and if not, whatever their deficiency
was be brought back to the Finance Committee and that the City make
up that difference .
Dale Gunther asked if Hart Fisher could contract with the City
separately.
Mayor Barratt responded that it could be done if the Council
authorized him to sign a contract and if funding was available.
George Brown expressed appreciation for Jack Wixom and Peter Moyes.
He had real concerns of the concept of the design build team.
If
they were building a warehouse or maintenance building, that was
one thing.
Other public buildings were different.
He preferred
the traditional architectural design and contract bid process. He
expressed that the City go back to the drawing board and go away
from the design build concept to the traditional method. He felt
that Dale Gunther had recapped the situation well.
Councilman Blake noted that the intent of the motion was
partnership. The amendment would be not to use any City funds to
fund that unless it came back specifically.
Mayor Barratt observed that according to the letter from Hart
Fisher, they were asking Dale Gunther to do it. If they wanted to
pursue it, they could. He recommended to the Council that if they
wanted to accept Jacobsen/MHTN's proposal, to make that motion. It
was understood that in this discussion that in the course of
pursuing Hart Fisher Smith, that if the downtown businessmen had a
problem coming up with the difference between the $3,000 and the
$5, 300, he would recommend as Mayor that it go to the Finance
Committee and that the City find the money in the budget to fund
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that .
Councilman Hunter noted that one of the meetings was planned for
May 17 and that was a Planning Commission night.
Councilman Hampton asked that it be clarified that if the funding
was identified outside of City sources, that Hart Fisher was
equally able to participate in those hearings.
Mayor Barratt did not know that clarification was needed. That was
something the City was going to do. They were welcome as well as
anyone else that wanted to bring something .
The motion was reread.
Councilman Blake amended his motion to delete the portions
referring to Hart Fisher and change the hearing date from May 17 to
May 18 at Barratt School and confirm if they were available.
It
would also include planning for 300 East and Main.
Councilman Hunter seconded the amended motion.

Ken Adams was a little fuzzy about the 100 hours and asked for a
c larificat i on .
Mayor Barratt answered that MHTN was willing to provide 100 free
hours and that was the extent of the proposal .
Councilman Hampton added that the 100 hours did not include any in
the past, it started now.
All were in favor.

REVIEW
AND
ACTION
ON
SUBDIVISIONS ,
COMMERCIAL
PROJECTS,
CONDOMINIUMS, AND PUD ' S INCLUDING 1 ) PLAT APPROVAL; 2 ) METHOD OF
SATISFACTION OF WATER RIGHTS REQUIREMENTS; 3 ) POSTING OF AN
IMPROVEMENT BOND OR SETTING OF A TIME FRAME FOR IMPROVEMENT
INSTALLATION; AND 4) AUTHORIZATION TO SIGN THE FINAL PLAT AND
ACCEPTANCE OF ALL DEDICATIONS TO THE PUBLIC AND TO HAVE THE PLAT
RECORDED
a.

Review and action on Broadstone V, a two lot PUD located at
834 & 852 East State Road
Mayor Barratt explained that this project was now separate
from
Broadstone
and
would
be
referred
to
as
the
Shoney's/Fazoli's site.
(C & C Plaza Subdivision)

l

Councilman Hampton moved to approve the final plat for the
Shoney's and Fazoli's restaurants {formerly referred to as
"Broadstone V"} and authorize the Mayor and Council to sign
the plat, accept the dedications and have the plat recorded,
subject to certain technical corrections including:
a}
Addition of the proper subdivision name; b) More adequate
reference to the dedication of the additional width for State
9

Street and 860 East;
860 East dedication
prepared by Horrocks
monuments; and also
irrigation company.
All were in favor.
b.

c) Deter.mination of consistency of the
with the street design for 860 East as
Engineering; d) Addition of subdivision
receipt of evidence of approval by the
Councilman Hunter seconded the motion.

Review and action on an Ordinance approving a site plan for
Broadstone V, at 834 & 852 East State Road
Councilman Hunter moved to adopt Ordinance No. 2000-04-11
approving the final site plan for Shoney' s and Fazoli' s
restaurants {for.merly referred to as "Broadstone Square Phase
VI") subject to the following:
1) Receipt of access and
travel easement with Broadstone; 2) Receipt of cross-easement
and reciprocal parking easement between Shoney' s and Fazoli' s;
3) Technical corrections of: a) Realignment of existing 8"
water line to eliminate existing dual 90 degree bends; b)
Addition of a proper name; c) Addition of a lighting scheme;
d) Modification of 860 East access drive to accommodate three
lanes; e) Revision of stor.m drain improvements as directed by
the City Engineer; and f) Addition of provisions to minimize
hazard from blind corner at the take-out window; 4) Actual
conveyance of water rights for both Shoney's and Fazoli's, 10
acre feet; and 5) Council concurrence on the finding of the
Planning Commission that the changes are technical in nature
and do not require a new public hearing. Councilman Hampton
seconded the motion.
Councilman Hampton thanked the
easements and cross easements .

staff

for

tying

down

the

All were in favor.
REVIEW AND ACTION TO ACCEPT AND APPROVE THE RECORD OF DECISION
(ROD) FOR THE GENERAL PERMIT FOR THE AMERICAN FORK BOAT HARBOR AND
RECREATION SITE
Councilman
previously.

Hampton

explained

that

this

had

been

reviewed

Councilman Hampton moved approval of the Record of Decision for the
General Per.mit for the American Fork Boat Harbor and Recreation
Site with the correction of the zip codes on the second page.
Councilman Storrs seconded the motion. All were in favor.
Mayor Barratt explained that City Engineer Howard Denney was
excused as he was attending Road School and City Civil Attorney
Kevin Bennett was excused due to the passing of his Grandmother.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON APPOINTMENTS OF ADDITIONAL TEAM MEMBERS FOR
THE 21ST CENTURY COMMUNITIES PROGRAM
Mayor Barratt appointed Planning Commission member Ken Baldwin to
the 21st Century Communities Program.
10
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Councilman Hampton moved to confir.m the appointment.
Blake seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Councilman

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE APPOINTMENT OF A COUNCILMEMBER TO THE
SOLID WASTE DISTRICT
Mayor Barratt appointed Councilman Keith Blake to the Solid Waste
District.
Councilman Hampton moved to confir.m the appointment.
Storrs seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Councilman

REVIEW AND ACTION ON APPOINTMENTS TO CITIZEN COMMITTEES AND BOARDS
Councilman Hampton stated that there were no additional names for
the Neighbors in Action. The term for the Business Representative,
Randy Tomlinson was for three years, but he could only serve two
years now.
It was same situation for the At-Large Person, Mr .
Heber Thompson.
The appointment for the other At-Large Person,
Neal Christensen, was for two years but he would only be able to
serve one year.
Evan Brady,
the Senior's Representative,
appointment was for two years but he would only serve one.
Chad
Hendry had discussed with Kevin Bennett an amendment to the
Resolution to reflect the changes.
Mayor Barratt noted that Mr. Bennett had reported the same to him
and was working on the amendment .
Councilman Blake moved to reappoint Dick Kirkwood to a full term on
the Recreation Committee, 3 years to 2003.
Councilman Storrs
seconded the motion. All were in favor.
Councilmember Belmont moved that Kathy Gagon be appointed to serve
the remaining ter.m of Tom Hunter on the Board of Adjustment to
2003. Councilman Hampton seconded the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING A MEETING ROOM
POLICY AT THE LIBRARY
This item would be placed on the next agenda.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON A CONTRACT WITH THE GROUP VOICE MALE FOR A
PERFORMANCE AT THE STEEL DAYS VARIETY SHOW
Councilman Storrs moved approval of a contract with the group Voice
Male for a perfor.mance at the Steel Days Variety Show. Councilman
Hampton seconded the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN AMENDMENT TO THE MAY 3, 1995, UNION PACIFIC
RAILROAD AGREEMENT TO PROVIDE A ONE TIME PAYMENT IN LIEU OF ANNUAL
PAYMENTS
Councilman Hampton asked what the current annual payment was.
Carl Wanlass reported that it was approximately $125.00 and it went
11
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up each year by a couple of dollars.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the amendment to the May 3,
1995, agreement to provide a one time payment in lieu of annual
payments.
Councilman Blake seconded the motion.
All were in
favor.

REPORT AND ACTION ON CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS ITEMS INCLUDING CHANGE
ORDERS
Mayor Barratt noted that there was one change order for the 1999
Drainage Improvement Project on Roosevelt Avenue for an increase of
$9,520.40.
This was for additional excavation and top soil and
sod. This was coming out of the drain fee budget.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the change order.
Storrs seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Councilman

REPORT AND ACTION ON PLANNING COMMISSION ITEMS
Councilman Hunter explained that he was not at the last meeting but
he did have the results of the meeting. The Planning Commission at
their April 19, 2000, meeting approved the site plan for the
expansion of the American Fork Hospital with conditions along with
the location of a temporary trailer and relocation of the Main
Entrance ; approved the site plan for the Courtyard Pointe #2 at 751
East Quality Drive with conditions (they will be submitting
condominium documentation) ; reviewed plans for the Automall
Business Center at 515 East Automall Drive; reviewed the B. Joe
Barney , 1125 East 1100 North , and the Gary Miller , 380 North 1050
East, Annexations; approved the Dixie Fenn Annexation Agreement at
615 West 200 South; approved the amended commercial site plan for
Broads tone V PUD at 834 & 852 East State Road with conditions;
reviewed the revised master plan for the Developmental Center Park;
and discussed various elements of the General Plan.
As a result , the fo l lowing hearings should be set for May 23 , 2000 .
7:00 p . m. 7:20p.m. -

Site plan for the expansion of the American Fork
Hospital.
Placement of the property in the Dixie Fenn
Annexation into the RA-1 zone.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE APRIL 11, 2000, MINUTES
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the April 11, 2000, minutes
with some hous ec 1 eaning items .
(They were on page 3 , 1 ine 11,
place the word "and" after "Council." On page 12, line 27, add the
word "would" after "process.") Councilmember Belmont seconded the
motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE APRIL 20, 2000, WORK SESSION MINUTES
These minutes would be placed on the next agenda .
12

FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT INCLUDING ACTION ON THE APPROVAL OF CITY
BILLS FOR PAYMENT
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the City bills for payment.
Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion. All were in favor.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the purchase requests over
$1,000 as provided to the Councilmembers including an additional
item for
the annual payment from the RDA to CSK Auto.
Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion. All were in favor.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON ENTERING INTO AN EXECUTIVE SESSION TO DISCUSS
PROPERTY ACQUISITION
Councilman Hampton moved to enter into an executive session to
discuss property acquisition.
Councilman Hunter seconded the
motion. All were in favor.
The City Council entered into an Executive Session at 8:57p.m. to
discuss property acquisition. Those in attendance included Mayor
Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Tom Hunter, Juel Belmont, Don Hampton,
Ricky Storrs, & Keith Blake, City Administrator Carl Wanlass, and
City Recorder Richard Colborn.
The meeting was audio recorded as provided by State Code.
The Executive Session ended at 9:42 p.m.
Councilman Hunter moved to return to regular session at 9:42 p.m.
Councilman Storrs seconded the motion. All were in favor.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN OFFER TO PURCHASE REAL PROPERTY
This item was deleted from the agenda.
ADJOURNMENT
Mayor Barratt commented that he had a conversation with one of the
businessmen downtown. Mayor Green made a commitment when he was in
office that the City would get a crossing at 560 West Street.
Councilman Parker had worked and worked on it. They had submitted
names of the crossings that would be closed. Now, it was looking
like the City was going to set it back again. The two given to the
railroad were Church Street and the roadway between 500 East and
600 East. The City needed to determine what they were going to do
and follow through. That part of the community by Smith's deserved
a railroad crossing. Presently everything was being funneled down
400 West Street.
Union Pacific was adamant that there were too
many crossings in American Fork and wanted some closed.
If the
City wanted a crossing, it was a two for one proposition.
Councilman Blake talked about closing the access at 400 East or 500
East.
Mayor Barratt noted that the City continued to take on projects
13

with no way to pay for them and no way to complete them.
that scenario to stop .

He wanted

Councilman Hampton stated that they were going to do a
master plan .
Councilman Storrs moved adjournment at 9:45p.m.
seconded the fr) tion. All were in favor.

t?:_li .&QL
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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Councilman Blake

AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
MAY 4, 2000
NOTICE OF WORK SESSION
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in a work session on Thursday, May 4, 2000, in the American
Fork City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 4:00 p.m.
The agenda shall be as follows:
WORK SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Discussion of items for the upcoming May 9, 2000, City Council
meeting.
Christine Fox Finlinson will provide a CUP update.
Discussion of the Developmental Center Park Master Plan.
Other business.
Adjournment.

Dated~t~ ~a~y,
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder

2000.

AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
MAY 4, 2000
WORK SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a work session on May 4,
2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 4:11 p.m.
Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Don Hampton, Juel
Belmont, Keith Blake, and Tom Hunter. Others present included Carl
Wanlass, Rod Despain, Howard Denney, Richard Colborn, and Christine
Fox Finlinson.
Mayor Barratt stated that he was not going to stay,
going to his son's last soccer game.

that he was

Mayor Pro-tem Councilman Hampton Chaired the meeting. He announced
that Councilman Storrs and Mayor Barratt were excused.
Councilman Hampton reported that Finance Committee would be at 5:15
p.m . on Tuesday.
Carl Wanlass reported that Mayor Barratt wanted to amend the agenda
to include a request for a Class C Beer License for the Tokyo
Restaurant at 321 South 500 East and also on a sweetened proposal
by Lindon City requesting connection to American Fork's utilities
south of I-15.
DISCUSSION OF ITEMS FOR THE UPCOMING MAY 9,
MEETING

2000,

CITY COUNCIL

Public Hearings
6:10 :p.m.
Receiving of :public comment
Landrover of Utah at 1085 South 630 East

on

the

site :plan for

There were no comments.
6:20 :p.m. - Receiving of :public comment regarding amendment of the
Development Code to include additional residential,
:planned
residential, and the addition of a shoreline :protection zone
There were no comments.
6:30 :p.m. - Receiving of :public comment regarding amendment of the
Development Code to allow for :private streets, gated communities,
to :provide for a time limit on all final :plats & site :plans, and to
:prohibit the creation of derelict and unimproved residual lots
There were no comments.
7:00 :p.m. - Receiving of :public comment regarding the :placement of
the :property in the Childs/Merrill Annexation at 1000 West Main in
the GC-2 , General Commercial 2 zone
1

There were no comments.

(

7:10p.m. - Receiving of public comment regarding a zone change at
1075 North 200 East from the existing RA-1 to the R1-9000, Single
Family Residential zone
Councilman Blake asked the difference between the RA-1 and R1-9000
zones.
Councilmember Belmont explained that the RA-1 allowed for animals
and the minimum lot size was one acre.
7:20p.m. -Receiving of public comment regarding a zone change at
805 North 200 East from the existing RA-1 to the R1-9000, Single
Family Residential zone
There were no comments on this item.
Referring back to the hearings on amendments to the Development
Code , Councilman Hunter explained to the Council that they were
general in nature and could be applied throughout the community ,
not just one area .
Rod Despain explained that the current Ordinance required all
streets to be public.
This provision would allow for private
streets that could be smaller and private.

(

Councilmember Belmont observed that the people in the area of the
Gary Miller Annexation were used to the rural lifestyle and this
was going to be a real change.
Councilman Blake asked if they had to have an association.
Rod Despain explained that it was necessary as the homeowner's took
on the maintenance of the narrower, private street which included
snow removal and garbage collection. He explained that he knew of
a situation in Spanish Fork where a developer convinced the City to
go to a smaller standard and then turned around and encouraged the
residents to approach the City to take them over.
This proposal
would require a development of a minimum of 10 acres to utilize the
private street provisions and an entrance gate.
A guard was not
required.
The Ordinance was structured to encourage it.
Councilman Hampton asked if the public safety agencies would have
emergency access.
Rod Despain explained that most had a special code or key to allow
emergency personnel access.
Councilman Blake felt that protection should be provided if they
did not keep up with their responsibilities.
Rod Despain stated that a pro-forma would need to be provided up
front and would be part of the scrutiny of the project.
2

Regular Session
There would be presentations by:
Downtown American Fork Inc.
Beautification Committee
Chamber of Commerce
American Fork Lions Club
Act i on Items
Review and action on a garbage rate increase with BFI
Carl Wanlass explained the increase was a total of 44 cents, 7%
applied on about $4.00 and 4.4% applied on the rest.
It averaged
about 5.7%. The tipping fee was a pass through. The 4.4% increase
for operations was due in part to an increase in fuel. BFI hadn't
had an increase since 1997 .
Mr. Wanlass added that BFI was proposing a smaller container for
those who wanted one, but they wanted a 5-year contract extension .
The contract was up June 30 , 2001 , and when it was bid out again ,
the smaller container could be made a portion of the bid specs .
They had done a good job for the City.
Review and action on the selection and contract with an independent
audit firm
Carl Wanlass explained that they had gone out to RFP ' s. He asked
that the Finance Committee review the proposals at their next
meet i ng and provide a recommendation to the Counc i l .
Sorensen
Vance & Company was the one who had done it the last twelve years .
Review and action
Resolution

on an amendment

to

the

Neighbors

in Action

Mr. Wanlass explained that Kevin Bennett had prepared a memo and an
amended Resolution.
Councilman Hampton explained that the changes were mainly to the
t erms .
Carl Wanlass noted that some of the positions had also been deleted
and there was an issue on whether the representative from the City
Staff was voting or non-voting.
Councilman Blake noted that the proposal was that they be non voting members .
Review and action on the Childs/Merrill Annexation at 1000 West
Main including the Ordinance of Annexation and placement of the
property in the GC - 2 zone, and also the Annexation Agreement
Rod Despain noted that they had not heard back from Mr. Child on
the annexation agreement .
One feature of the agreement was an
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authorization for the City to purchase additional property for the
park & ride.
He was not sure if this was bought off on by Mr.
Child. If the City did not hear from him, he felt action should be
tabled.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving a zone change request
at 1075 North 200 East from the existing RA-1 zone to the R1-9000
zone
This would be the subject of the 7:10 p.m. public hearing.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving a zone change request
at 805 North 200 East from the existing RA-1 zone to the R1-9000
zone
This would be the subject of the 7:20p.m. public hearing.
Approval of Subdivisions, PUD's, & Site plans
a.
Review and action on Utah Auto Mall Subdivision Plat B,
a re subdivision of Lot #3 Utah Auto Mall at 630 East 1000
South
Howard Denney noted that there was an issue with the extension
of the curb and gutter along 1100 South. It was only shown at
about 40 feet. The Planning Commission had recommended about
200 feet.
They will be asking the City Council to see it
their way.
b.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving the site plan
for Landrover of Utah at 1085 South 630 East
This would be the subject of the 6:10p.m. public hearing.
Presentation of the tentative budgets for fiscal year ending June
30, 2001
Carl Wanlass would have them ready for the Council meeting.
sessions and the public hearing would be scheduled .

Work

Report and action on construction projects items including change
orders
Mr. Wanlass noted that there would be a final change order on the
Library in about 30 days.
Report and action on Planning Commission items
The report was provided to each,
leisure.

and could be reviewed at their

Review and action on the April 20, 2000, work session minutes

(

There were no comments.
Review and action on the April 25, 2000, minutes
4

There were no comments.
Review and action on the May 4, 2000, work session minutes
There were no comments .
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of City
bi ll s f or payment
There were no comments.
Review and action on entering into an Executive Session to discuss
litigation
There were no comments.
Review and action on a settlement agreement
There were no comments .
CHRISTINE FOX FINLINSON WILL PROVIDE A CUP UPDATE
Christine Fox Finlinson explained that she was present representing
the Central Utah Project . Her mission today was informal in order
to update the Council on issues that the CUP was facing as they
looked toward long term planning. The Salt Lake Metropolitan Water
District was thinking about building a new water treatment facility
just over the County line in Salt Lake County . It would be called
their Point of the Mountain Facility .
They want t he CUP t o h e l p
pay for it. As part of that request they want to reserve capacity
for northern Utah County.
The CUP felt that was okay, but they
want to know what the water needs of North Utah County might be.
It may be 10 to 15 years down the road before the need was there.
The CUP was proposing a comprehensive study of the City's assets
and needs.
They were suggesting that it would be helpful if the
CUP and the cities knew what those needs in North Utah County might
be .
They were suggesting putting out an RFP with the District paying up
to 50%.
The County may help out.
They were thinking that the
total cost would be around $100,000 and include cities from Lindon
and Vineyard to Eagle Mountain and Cedar Valley.
She would come
back with a letter that the Mayor could sign noting that American
Fork would like to participate.
Councilman Hampton asked if the other 50% would be apportioned by
population.
Ms . Finlinson did not know at this time , but she felt that Utah
County would pay 10% .
Most cities had not batted an eye at the
cost. It could even be based on CUP allocation of water. She felt
for American Fork the maximum cost would be $8,000 to $10,000.
Ms. Finlinson continued that she would like to see a northern Utah
County Treatment Plant located toward the mouth of American Fork
5

Canyon.

(
City Engineer Howard Denney stated that if that was the case, it
opened a lot of options for American Fork.
Ms. Finlinson felt that the time was right to begin to think about
it, but it might not be built for 10 years. She was hoping to get
the letter out in a couple of weeks .
Councilman Blake felt it was a timely request .
Ms. Finlinson noted that participating in the study would not
obligate the City in anyway.
She added that Eagle Mountain and
Saratoga Springs had a great need for water and neither had any CUP
al l ocat ion.
Rod Despain noted that part of the issue was what would be treated.
TheOrem plant's primary purpose was to treat project water. But ,
Orem , like American Fork, over the years, had acquired and was
acquiring natural flow out of the Provo River. Part of the study
needed to answer that relationship. Would that plant be eligible
to treat our own water and not just project water . American Fork
had about 2,500 acre feet of project related water and twice that
in the City's own natural flow. The question of how would American
Fork get its own water treated , needed to be answered . Orem was
t reat i ng water on a one to one basis .
Ms . Finlinson noted that Orem City was comfortable with their
arrangement as was the Jordan Valley Treatment Plant.
The main
mission of CUP had to do with project water.
Presently the Orem
Plant was at 42 million gallons per day (mgd) and they were
increasing it to 80 mgd. She would like to get moving on it fairly
soon.
Ms. Finlinson informed the Council that when CUP was designed, one
of the last features was the Diamond Fork Tunnel that took the
water from Strawberry Reservoir and delivered it down Spanish Fork
Canyon to Utah Lake. This was to be done to make the water users
rights whole when their rights were interrupted when they diverted
water from the mouth of Provo Canyon and took it into Salt Lake
County.
Part of that original plan was to develop an area of
agricultural ground south of Utah Lake for Utah County and Juab
County . It was called the Spanish Fork-Nephi (SFN) Project . When
much of the work was done , there was an objection raised to the SFN
Project by the Strawberry Water Users.
Ms. Finlinson noted that the SFN Project was sent back to the
drawing boards.
They were going to again start the scoping ,
(public input ) part for the 65, 000 acre feet that was in that
component .
It would begin in September and the water would be
allocated again . Sale Lake County would be requesting a portion of
that water .
She did not know if there would be additional water
available to American Fork City . She felt that American Fork City
would want to be involved in those sessions .
6
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Howard Denney asked if updates would be in the bulletins.

(
She would keep the Council's in Northern Utah County aware of the
meeting dates and times.
The Council thanked Ms. Finlinson for the information.
DISCUSSION OF THE DEVELOPMENTAL CENTER PARK MASTER PLAN
Carl Wanlass commented that originally he wanted to have a
discussion of the Developmental Center Park Master Plan, but with
Councilman Storrs and the Mayor not being present, it would
probably be scheduled for the May 23rd Council meeting.
OTHER BUSINESS
Councilman Blake noted that he had sent a memo to the Council on
some things, one of which was on water issues. He also suggested
one railroad crossing, but he did not have strong feelings for it.
It was meant to suggest that there were multiple options. He would
not like to see the closing of a crossing be a prerequisite on the
downtown square development .
Richard Colborn noted that the RDA meeting would begin on Tuesday
at 6 : 00 p.m .
Howard Denney commented that the "I love you virus" that had
started in China was alive and well and urged caution in opening
any e-mail.
ADJOURNMENT
The meeting

5:07 p.m.

L_/t
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
MAY 9, 2000
*AMENDED - NOTICE AND AGENDA
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on May 9, 2000, in the American Fork City
Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p.m. The agenda
shall be as follows:
PUBLIC HEARINGS

(

6:10 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the site plan for
Landrover of Utah at 1085 South 630 East.
6:20 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding amendment of the
Development Code to include additional residential,
planned residential,
and addition of a
shoreline
protection zone.
6:30 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding amendment of the
Development Code to allow for private streets, gated
communities, to provide for a time limit on all final
plats & site plans, and to prohibit the creation of
derelict and unimproved residual lots.
7:00p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the placement of
the property in the Childs/Merrill Annexation at 1000
West Main in the GC-2, General Commercial 2 zone.
7:10 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding a zone change at
1075 North 200 East from the existing RA-1 to the R19000, Single Family Residential zone.
7:20 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding a zone change at
805 North 200 East from the existing RA-1 to the R1-9000,
Single Family Residential zone.
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period- limited to two minutes
per person.
Report by Downtown American Fork Inc.
Report by the Beautification Committee.
Report by the Chamber of Commerce.
Presentation by the President of the American Fork Lions Club.
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports.
Mayor's report. ·
ACTION ITEMS

*1.
*2.
3.
4.
5.

Review and action on the granting of a Class C Beer License to
the Tokyo Restaurant at 321 South 500 East.
Review and action on a utility use agreement with Lindon City.
Review and action on a garbage rate increase with BFI.
Review and action on the selection and contract with an
independent audit firm.
Review and action on an amendment to the Neighbors in Action
Resolution.
1

6.

7.
8.
9.

10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.

Review and action on the Childs/Merrill Annexation at 1000
West Main Street including the Ordinance of Annexation and
placement of the property in the GC- 2 zone, and also the
Annexation Agreement.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving a zone change
request at 1075 North 200 East from the existing RA-1 zone to
the R1-9000 zone.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving a zone change
request at 805 North 200 East from the existing RA-1 zone to
the R1-9000 zone.
Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method
of satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the
plat recorded.
a.
Review and action on Utah Auto Mall Subdivision Plat B,
a re-subdivision of Lot #3 Utah Auto Mall at 630 East
1000 South.
b.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving the site plan
for Landrover of Utah at 1085 South 630 East.
Presentation of the tentative budgets for fiscal year ending
June 30, 2001.
Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders.
Report and action on Planning Commission items.
Review and action on the April 20, 2000, work session minutes.
Review and action on the April 25, 2000, minutes.
Review and action on the May 4, 2000, work session minutes.
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
Review and action on entering into an Executive Session to
discuss litigation.
Review and action on a settlement agreement.
Adjournment.
2000.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
MAY 9, 2000
NOTICE AND AGENDA
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on May 9, 2000, in the American Fork City
Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p.m. The agenda
shall be as follows:
PUBLIC HEARINGS
6:10 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the site plan for
Landrover of Utah at 1085 South 630 East.
6:20 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding amendment of the
Development Code to include additional residential,
planned residential,
and addition of a shoreline
protection zone.
6:30 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding amendment of the
Development Code to allow for private streets, gated
communities, to provide for a time limit on all final
plats & site plans, and to prohibit the creation of
derelict and unimproved residual lots.
7:00 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the placement of
the property in the Childs/Merrill Annexation at 1000
West Main in the GC-2, General Commercial 2 zone.
7:10 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding a zone change at
1075 North 200 East from the existing RA-1 to the R19000, Single Family Residential zone.
7:20 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding a zone change at
805 North 200 East from the existing RA-1 to the R1-9000,
Single Family Residential zone.
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period - limited to two minutes
per person.
Report by Downtown American Fork Inc.
Report by the Beautification Committee.
Report by the Chamber of Commerce.
Presentation by the President of the American Fork Lions Club.
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports.
Mayor's report.
ACTION ITEMS

1.
2.
3.
4.

Review and action on a garbage rate increase with BFI.
Review and action on the selection and contract with an
independent audit firm.
Review and action on an amendment to the Neighbors in Action
Resolution.
Review and action on the Childs/Merrill Annexation at 1000
West Main Street including the Ordinance of Annexation and
placement of the property in the GC-2 zone, and also the
1

5.
6.
7.

8.
9.
10.
11 .
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.

Annexation Agreement.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving a zone change
request at 1075 North 200 East from the existing RA-1 zone to
the R1-9000 zone.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving a zone change
request at 805 North 200 East from the existing RA-1 zone to
the R1-9000 zone.
Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method
of satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the
plat recorded.
a.
Review and action on Utah Auto Mall Subdivision Plat B,
a re-subdivision of Lot #3 Utah Auto Mall at 630 East
1000 South.
b.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving the site plan
for Landrover of Utah at 1085 South 630 East.
Presentation of the tentative budgets for fiscal year ending
June 30, 2001.
Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders.
Report and action on Planning Commission items.
Review and action on the April 20, 2000, work session minutes.
Review and action on the April 25, 2000, minutes.
Review and action on the May 4, 2000, work session minutes .
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
Review and action on entering into an Executive Session to
discuss litigation.
Review and action on a settlement agreement.
Adjournment.

Dated this 1 day of May, 2000.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
MAY 9, 2000
ATTACHMENTS

{2)

PUBLIC HEARING - 6:10 P.M. - RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE SITE PLAN FOR LANDROVER OF UTAH AT 1085 SOUTH 630 EAST
The American Fork City Council met in a public hearing on May 9,
2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 6:19 p.m.
Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont, Keith
Blake, Tom Hunter, and Don Hampton. Councilman Storrs was excused.
Others present included Richard Colborn and Barbara Christiansen.
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive
public comment regarding the site plan for Landrover of Utah. He
asked for comments. There being none he adjourned the hearing at
6:20 p.m.
PUBLIC HEARING - 6:20 P.M. - RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
AMENDMENT
OF
THE
DEVELOPMENT
CODE
TO
INCLUDE
ADDITIONAL
RESIDENTIAL, PLANNED RESIDENTIAL, AND ADDITION OF A SHORELINE
PROTECTION ZONE

(

The American Fork City Council met in a second public hearing on
May 9, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 6:20p.m. In addition
to those in attendance at the previous hearing were Bart
Christofferson, Paul Washburn, and one citizen.
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive
public comment regarding amendments to the Development Code
including additional residential and planned residential zones and
a shoreline protection zone. He asked for comments.
Howard Denney explained that the new zones being looked at were
initially for the area south of I-15.
Councilmember Belmont asked about transfer of development rights.
Mr. Denney explained that the Planning Commission was addressing
that issue in a separate ordinance.
There being no further comment, the hearing adjourned at 6:24p.m.
PUBLIC HEARING - 6:30 P.M. - RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
AMENDMENT OF THE DEVELOPMENT CODE TO ALLOW FOR PRIVATE STREETS,
GATED COMMUNITIES, TO PROVIDE FOR A TIME LIMIT ON ALL FINAL PLATS
& SITE
PLANS, AND TO PROHIBIT THE CREATION OF DERELICT AND
UNIMPROVED RESIDUAL LOTS

l

The American Fork City Council met in a third public hearing on May
9, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 6:32 p.m. Those present
at the previous hearing were present at this hearing along with
Don Bartholomew , John Belmont , Bill Jacob , and George Brown .
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive
1
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public comment regarding amendment to the Development Code to allow
for private streets, gated communities, providing for a time limit
on al l fina l plats and site plans , and to prohibit the creation of
derelict and unimproved residual lots.
He explained that the
author of the Ordinance , Rod Despain was not in attendance.
The
Council was taking public comment.
This would be on a future
agenda, possibly the next one, for action. He asked for comments.
Don Bartholomew commented that the issue was not whether to build
or not to build. His issue was when you build a gated community,
you create an island and in that island everything outside of the
fence became a different characteristic from when there was no
fence.
In this case the Miller community existed in the center of
the block.
Everything on the outside of the block was on a long,
narrow, 1 acre lot , about 100 feet wide and 550 feet long . These
one-acre lots were on three sides of the proposed Miller
development.
Any gated community created an isolation with
individuals. In order for the outside to develop, they would need
to do it collectively and it probably would not happen.
Counc i lmember Belmont asked if he was opposed or j ust that he was
not i nc l uded .
Mr . Bart holomew explained that the developer's had talked to some .
Bart Christofferson had been over and talked. The issue of a gated
community in this spot was that it was a significant change to the
neighborhood.
He was not opposed to gated communities per say.
They needed to be in the right place at the right time.
Councilman Blake noted that a gated community was different. How
would it be different from just a fence in a normal development?
Mr. Bartholomew responded that you could not develop with anything
coming through it.
Everything else had to be built from the
outside roads to the center.
Councilman Blake felt that potentially the fence could come down
and a road could go through.
Don Bartholomew noted that in the future some roads were planned
but it did not go to 1100 East or 900 East. In a gated community ,
i t was not built with any thought of extension of roads .
Developer Paul Washburn felt that apples and oranges were getting
mixed up.
There were concerns with any development.
Each person
that had property would like to see surrounding property owners
improve it. This development would give up a significant amount of
property for improvements of roads . In Mr. Bartholomew's case, he
could get lots, but a road would need to be put in and it would
probably need to be purchased .

(

Mr . Washburn continued that in terms of the right place , he did not
t h i nk that was going to be a big issue .
A fence either with a
privat e development or public development , was still a fence . One
pos itive t h i ng was that 300 North was a collector road and with
2

this type of development, there would be less driveways entering.
He felt there was an inordinate amount of open space, up to 70%.
The norm was 25%.
Homeowners would maintain the streets and the
services going in them.
In a normal development, the City lost
money.
In this type of private development, the City could break
even or come out a plus.
Councilman Blake asked if there was a provision for surrounding
property owners to connect onto the gated community.
Paul Washburn answered if it was a short time period, they could
make room for an additional roadway. In making adjustments now, it
would be difficult. Where Mr. Bartholomew was, the RV parking was
going to be adjacent.
They were not interested in turning the
streets into public streets.
The documentation provided for
expansion.
Councilman Blake observed that the flexibility was there and that
was what they were asking for.
Don Bartholomew stated that the developer needed to sit down with
them and spend some time.
A gated community by it's very nature
was not accessible except through the gate.
Mayor Barratt stated that no matter what was built there, fences
have been put around other developments. In this case fences would
be built as well.
Cross streets could be stubbed, but some
landowner would need to give up some ground on the outside.
Councilman Hampton stated that there did not need to be a fence and
then the surrounding property owners had an opportunity to work
with a developer and to share a road.
With a fence, gated or
otherwise, that option was lost.
Paul Washburn stated that they had planned their project with the
design around the adjacent properties. He noted that a development
plan had been drawn by Rod Despain, showing that all surrounding
property could be developed.
They were going to give up some
ground to await development of the property in the future.
George Brown had questions on a gated community.
Referring to
Hillcrest, he observed that the roads were not rigid but wound
through the area .
With a private road network , public safety
services needed to be looked at and there could be liability if the
City was not able to provide prompt service.
He felt that
Hillcrest would be a much better community if it had a more
standard road network.
The open space was not an issue, if it was a gated project , how
would the open space get used by the community.
It did not serve
the public.
Right now we were in a booming economy and people
might be willing to say they would take care of the maintenance of
the roadway. What would happen when the economy took a down turn?
American Fork had responsibility to members of the community. He
was not opposed, but had some real concerns.
If there was no
3
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impact on general road networks or emergency services, he would not
be opposed .
Paul Washburn commented that it was real easy to play the "what if"
game and try to find any possible circumstance that would make it
not work. He supported an Ordinance that did not apply everywhere,
but only where it could work.
They did not want to disrupt
anything.
In terms of what would happen with the project if the
economy turned down, in light of everything else, this would be a
minor thing.
When setting up the homeowners' association, it
needed to have enough in it up front in the reserve accounts to
insure it would work. This type of thing had worked well all over
the country and he felt they could make it work here.
There being no further comment, the hearing adjourned at 6:55p.m.
PUBLIC HEARING - 7:00 P.M. - RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE PLACEMENT OF THE PROPERTY IN THE CHILDS/MERRILL ANNEXATION AT
1000 WEST MAIN IN THE GC-2, GENERAL COMMERCIAL 2 ZONE

(

The American Fork City Council met in a fourth public hearing on
May 9, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:00 p.m.
Those
present included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont,
Keith Blake, Tom Hunter, and Don Hampton.
Councilman Storrs was
excused.
Others present included Carl Wanlass, Howard Denney,
Richard Colborn, Bill Jacob, George Brown, six Scouts, John
Belmont, Barbara Christiansen, Stan Smith, and two citizens.
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive
public comment regarding the placement of the property in the
Childs/Merrill Annexation in the GC-2 , General Commercial 2 zone.
He noted that action on this item was deleted from the agenda.
Mr. Stan Smith explained that Mr. Errol Child no longer had
interest in the property and it was now in the name of Merrill
Motors.
Mayor Barratt asked that action be placed on the next agenda and
that the names be changed in the annexation agreement.
The hearing concluded at 7:06 p.m.
PUBLIC HEARING- 7:10P.M. - RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
A ZONE CHANGE AT 1075 NORTH 200 EAST FROM THE EXISTING RA-1 TO THE
R1-9000, SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL ZONE
The American Fork City Council met in a fifth public hearing on May
9, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:11 p.m. Those present
at the previous hearing were present at this hearing along with two
additional citizens .
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive
public comment regarding a zone change at 1075 North 200 East from
the existing RA-1 to the R1-9000, Single Family Residential zone.
He asked for comments. Mayor Barratt left it open to see if anyone
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would show up that had comments.
Matt Matthews asked the difference between RA-1 and R1-9000.
City Recorder Richard Colborn explained that the RA-1 zone had
animal rights with one acre lots and the R1-9000 was the zoning of
a typical subdivision.
There being no further comment, the hearing adjourned at 7:15p.m.
PUBLIC HEARING- 7:20P.M. -RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
A ZONE CHANGE AT 805 NORTH 200 EAST FROM THE EXISTING RA-1 TO THE
R1-9000, SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL ZONE
The American Fork City Council met in a sixth public hearing on May
9, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:20 p.m. Those present
at the previous hearing were present at this hearing along with
Glen Wagstaff, Daniel Copper, Robert Scutt, Kevin Bennett, Mr. &
Mrs. Dean Wright, and one additional citizen.
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive
public comment regarding a zone change at 805 North 200 East from
the existing RA-1 to the R1-9000, Single Family Residential zone.
He asked for comments.
Mr. & Mrs. Dean Wright were in attendance.
Councilmember Belmont asked what they were going to do with the
property.
Mr. Wright explained that there was an existing home on the
property.
The rezoning would allow the lot to be split and then
they could build a new home on the other lot.
There being no further comment, the hearing adjourned at 7:25p.m.
REGULAR SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a regular session on May 9,
2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:30 p.m.
Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont, Keith
Blake, Tom Hunter, and Don Hampton. Councilman Storrs was excused .
Others present included Carl Wanlass, Howard Denney, Kevin Bennett,
Richard Colborn, Terry Fox, John Belmont, Glen Wagstaff, Robert
Scutt, Mr. & Mrs. Dean Wright, Dale Gunther, Mary Fox, Bill Jacob,
George Brown, Daniel Copper, Pharis Blackhurst, Denise Pedersen,
Judy Price, Chad Robinson, Scouts from Troop 825, and four
citizens .
Scout Michael Walley led the
Blackhurst offered the prayer.

Pledge

of

Allegiance

and

Pharis

TWENTY MINUTE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD - LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES PER
PERSON
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Robert Scutt presented information to the City Council regarding a
survey of utility charges in his neighborhooq. He had a difference
of cost between March and April. In some of the houses there were
nine persons.
He had no dishwasher and only one toilet.
He did
not use a sprinkler system. He could not afford an increase on his
sewage .
Denise Pedersen noted that there were big mounds of bark at the Art
Dye Park and asked i f i t was extra could they use it?
Mayor Barratt noted that it was not part of the dumping and the
Parks Department would be using it.
Denise Pedersen reported that she ran across a surveyor at the Art
Dye in the native area . He said he was surveying for golf course
expans i on .
Councilman Hunter responded that the Tri-City Golf Course was
entertaining purchasing the property that they were currently
leasing from the State .
Pharis Blackhurst noted that the Golf Course was just surveying its
boundaries .
Glen Wagstaff noted that there were some empty dumpsters and noted
it would be a good time for the City to load up all that garbage.
George Brown noted that the City had to pay for the CUP water. He
asked what the status was of the water they were buying and what
was the status of the treatment plant at the mouth of the canyon.
Daniel Copper asked for the status on the houses on 100 East and
100 North and if they could be moved.
Mayor Barratt responded that they were trying to determine a plan,
but felt that they were a ways from that .
The home on the north
needed to be destroyed .
Daniel Copper asked about the no parking signs on Grant Avenue and
he wondered why .
Mayor Barratt noted that parking made it so narrow with the traffic
that was there.
Chief Fox felt it was done in concession with Dr. Grant.
Mr . Copper wanted to get rid of those signs.
Howard Denney noted that those signs were approved by Ordinance.
There were still some open ditches and boxes on the street.
Bill Jacob asked about a parking lot that was supposed to be built
in connection with Alpine Court development.
Councilmember Belmont observed that was correct.
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Howard Denney would look at the bond time.
Judy Price noted that on the west side Grant Avenue, physically
chal lenged i ndividuals parked there because it was in the shade
next to the Albertson ' s building .
Mary Fox asked for a speed sign on 700 North at 400 West.
Mayor Barratt asked that the Speed Trailer go up there and also
that Chief Fox increase the patrol in that area.
REPORT BY THE BEAUTIFICATION COMMITTEE
Beautification Chairman Mary Fox reported on their emphasis for
2000/2001. This list is included in the minutes as ATTACHMENT 1.
Mary Fox emphasized that they would like to improve the over all
image of American Fork through the use of entrance signs at 500
East, West Main Street, and on State Street between AF and Lehi.
She had met with the landscape architect from UDOT who liked the
pla~s and the model.
Ms. Fox explained that they, with the City's approval, would like
to present a program to the LDS Church's Public Affairs Officers to
see if they could get the different neighborhoods along Pacific
Drive to adopt sections to clean up and keep clean.

(

Mary Fox reported that the roof needed to be restored at the
Veteran's Hall. She expressed appreciation to all in the City that
helped the Committee from Carl Wanlass and his Staff to
Engineering.
She thanked them for their cooperation.
Councilman Blake commented that he was pleased with the things that
were taking place with the Beautification Committee.
Robert Scutt asked why they needed an ordinance with the trees.
Mary Fox responded that people removed trees that were on City
property and the public needs to know where trees can be planted .
They must be so far from a stop sign for instance.
Bill Jacob asked if they were going to start on the restoration of
the Railroad Depot.
Dale Gunther responded that David Norton, an Executive with
Bradshaw Auto wanted to do the project. He would receive a $5,000
grant if they did the work. A contractor had given him a price of
$31,000. He felt that was high and he was going to meet again with
the State Architect this week. Mr. Norton wanted to do it but it
might be more money that it was worth.
Bill Jacob asked if there had been a rendering of the building
drafted .
Mr . Gunther answered that there was not.
7
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Councilman Hampton thanked Mary Fox for her outstanding work .
Mayor Barratt expressed his appreciation as well.
REPORT BY DOWNTOWN AMERICAN FORK INC
Dale Gunther introduced Bob Tingey and Linda Walton who would be
making the presentation.
A multi -page Progress Report to the
American Fork City Council was distributed.
He explained that
Downtown American Fork Inc. had a Board of Directors of about 15
members and had been very active.
Six members had traveled to
Boston to a Town Meeting.
They were able to network with about
1500 others from all over the country.
There were workshops on
various topics.
Mr. Gunther reported that the Mayor of Boston
spoke to them and was a real motivating factor in the community.
It made him appreciate the things that Mayor Barratt had said and
the position that he and the Council had taken. They appreciated
the additional funding that was afforded them through Bim Oliver to
make it so that they could attend.
Mr. Gunther expressed
appreciation to Mayor Barratt, the City Council, Carl Wanlass,
Richard Colborn, Rod Despain, Howard Denney, Kevin Bennett, and the
support staff. He turned time to Bob Tingey.

(

Bob Tingey was the Chair of the Marketing Committee . He explained
that the need to revitalize was no different from the need in many
other communities.
Economically, you could not afford not to.
Although American Fork had only been a Main Street member less than
a year, American Fork was ahead of the other six communi ties
involved in the State in the program.
Solid, accurate data was
needed.
They had that now and they would be putting together a
program and implementing it. He encouraged the Council to review
the information provided.
Linda Walton found that she had two major responsibilities.
One
was coordination and the other was cheerleading. She reported that
this group was very self-starting and excited and it was a real
pleasure to work with them.
She commented that last October she
was asked if she had a vision for downtown, to which responded that
she did not.
She did not have a vision because the research had
not then been done.
That was now done and two weeks ago the
preliminary work plan was done. They want to coordinate with the
Main Street people in Salt Lake and the Council and other city
departments as well.
Ms. Walton would continue to update the
Council on a quarterly basis.
REPORT BY THE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE
Chamber of Commerce President Cheri Hawes explained that they had
a program of recognizing the accomplishments of local businesses.
Doug Smith was the 1999 Business of the Year. The Business Person
of 1999 was Linda Walton.
They were more involved with the Utah
County Chamber and the Provo and Orem Chambers. They supported the
Downtown Alliance and they were conducting Chamber Member
interviews.
She explained that the Chamber had discussions with
the Principal at the High School and there was interest in ways of
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involving young people in the business community.
They have
awarded two $500 scholarships, one to a business student from
American Fork High School and one to a business student from Lone
Peak High School. The Halloween 5-K Fun Run provided these funds .
They were involved in many other projects as well.
Ms. Hawes explained that economic development was an issue the
Chamber felt strong about along with the need for an Economic
Development Director.
They were working with the internet and
providing information regarding the City on line. The Chamber had
monthly luncheons and in September they would be visiting the
Micron plant .
Councilman Hampton reported that the proposed budget provided for
an Economic Development Director .
PRESENTATION BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE AMERICAN FORK LIONS CLUB
This item was rescheduled to May 23, 2000.
REPORT OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR
Mr. Wanlass had nothing to report at this time.
COUNCIL REPORTS
(

Councilman Hunter had nothing to report at this time.
Councilmember Belmont congratulated the Library Board and the
Friends of the Library for the activities in conjunction with the
opening of the Library.
Councilmember Belmont reported that on May 20, 2000, the Utah
Heritage Foundation would be having a home tour from 9:00 a.m. to
7:00 p.m . in the Yale-Harvard area. The tour would be a testimony
to what the Building Conservation Code could do.
She encouraged
the Council to attend.
Councilman Hampton asked that on the next agenda an item be placed
to allow for some changes in members of citizen committees.
Councilman Blake reported that he was pleased to see the reports
from the various groups and to see the partnerships and all of the
volunteer efforts taking place.
Councilman Blake reported on the public input session held last
Friday at the Library. There were two more meetings scheduled, on
May 11 at Shelley Elementary School and at Barratt Elementary on
May 16. There was an opportunity to expand the Courts system and
they were willing to fund up to $4 million of an $8 million
police/courts building.
The public input sessions focused on
whether they should do it and if so, where.
There were two
drawings , one showing Church Street remaining open and one showing
it closed.
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Councilman Blake continued that a number from the business
community attended. The Pastor from the Community Church came near
the end of the meeting.
The general consensus of those that did
come was to leave Church Street open.
He explained that they
needed to hear from the public. What some of the buildings and the
courtyard could look like were presented.
It was part of the
opportunity to revitalize the downtown area.
Bill Jacob asked if it was a noticed meeting and if minutes were
taken.
Councilman Blake responded that they taped the meeting.
Mayor Barratt stated that the notice was published in the Citizen
last Wednesday.
Mr. Jacob asked if there was an agenda published.
The City Recorder responded that there was not an agenda provided
but a notice.
Bill Jacob asked Councilman Blake
minutes from the tape .

if

he was

going

to produce

Councilman Blake stated that he would be glad to.
(

Mr.
Jacob commented that if there were more
than
councilmembers in attendance, there should be minutes.

three

Mayor Barratt stated that it was receiving of input on Councilman
Blake's part and gathering information.
Bill Jacob asked if they were violating the Open Meetings Act by
having a quorum or more there without producing minutes.
Councilman Blake stated that he was the only one scheduled to be
there. The others just came.
Mayor Barratt asked that so there was not confusion, that the
Council coordinate so that there were not more than two
Councilmembers at the meetings.
Bill Jacob asked if the Council passed a Resolution to have the
meetings.
The City Recorder stated that they passed a motion.
Mr. Jacob felt they should consult with their legal counsel.
MAYOR'S REPORT
Mayor Barratt reported that American Fork City would be receiving
an award because of the cooperation that the City has had in
publishing the letters from the American Fork High School and
including them in the City bills regarding characteristics of good
10

citizens.
This was reported to him by the PTA.
those efforts.

He appreciated

Mayor Barratt expressed appreciation in receiving public input. As
a result of the Beautification Newsletter, he received at least one
letter every day.
With regret, Mayor Barratt read a letter of resignation from
Cemetery Sexton Ray Garrett.
The letter is included in these
minutes as ATTACHMENT 2.
Mayor Barratt explained that the City had lost a valuable employee.
Mr. Garrett ' s resignation would be effective on May 22 , 2000 . He
proposed a committee of Councilman Hampton, Carl Wanlass, Pam
Hunsaker, and himself, to advertize among existing City Employees
and to interview them.
If there was no one qualified, then they
would advertize publicly for the position.
Mayor Barratt hoped that each would express gratitude to Ray
Garrett for the work that he had done.
He was an extremely
valuable employee.
His job received inspection and scrutiny by
citizens on a daily basis.
He was a great man and would be
successful wherever he went.
ACTION ITEMS
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE GRANTING OF A CLASS C BEER LICENSE TO THE
TOKYO RESTAURANT AT 321 SOUTH 500 EAST
Councilmember Belmont moved to approve the granting of a Class C
Beer License to the Tokyo Restaurant at 321 South 500 East.
Councilman Hunter seconded the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A UTILITY USE AGREEMENT WITH LINDON CITY
Mayor Barratt explained that there was a letter from Lindon City
Administrator Ott Dameron. He explained that he had communication
with Lindon City Mayor Ellertson as well and asked that this item
be delayed until the next meeting.
George Brown asked what type of an agreement this was.
Mayor Barratt explained that there was a business in Lindon City in
which Lindon City could not provide sewer and water service and
they were asking permission to allow the business to hook to
American Fork's system until they could provide service.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON A GARBAGE RATE INCREASE WITH BFI
Public Sector Manager Brad Mertz and Operations
Wilkinson were present representing BFI.

Manager Randy

Councilman Hampton noted that there was only one more year on the
present contract to June 30, 2001. The City had no choice but to
pass on the tipping fee increase · from the Solid Waste District, but
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felt there was wisdom in waiting until the end of the contract
before they did anything else.
Mayor Barratt
Council.

stated

that

would be

his

recommendation

to

the

Councilman Hampton moved to approve the tipping fee increase but
not the requested operational fee increase. Councilmember Belmont
seconded the motion.

Councilman Hampton stated that the smaller container would not be
addressed at this time .
Robert Scutt asked what a tipping fee was.
Brad Mertz explained that was what was charged by the landfill to
dump the garbage.
It had gone up 7%.
Mayor Barratt stated that it was about a 30-cent increase.
Mr. Mertz added that BFI was also asking for a collection fee
i ncrease. Gas prices were up . They had asked for a CPI (Consumer
Price Index) increase as they had drivers that had been with them
for years and they liked to give them increases to keep good
people. Even with the increase, American Fork would be among the
cheapest in the County.
Councilman Hampton felt it was healthy to have some competition.
Mr. Mertz noted that this was cheap.
The allowance of a smaller
container was something that no other community was doing.
Councilman Blake asked how many companies provided residential
garbage service .
Mr. Mertz responded that there were two .
Robert Scutt stated that he returned his tote on November 6, 1995 ,
and asked Brad Mertz if he could get off their list.
Mr . Mertz
responded that he could .
Councilman Hunter asked if there was an extension , if it would lock
in t he rate for five years.
Councilman Hampton stated that under the contract there would still
be the tipping pass-throughs and the CPI requests from time to
time.
Mayor Barratt agreed that the fuel costs had gone up.
Mr . Me r tz stated that the CPI reflected those costs.
Councilman Hampton did not think it was a problem to consider an
increase in the Fall if the fuel costs did not go back down.
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Denise Pedersen asked what good was it to lock them into a contract
if they were going to come back anyway.
Mayor Barratt explained that it was a part of the contract that
they could ask for those increases.
Mr. Mertz noted that most contracts were tied to the CPI.
asked for it every year, but had never gotten it.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.

They had

All were in favor.

A Resolution on the tipping fee pass through increase would be
placed on the next agenda.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE SELECTION AND CONTRACT WITH AN INDEPENDENT
AUDIT FIRM
Councilman Hampton reported that the Finance Committee had reviewed
four proposals and that they recommended Hawkins, Cloward and
Simister be selected and that they add up to 40 hours of additional
operational audit time to the proposal and that it be subject to
availability of funds and subject to a further proposal for the
work to be done .
Councilman Blake explained that it was specifically to review the
computer operational systems.

\

Mayor Barratt explained that the past auditor, Sorensen, Vance &
Company, was one of the bidders.
Councilman Hampton moved to approve the Finance Committee
recommendation and the selection Hawkins, Cloward and Simister for
three years,
subject
to
satisfaction of
the
first year.
Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN AMENDMENT TO THE NEIGHBORS
RESOLUTION

IN ACTION

Councilman Hampton thanked Kevin Bennett for his work with Chad
Hendry. The changes were to add a senior representative and that
the City facilitator would be a non-voting member. The length of
terms were also adjusted .
Councilman Hampton moved to adopt Resolution No. 2000-05-16R
approving an amendment to the Neighbors in Action Resolution.
Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE CHILDS/MERRILL ANNEXATION AT 1000 WEST
MAIN STREET INCLUDING THE ORDINANCE OF ANNEXATION AND PLACEMENT OF
THE PROPERTY IN THE GC-2 ZONE, AND ALSO THE ANNEXATION AGREEMENT

(

This item was removed from the agenda.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A ZONE CHANGE REQUEST
AT 1075 NORTH 200 EAST FROM THE EXISTING RA-1 ZONE TO THE R1-9000
13

Mayor Barratt noted that this was the subject of an earlier public
hearing.
Councilman Hunter moved to adopt Ordinance No. 2000-05-12 approving
a zone change at 1075 North 200 East from the existing RA-1 zone to
the R1-9000 zone.
Councilman Hampton seconded the motion.
All
were i n favor .
REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A ZONE CHANGE REQUEST
AT 805 NORTH 200 EAST FROM THE EXISTING RA-1 ZONE TO THE R1-9000
ZONE
Mayor Barratt noted that this was the subject of an earlier public
hearing.
Councilman Hunter moved to adopt Ordinance No. 2000-05-13 approving
a zone change at 805 North 200 East from the existing RA-1 zone to
the R1-9000 zone.
Councilman Hampton seconded the motion.
All
were i n favor .
REVIEW
AND
ACTION
ON
SUBDIVISIONS,
COMMERCIAL
PROJECTS,
CONDOMINIUMS, AND PUD'S INCLUDING 1) PLAT APPROVAL; 2) METHOD OF
SATISFACTION OF WATER RIGHTS REQUIREMENTS; 3) POSTING OF AN
IMPROVEMENT BOND OR SETTING OF A TIME FRAME FOR IMPROVEMENT
INSTALLATION; AND 4) AUTHORIZATION TO SIGN THE FINAL PLAT AND
ACCEPTANCE OF ALL DEDICATIONS TO THE PUBLIC AND TO HAVE THE PLAT
RECORDED
a.

Review and action on Utah Auto Mall Subdivision Plat B, a resubdivision of Lot #3 , Utah Auto Mall at 630 East 1000 South
Councilman Hampton moved to approve the final plat of the Utah
Auto Mall Subdivision Plat B, a re-subdivision of Lot #3 at
630 East 1000 South and that they authorize the Mayor and
Council to sign the plat, accept the dedications and have the
plat recorded subject to:
1} Completion of the outstanding
items and technical corrections of adding state plane
coordinates to the two subdivision monuments; 2} Payment of
all applicable fees; and 3} receiving of all required water
rights.
Councilman Hunter seconded the motion. All were in
favor.

b.

Review and action on an Ordinance approving the site plan for
Landrover of Utah at 1085 South 630 East
Councilman Hunter moved to adopt Ordinance No. 2 0 0 0-0 5-14
approving the site plan for Landrover of Utah subject to
certain technical corrections including: 1} Extending curb,
gutter, and sidewalk on 1100 South until it starts up the
grade to the overpass; 2} Spelling corrections on the plat; 3}
Placement of a correct vicinity map on the plat; 4} Address
correction; 5} Adding a legend for the landscaping plan; 6}
The sign off of downstream water users; and 7} that the site
14

plan is consistent with the subdivision plat.
Belmont seconded the motion.

Councilmember

Mr. Vern Latham from Valentine and Cramer Architects was
present representing the owner of Landrover of Utah.
It was
felt that the extension of the curb , gutter , and sidewalk on
1100 South was an economic hardship .
He noted that the
improvements would not be on his property.
Howard Denney explained that such public improvements were
placed on public property and not on private property.
Councilman Hunter reported that the Planning Commission had
requested that the improvements be placed going up to the
grade of the overpass.
Mr . Latham explained that it was about $50 , 000 to do that.
The owner had already done his costing and it could cause some
problems.
Part of the Landrover image was different.
They
had 40% open space.
There would be some tradeoffs and
landscaping would have to be cut down to the minimum amount
required.
Councilman Hampton felt that the Planning Commission was
looking out for the future of that area. There would be a lot
of traffic there.
Howard Denney noted that with there was going to be the same
request in the area on 500 East going to the off ramp. Both
developments had a similar situation and both were treated in
the same way.
Mr. Latham stated that they had no access from that side and
it was not really street frontage.
Councilmember Belmont explained that persons were allowed to
bond for a period of two years and that would provide some
relief.
Mr.
Latham explained that the Landrover Centers
destination centers . People come from all over .
Bill
with
them
with

were

Jacob commented that the amount of income in connection
auto dealers was great and the City really ought to give
some consideration.
He had seen them bend for others
a lot less return.

Councilman Hunter noted that the City needed to be consistent.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.
favor.

All were in

PRESENTATION OF THE TENTATIVE BUDGETS FOR FISCAL YEAR ENDING JUNE
30, 2001
15

·.

Carl Wanlass noted that the budget would need to be approved by
June 30, 2000 .
He reviewed the Revenue Highlights noting that
there would be an increase in the amount of property taxes due to
a combination of projected new growth and debt service increase for
the Fitness Center Bonds. Prior years' sales taxes increased from
9% to 12 %, but the current year increase was projected at
approximately 5% which was the amount projected for fiscal year
2001 .
Mr . Wanlass explained that the tentative budget showed an increase
in the municipal energy sales and use tax from 5% to 6% to fund an
Economic Development Director and a Computer/Financial Specialist.
After the earlier discussion with BFI, Mr. Wanlass explained that
he would need to adjust the budget to reflect the garbage rate
increase of only the pass through tipping fee .
At the Fitness Center, Carl Wanlass recommended a 10% increase in
passes and admissions in order to provide a $50,000 decrease in the
subsidy from the General Fund.
Interlocal Contributions to the
Recreation Department from Highland, Alpine, and Cedar Hills would
increase by 27%.
There have been no commitments made as of yet,
regarding neighboring communities participating in the Library.
Mr. Wanlass explained that the budget provided for Contributions
from Other Funds including a $470 , 000 increase to the Debt Service
Fund. It was to reserve funds for future debt service payments on
proposed new debt. Capital Improvement transfers from other funds
were decreased by $505,300. Most of the expenditures for Capital
Improvements items would be funded from reserves.
Carl Wanlass reviewed General Fund Expenditures noting that
City's property and liability insurance premiums had increased
to addition of new facilities and continued litigation. There
also an increase in Building and Grounds for the new Library
Public Works for operational items, such as, custodial service
utility c osts.

the
due
was
and
and

Mr. Wanlass explained that in the Police Department there was
additional expenditure to support the new in-car computer system,
the domestic violence program, and increased fuel costs.
With
regard to the Fire Department there were new employees and they
were participating in the City's health and accident insurance
program .
He explained that the City's participation in the federal funds
matching program for the trail system, park-and-ride facilities,
and coordination of a signal light system obligated the City for
approximately $200 , 000 . He recommended appropriation of $100,000
f or this proposed budget and $100 , 000 to be funded in the 2002
budge t.
With regard to Capital Improvements, Mr. Wanlass explained that a
complete
allocation
of
funds
has
not
been
accomplished.
Significant funding was, however, recommended for restriction of
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funds for a new fire truck, expansion of administration office
space, computer upgrade for administration, improvements to the
Developmental Park, police vehicles, annual payment for the Hunter
Park, and Public Works improvements and equipment.
Carl Wanlass explained that although there were a number of
positions requested by department supervisors, only the hiring of
an Economic Development Director, a Public Works Director, and a
Computer/Financial Specialist were included. A 2% cost of living
for all full-time and part-time employees with five years or more
service was included.
Councilmember Belmont asked for a copy of the last payroll.
She
had no idea of the number of full-time or part-time employees and
how much they were paying.
Mr. Wanlass would provide that and
responded that there were 88 full-time and during the summer
months , upwards of 250 part-time employees .
Mr . Wanlass recommended that the public hearing on the budget be
held on June 13, 2000, with adoption on June 27, 2000. He reviewed
the combined funds.
Councilman Blake asked where the current cash revenues were kept.
Carl Wanlass explained that it was kept in the State Treasurer's
Pool .
Bill Jacob asked what the appraisal on the old Hospital was.
Mayor Barratt responded that it came in at $3,355,000.
Mr. Jacob asked if they were going to sell it.
Speaking for himself, Mayor Barratt responded that he was not in
favor of selling it .
Bill Jacob felt the City ought to sell it and take that money and
build the police building .
Councilman Blake stated that the appraisal had just come and he had
not had time to have further discussions on that.
Councilman Hampton
looking at .

stated

that

was

one

option

that

they were

Councilman Brown noted that last year that revenues did not meet
expenditures at the Heritage Center.
Mr. Wanlass explained that it was because they finaled out the
construction project at the Heritage.
Carl Wanlass suggested that there be up
the budget on May 18, 2000, at the end of
session, May 25, 2000, and if needed on
end of the regular Thursday work session
17

to four work sessions on
the regular Thursday work
June 6, 2000, and at the
on June 8, 2000.

Councilman Hampton added that this was a tough year.
REPORT AND ACTION ON CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS ITEMS INCLUDING CHANGE
ORDERS
There were no construction items.
REPORT AND ACTION ON PLANNING COMMISSION ITEMS
Councilman Hunter reported that the Planning Commission at their
May 3, 2000, meeting approved the extension of utilities in 60 East
Street at approximately 990 North; approved with conditions the
remodel of the Family Fitness Center at 551 East State into
offices; approved, subject to some review , the placement of a
Community Bulletin Board at approximately 70 North Center; approved
the site plan and condominium plat with conditions for Courtyard
Pointe #2 at 751 East Quality Drive in the Utah Valley Business
Park; put on hold the preliminary plan for Harbor Village
Subdivision at 140 West 660 South until the annexation of the
property was completed; discussed the B. Joe Barney Annexation at
1125
East
1100
North ;
and
discussed
parking
requirement
calculations.
As a result, the following public hearings should be set for June
13 , 2000:
7 : 20 p.m. - The plans for the Courtyard Pointe #2 Office
Condominiums at 751 East Quality Drive.
7:10p.m. - The plans for the Automall Business Center at 518 East
Automall Drive.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE APRIL 20, 2000, WORK SESSION MINUTES
Councilman Hunter moved approval of the April 20, 2000, work
session minutes as presented.
Councilman Blake seconded the
motion. Voting was as follows: Aye, Councilmembers Blake, Hunter,
and Hampton. Abstain, Councilmember Belmont. The motion carried.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE APRIL 25, 2000, MINUTES
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the April 25, 2000, minutes
with a housecleaning item.
(It was on Page 5, line 52, change the
word "Heritage" to "Harrington.")
Councilman Hunter seconded the
motion . All were in favor .

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE MAY 4, 2000, WORK SESSION MINUTES
Councilman Blake moved approval of the May 4, 2000, work session
minutes as presented. Councilman Hunter seconded the motion. All
were in favor.

FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT INCLUDING ACTION ON THE APPROVAL OF CITY
BILLS FOR PAYMENT
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the City bills for payment as
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reviewed by the Finance Committee .
the motion. All were in favor .

Councilmember Belmont seconded

Councilman Hampton moved approval of 14 requests over $1,000 on the
condition that the three involving the Fitness Center only be
funded if the review by the City Administrator shows that adequate
funds were available. Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion.
All were in favor.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the manual expenses as
reviewed by the Finance Committee. Councilmember Belmont seconded
the mot i on . All were i n favor .
REVIEW AND ACTION ON ENTERING INTO AN EXECUTIVE SESSION TO DISCUSS
LI TIGAT ION
Councilman Hunter moved to enter into an Executive Session to
discuss litigation. Councilman Hampton seconded the motion. All
were in favor.
The Council entered into Executive Session at 9:44p.m . to discuss
lit i gation .
Those i n attendance included Mayor Ted Barratt ,
Counc ilmembers Ke i th Blake , Don Hampton , Jue l Belmont, and Tom
Coun c ilman Storrs was absent.
Also , in at t endance were
Hunt er .
City Ci vil Attorney Kevin Bennett, City Administrator Carl Wanlass,
City Engineer Howard Denney , and City Recorder Richard Colborn.
Litigation was discussed.
requ i red by State Code .

The meeting was audio tape recorded as

The Executive Session concluded at 10:43 p.m.
Councilman Hunter moved to return to regular session at 10:43 p.m.
Councilman Hampton seconded the motion. All were in favor.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON A SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
There was no discussion on this item.
ADJOURNMENT
Councilman Hampton moved adjournment at 10:43 p.m.
Blake seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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Councilman

ATTACHMENT 1 TO 05-09-2000 CC MINUTES - PAGE 1 OF 2

(

AMERICAN FORK BEAUTIFICATION-SHADE TREE COMMITTEE
COMMITTEE REPORT
MAY 9, 2000

COMMITTEE MEMBERS:
Don Hampton, City Councilman
Mary Fox, Chairperson
Gina Peterson, Secretary
Phyllis Crookston
Susan Miller
Paul Strong

PROJECTS

(

.Arbor Day Recognition Program
.Bi-Centennial Park Redesign
.Christmas Lighting Recognition Program
.Entrance Signs (West Main, 5th East, Hwy. 89)
.Fifth East Landscape Plan
.Library Tree Pruning
.Monthly City Newsletter
.Main Street
Flower Pot Placement and Merchant Adoption Program
Litter Containers
Streetscape Plan (David Bell)
Tree Maintenance
Tree Boxes
.Nuisance Abatement Program
.Pacific Drive Clean-Up
.Pocket Park Benches and Litter Containers
.Robinson Park
Tree Pruning
Redesign (David Bell)
.Tree Inventory
.Tree Ordinance
.Tree Pruning
.Tree eplacement
.Veterans Hall (landscape, Repair of Roof and Stucco)
.Yard of he Month Recognition Program

ATTACHMENT 1 TO 05-09-2000 CC MINUTES - PAGE 2 OF 2

(

EMPHASIS FOR 2000/2001
Main Street Streetscape
Installation of benches and litter containers in pocket park
Spring Clean-up of Downtown Area
Flower Pot Placement
Bench Placement ( 12 along Main Street)
Tree Pruning and Maintenance of Tree Boxes

Entrance Signs
West Main
5th East
Hwy 89 (State Street) between AF and Lehi and AF and Pleasant Grove

Pacific Drive ( 100 North) Between Hwy. 89 and 500 East
Weed Spraying (Parks & Recreation)
Set up Program through LOS Public Affairs for Adoption of Road
Future Landscaping in Appropriate Areas Along Road

Bi-Centennial Park
Evaluation and Repair of Existing Structures
Evaluation, Repair and Redesign of Public Facilities

Veterans' Hall (Joint Effort - Veterans & Historic Preservation)
Evaluation and Repair of Roof
Evaluation and Repair of Stucco
Landscape

Tree Inventory
Continue Inventory of Public Trees in Parks and throughout City

General Pruning Fund
Pruning of Trees in Specified Areas of City

Tree Ordinance
Move throu h Process until Adopted

ATTACHMENT 2 TO 05-09-00 CC MINUTES - PAGE 1 OF 1
Cemetery Committee

Cemetery Staff

:CANDERSON
...1"\RJORIE CROOKS
PHYLLIS CROOKSTON
DON HAMPTON, Councilman
GINGER HUNTER
BILL PIERCE
JUDY PRICE
MAXINE STEELE

RAY GARRETT, Sexton
MARK CODDINGTON, Asst. Sexton
MARK KAWAHARA
BRIAN CHIPMAN, Funeral Coordinator
DENNIS SKOUGAARD, Gardener

May 8, 2000
Carl T. Wanlass
City Administrator, CPA
American Fork, Utah 84003
Dear Carl (my friend):

(

It is with a heavy heart that I write this letter to you and offer my resignation as American Fork
City Cemetery Sexton. I have been offered employment to help manage a large recreational park
including an animal farm, organizing and heading wagon trains and to create a Western town
complete with a trading post. After much prayer and deliberation, I have decided to accept this
new position. I want you to know that making this decision has been one of the hardest that I
have ever had to make.
I have been employed since August 1980. It has been one of the greatest pleasures in my life.
The association with employees in my department and the entire city has been incredible. Words
cannot express my gratitude and love for this experience. As I look back over the past twenty
years, I do not have any regrets of the choice that I made to work for American Fork City. In
fact, I know that this was what I was suppose to do. The opportunity that was given to me to
manage the cemetery has been one of the greatest experiences of my life. To be able to
experience of the love that has been shown to me is priceless. My thoughts and love will always
be with this city and especially the cemetery.
I have many close friends that I have had the honor and privilege to put in their final resting place.
Thank you for this sacred opportunity and for the trust that you bestowed upon me. American
Fork City Cemetery will always be dear to my heart, as will all of those co-workers that I have
spent so much time with. I respect and appreciate them.
Carl, once again thank you for your support and faith. Your friendship means so much to me and
I consider it as one of my greatest assets.
Sincerely,

r:;?- ~~~roRay N. Garrett
cc: Mayor Ted Barratt

-- J -~ ...
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Church Street • American Fork, UT 84002

(

AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
MAY 18, 2000
NOTICE OF WORK SESSION
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in a work session on Thursday, May 18, 2000, in the American
Fork City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 4:00 p.m.
The agenda shall be as follows:
WORK SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.

Discussion of items for the upcoming May 23, 2000, City
Council meeting.
Review of the tentative budget for fiscal year ending June 30,
2001 .
Other business .
Adjournment .

Dated this 15 day of May, 2000.

L t~t. . &JL
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder

AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
MAY 1 8 , 2000

I

\

WORK SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a work session on May 18,
2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 4:08 p.m.
Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmernbers Don Hampton, Juel
Belmont , Keith Blake, and Tom Hunter.
Councilman Storrs was
excused.
Others present included Carl Wanlass, Howard Denney,
Richard Colborn, Kevin Bennett, Rod Despain, Jim Hardy, Jay
Chr i stensen , George Brown, Dale Gunther , and Barbara Christiansen .
Mayor Barratt would be amending the agenda for a Family Week
Proclamation and for a Presentation by Councilman Blake on the
Downtown Building Project.
DISCUSSION OF ITEMS FOR THE UPCOMING MAY 23,
MEETING

2000,

CITY COUNCIL

Public Hearings

(

6:50 p.m. - Receiving of public comment regarding the declaring
surplus approximately 70 bicycles, real property at 1096 East State
Road consisting of .56 acres. 6 vehicles, and misc. weight
equipment, office furnishings. & office equipment
The number of vehicles were reduced to four.
The vehicles being
surplused have between 70,000 to 100,000 miles. Minimum bids could
be set .
The proceeds
Council .

from the

sale of bicycles would go

to the Youth

The property was that which was acquired in the process of getting
a signal in at 1100 East.
Under agreement, Pleasant Grove would
share in the proceeds from this sale.
7:00p.m. - Receiving of public comment regarding the site plan for
the expansion of the American Fork Hospital at 170 North 1100 East
There was no discussion regarding this item .
7: 20p.m. - Receiving of public comment regarding the placement of
the property in the Dixie Fenn Annexation at 615 West 200 South in
the RA-1, Residential Agricultural zone
There was no discussion regarding this item.
Regu l ar Session
There would be presentations by:
President of the American Fork Lions Club
1

Mark Wilson regarding the business use at 1063 East 50 South
It was noted that two Fix It tickets had been issued to businesses
at 1063 East 50 South.
Mayor Barratt noted that staff had discussed this and Mr. Wilson
wanted to discuss it with the City Council.
Action Items
Review and action on a utility use agreement with Lindon City
This item was tabled from the last Council meeting.
Lindon had
sweetened the deal by including the providing of property taxes to
American Fork.
Councilman Blake asked if Mayor Barratt had a recommendation.
Mayor Barratt noted that there were some things that American Fork
wanted including that they be agreeable to the realignment of the
road in conjunction with the proposed interchange.
They had now
agreed . He recommended approval of the utility use agreement .
Councilman Blake commented that it would be done in the course of
mutual cooperation.

(

Mayor Barratt stated that it was.
Also, the situation there had
created a real concern by property owners in the area north of I-15
regarding American Fork's response .
Carl Wanlass added that the motion would probably be to re-draft
the existing agreement to include the items contained in the letter
from Lindon City .
Mayor Barratt explained that Air Stream Mechanical was facing a
$40,000 penalty if he did not complete his building by August. Mr.
Denny Jex, heir to the property to the north was very concerned.
Councilman Hampton
recommendation.

felt

that

he

could

support

the

Mayor's

Review and action on a Resolution declaring to be surplus
approximately 70 bicycles, real property at 1096 East State Road
consisting of .56 acres, 6 vehicles, and misc. weight equipment,
office furnishings, & office equipment
There was no further discussion on this item.
Review and action on the Childs/Merrill Annexation at 1000 West
Main Street including the Ordinance of Annexation and placement of
the property in the GC-2 zone, and also the Annexation Agreement
Rod Despain explained that the Annexation Agreement had been
modified to reflect a new owner .
There would be a different
concept plan which would be Attachment 2 in the agreement.
It
2

(

would be provided for Tuesday's meeting.
Review and action on the Dixie Fenn Annexation consisting of 6.5
acres at 615 West 200 South including the Ordinance of Annexation,
placement of the property in the RA-1 zone, and also the annexation
agreement
There was no discussion on this item .
Discussion and action on the appraisal of the old Hospital at 350
East 300 North and to proceed with the sale to Heritage Management
and to direct staff to prepare to surplus the property
Carl Wanlass stated that this item would probably be tabled.
Mayor Barratt stated that Heritage Management had asked that the
Council not address it at this time, but at a future meeting. They
were looking at six or seven months down the road.
The Council
however could look at it in the next couple of meetings.
Approval of Subdivisions, PUD's & Site plans
a.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving the site plan
for the expansion of the American Fork Hospital at 170 North
1100 East

(

There was no discussion on this item.
Review and action on an Ordinance amending certain provisions of
the Development Code to allow for private streets . gated
communities, establishing limits on approvals for site plans and
final plats, prohibiting derelict parcels and residual lots, and
providing for the enforcement of these amendments
Rod Despain distributed a memo and the amended ordinance.
Councilman Blake asked if they had been looking at
density in connection with this issue.

additional

Rod Despain responded not directly but indirectly in that by
narrowing the road, there was a larger net area available for
development.
Councilman Blake commented that they were making it more secure and
it may allow for more density.
Mr. Despain observed that the Planning Commission felt it should
just be an alternative method of development and not have a density
incentive.

(

Councilman Blake asked if affordable housing could be worked into
it and was it an avenue that could make a better setting for
affordable housing.
Rod Despain did not think that a lower cost could be obtained in
3

that the homeowner's were going to have to maintain the private
roads.
Councilman Blake felt it was one avenue to consider as an option
for affordabl e housing.
Councilman Hunter felt that it could be looked at if someone were
to promote it .
Councilmernber Belmont asked if American Fork was in compliance with
affordable housing .
Rod Depsain stated that American Fork was not, in that the City had
not adopted a formal plan. However, the City had done the analysis
and the City was in compliance for about the next five years. The
City had about 40+ units that would qualify built last year . The
Ci ty had to provide a report each year .
Councilman Blake felt they should be looking ahead.
Discussion and direction to Swaner Design on the Master Plan for
the Developmental Center Park
This information was distributed at the work session two weeks ago.
Review and action on appointments to Citizen Committees and Boards
There was no discussion on this item .
Review and action on a Resolution to enter into an Interlocal Fire
Service Agreement with Utah County
Kevin Bennett asked what the County was going to pay the City.
Carl Wanlass noted that the County would pay this year, 1999-2000
under the old format and under this agreement for the next year.
They have paid us $17,000 thus far.
If the fire was more than one
hour , the City could bill the County separately .
Mayor Barratt explained that the City had always proceeded as if
the agreement was forth coming .
Review and action on the approval of the City's
liability insurance for fiscal year 2000-2001

property and

Councilman Blake noted that the Finance Committee had reviewed the
proposal .
Review and action on a Resolution establishing at Library meeting
room pol i cy
Kevi n Bennett noted that he had made some handwritten changes and
tha t Christie Reimschussel would have corrected copies back to the
Council by Tuesday.
4

Report and action on construction projects items including change
orders
There was a change order.
Report and action on Planning Commission items
The Planning Commission report was provided in the written memo .
Review and action on the May 9, 2000, minutes
There was no discussion on this item.
Review and action on the May 18, 2000, work session minutes
There was no discussion on this item.
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of City
bi l ls for payment
It was decided that the Finance Committee would meet on Tuesday at
6:00 p.m.
Review and action on entering into an Executive Session to discuss
litigation

(

There was no discussion on this item .
Mayor Barratt directed that the item on the old Hospital be removed
from the agenda when it was amended .
REVIEW OF THE TENTATIVE BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR ENDING JUNE 30, 2001
Mayor Barratt turned time to Carl Wanlass to review the tentative
budget for fiscal year ending June 30, 2001.
Carl Wanlass asked what time the work session on Thursday , May 25,
2000, would be. After some discussion , Mayor Barratt stated that
i t would begin at 5:00 p.m.
There would be another work session on June 6 and one on June 8, if
needed.
Mayor Barratt stated that the meeting on June 6 would
begin at 6:30 p.m.
Carl Wanlass reviewed revenues.
The amount of $1,475,000 was
projected in property taxes. He noted that the State Legislature
took away some of the revenue from the licensing of vehicles and
they owe some of that back to the cities. He was unsure just how
much of that was going to come in.
There had been an increase of sales tax over the past couple of
years of between 9% to 12%. Now it was at about 4% to 5 . 5%. The
closing of Fred Meyer had an effect .
Albertsons opening in Lehi
had a big impact on Smith's.
5

The franchise tax was recommended to increase from 5% to 6%.
With regard to building permits, the biggest impact had been on
commercial development , but commercial permits were slowing down.
Mayor Barratt stated that businesses had left the Alpine Court
shopping complex because of the poor location and Bryson Bakery was
considering a move .
He and Howard Denney met with Landrover
regarding the improvements on Sam White Lane. They were going to
re-figure the costs of the improvements and see what they could do .
Councilman Blake asked if Landrover was a part of the RDA to which
Mr . Wanlass responded that it was not.
The Safe sidewalk funds of $25 , 000 were from UDOT .
Carl Wanlass
reported that this was one of the few grants that they had been
able to receive from UDOT in which the sidewalk did not have to
connect to or be beneficial to students.
Councilmember Belmont asked about the Main Street program.
Carl Wanlass reported that there was $12,500 in the budget for Main
Street.
Councilman Hampton asked where the safe sidewalk funds could be
used .
Mr . Wanlass stated that they had to be used on a State Highway .
Councilmember Belmont stated that there was a need on Main Street.
Howard Denney explained that the funds had to be used for the
placement of new sidewalks. He noted that the City was fortunate
that there was not the 25% match .
Mr. Wanlass explained that the State Liquor Allotment was based on
population, number of DUI's issued, and the amount of liquor tax
collected .
Carl Wanlass noted that the fire protection agreement would be
adjusted and be less.
Councilman Blake asked why it was down from prior years .
Mr . Wanlass answered that it decreased as the City annexed more
property into the City .
Councilmember Belmont asked who the City sold the plastic garbage
b ags to .
Mayor Barratt responded that they sell them to the public.
were excellent and very large and very good bags.

They

The Police Contract at the Developmental Center was being looked
at. He would be talking with Joe Gordon about them to see if they
6

could get an increase.
Cedar Hills .

There was another police contract with

Regarding the Literacy Center, Mr. Wanlass explained that he had
put $15,000 in the budget.
They would need to make sure those
funds would be forthcoming from their source.
Mr. Wanlass stated that letters regarding their participation in
the Recreation programs had been sent to prospective Cities.
He
had heard back from Cedar Hills but not from Highland or Alpine
yet.
Carl Wanlass explained that Christie Reimschussel had reported to
him that there had been an increase in the number of persons
obtaining non-resident passes. The library fees had increased and
the Library Board was working with Cedar Hills and Highland.
Mr. Wanlass explained that the City might want to consider the
assessment of a rental fee to the Tri-City Golf Course for the 60
acres that benefitted the Golf Course that the City owned.
Councilman Blake felt it might be appropriate.
Carl Wanlass reported that the Tri-City Golf Course was doing well.
Councilman Hunter added that the Golf Course was looking to buy
some of the State Property.
Mr. Wanlass explained that when they went into it in 1974, the City
looked at selling it, but because of the water rights on there, it
could not be sold. The State contributed 88 acres. The State now
gets about $10,000 per year which was still cheap.
It was set up
with an interlocal agreement.
He explained that one of their
biggest money generators was the driving range .
Cemetery Fees and Senior Citizen Fees were discussed along with
Meals on Wheels.
Councilman Blake asked if the fines were primarily traffic.
Mr. Wanlass explained that they could be anything.
They went
through the District Court.
It all depended on whether it was
contested or not.
Councilman Blake asked what Net reimbursement was?
Carl Wanlass explained that it had to do with the North Utah County
task force.
It was a police effort.
Kevin Bennett explained that originally it was a drug task force
but it had grown to be a major crimes taskforce.
Carl Wanlass noted that the rent on the Courts needed to be
increased.
They were on a year to year.
He had a call into the
State Court Administrator.
7
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Councilman Blake asked what was anticipated.
Carl Wanlass guessed $3, 000 to $4, 000.
The problems were in
keeping the mechanical up to date on their 5,000 square feet of
space .
Dale Gunther added that the courts were getting a good deal.
Councilman Blake asked why plan check fees were going down.
Mr. Wanlass observed that development was backing off some.
George Brown asked where the traffic school was tracked.
Carl Wanlass reported that it was under Fines and Forfeitures .
Councilman Blake asked what Other Revenue was.
Carl Wanlass answered that it was miscellaneous fees from Workers
Comp, police for copies & fingerprints, insurance, and small
permits from engineering office.
Councilman Blake commented that it all added up.
large enough figure to break out.

It might be a

Mr . Wanlass explained that it really contained 40 or 50 items. For
instance , Workers Comp may be received only one time in a year .
Expenditures were discussed.
There was an increase in the Insurance due to the coverage of the
new buildings.
Councilman Blake asked why equipment purchases were listed as an
expense rather than a capital purchase.
Carl Wanlass explained that anything under $3,000 was the cut off
point.
Councilman Blake noted that they would be looking at the issue of
using a depreciation approach in capitalization.
Was that
anticipated?
Mr. Wanlass responded that it was a State Mandate. The City had a
three-year window to start capitalizing and they have two years to
go back to l980 and bring everything forward .
If you show an
ongoing structured maintenance program, then you did not have to
depreciate it.
Carl Wanlass explained that Other Council Unassigned included
special
projects
such
as
TAG,
Teens
Against
Graffiti.
Mountainlands Association of Government some times approached the
City for a special project.
Mr . Wanlass said attorney fees increased and it included the fee
8
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adjustment to Tucker Hansen.
attorney .
Carl Wanlass explained
Development Director.

that

He cut about $1, 000 on the civil
he

had

budgeted

for

an

Economic

Councilmember Belmont asked if the City had a policy on how they
would hire such a person.
Mr. Wanlass said that there would be a job description and salary
information and he would have that to the Council before the budget
was adopted.
Councilmember Belmont said she was more worried about the policy
and criteria for what the educational background should be.
Mayor Barratt said there will be a minimum requirement.
Councilmember Belmont wanted to make sure they were doing it in a
way that they could get the best possible person. It was a lot of
money.
Mayor Barratt noted that they were going to have pay close to
$50,000.
Councilmember Belmont asked what the policy would be.
they looking for?

What were

Pam Hunsaker explained that they were in the process of putting
together what the Council wanted them to do.
Howard Denney explained that they could use other communities as a
resource.
Councilmember Belmont stated that she had known Provo's Economic
Development Director.
Mayor Barratt observed that they were still a ways from hiring an
Economic Development Director, the budget still had to pass first.
He was worried about hiring a sexton right now.
Councilmember Belmont asked what Clearfield City looked for.
Carl Wanlass explained that they looked for a Bachelors Degree in
Public Administration and five years in progressively responsible
experience in planning or a related field.
Councilman Blake asked to raise some general topics through the
budget process that could be looked at from a bigger picture than
from a line item.
One was to facilitate donations.
The Alpine
School District had the Alpine Foundation to facilitate and solicit
donations. He felt that the Neighbors in Action could be a vehicle
to establish an American Fork Foundation. He would like to see the
Council discuss that as part of the budget process.
It could be
used in Beautification, in the Arts, and trees, and the downtown
9
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area. An Economic Director was good and they typically brought in
business .
The Foundation would seek to bring in donations.
He
would like to look at some objectives for donations.
It was not
unreasonable t o look at $50 , 000 or $100,000 .
Councilman Blake would not like to deplete the reserve . Donations
were one aspect that could do that, and another was an increase in
volunteerism.
The Library and the Recreation Center were two
great opportunities. Why not consider the Marshal's to do some of
the custodial work and take assignments that an employee would take
with t he idea i n mind that as they grow , to not replace employees
but to decrease how fast we have to add employees. The Library was
another great example. They have that frame of mind but it could
be structured more.
Volunteers could help with custodial, with
book check out, replacing books.
They could have a significant
impact on the budget in the tune of several hundred thousand
dollars. If they did that they could give additional increases to
employees. In fact there could be some incentive to the directors
if they could coordinate a good volunteer program then add some
incent i ve to their salary.
Councilman Blake continued that at the Recreation Center he was
g l ad to see the increase in the fees and they may want to increase
t h em further and increase the nonresident further.
Instead of a
10% increase , maybe it should be 14% or 15% and maybe the
nonresident should be 18% or 19%. They should look at increasing
the margin on the sale of swimming suits, goggles, etc.
Councilman Blake felt that a computer specialist was not realistic.
A graduate coming out of BYU would come out with an entry level job
and earn more than the directors in the City.
In two years that
person would earn more than the highest paid employee in t he City .
Ci t ies , as a practical matter cannot obtain an employee with a
computer background that will stay and pay them enough to do it.
Councilman Blake continued that with a brief look here, his
observation was that the computer systems were three generations
back.
It would only cost $50 or $60 each to get a new operating
system. Some of those small costs would go along way in making a
smoother operation. The auditor's would be a good source to review
t he computer systems and make some recommendations . The Economic
Development Director could take a role in the computer area. The
Economic Development Director could supervise the computer
specialist in an out source fashion .
Money should be spent on
hir i ng the right consultants.
Councilman Blaked asked who was doing the job of the Public Works
Director.
Mr. Wanlass was putting that information together.
Councilman Blake said on the long term capital projects he
suggested that they look at the water resources and electric power
s ituat i on . On the electric power, a City can provide that to the
community.
Some revenue could then fund building projects over a
10
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20-year period.
I~ the power industry , huge conglomerates were
coming in that were more efficient in it and we become dependent on
them. We could still get good rates from Scottish power, but the
City could generate some of our own power. Another reason to look
at it was for the security issue.
They were becoming more
vulnerable.
Look at Los Alamos.
If there were huge disasters,
earthquakes, fires that took out a power plant, we did not have a
facility in our State to rely on. If we had our own and even if we
did not use it all the time , it could be a backup to the community.
Councilman Blake would like to have a consultant come in and look
a t it and if the Council would discuss it and look at , there may be
some volunteers in the community with that type of expertise .
Councilman Blake did not like the Franchise Tax increase as it was
a small amount, but he would like to look at some of the longer
term issues.
Carl Wanlass asked how to get the current dollars.
Councilman Blake stated that one was donations and one
volunteers and maybe some of the budgets should be tighter.

was

Mr. Wanlass noted that the City currently receives $25, 000 to
$30,000 for the Arts Council or Steel Days or what have you. Most
go to businesses and they could only afford so much.
Councilman Blake felt that in a Foundation basis they look at
Estates .
Maybe the City should have an Organized Foundation who
would go after donations.
It was something that he would like to
look at . It would need to be a volunteer.
Mayor Barratt stated that he needed to leave.
Mr. Wanlass noted that they would pick it up at the next meeting
and begin with Public Works.
OTHER BUSINESS
There was no other business discussed.
ADJOURNMENT

Th~ft:e~ourned

at 5:45 p.m.

1rJ~ Jt}~
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder

Melanie Marsh
Deputy Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
MAY 23 , 2000
*AMENDED - NOTICE AND AGENDA
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on May 23, 2000, in the American Fork City
Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p.m. The agenda
shall be as follows:
PUBLIC HEARINGS
6:50 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding declaring surplus
approximately 70 bicycles, real property at 1096 East
State Road consisting of .56 acres, 6 vehicles, and misc.
weight equipment, office furnishings, & office equipment.
7:00 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the site plan for
the expansion of the American Fork Hospital at 170 North
1100 East.
7:20 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the placement of
the property in the Dixie Fenn Annexation at 615 West 200
South in the RA-1, Residential Agricultural zone.
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
*5.
6.
7.
8.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period - limited to two minutes
per person.
Presentation by the President of the American Fork Lions Club.
Mark Wilson will discuss the business use at 1063 East 50
South.
Presentation by Councilman Blake regarding the Downtown
Building project.
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports .
Mayor's report .
ACTION ITEMS

1.
2.

3.

4.

*5.
6.

Review and action on a utility use agreement with Lindon City.
Review and action on a Resolution declaring to be surplus
approximately 70 bicycles, real property at 1096 East State
Road consisting of .56 acres, 6 vehicles, and misc. weight
equipment, office furnishings, & office equipment.
Review and action on the Childs/Merrill Annexation at 1000
West Main Street including the Ordinance of Annexation and
placement of the property in the GC-2 zone, and also the
Annexation Agreement.
Review and action on the Dixie Fenn Annexation consisting of
6.5 acres at 615 West 200 South including the Ordinance of
Annexation, placement of the property in the RA-1 zone, and
also the annexation agreement.
Review and action on a Proclamation proclaiming the week of
May 21 - May 27, 2000, to be Family Week.
Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method
1

7.

8.
9.
10.
11.
12 .
13.
14 .
15.
16.
17.
18 .
19.

of satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
install ation ; and 4) author i zation t o sign the final plat and
accept ance of all dedications to t he public and to have the
plat recorded .
Review and action on an Ordinance approving the site plan
a.
for the expansion of the American Fork Hospital at 170
North 1100 East .
Review and action on an Ordinance amending certain provisions
of the Development Code to allow for private streets, gated
communities, establishing limits on approvals for site plans
and final plats , prohibiting derelict parcels and residual
lot s , and providing for the enforcement of these amendments.
Discussion and direction to Swaner Design on the Master Plan
for the Developmental Center Park.
Review and action on appointments to Citizen Committees and
Boards.
Review and action on a Resolution to enter into an Interlocal
Fire Service Agreement with Utah County.
Review and action on the approval of the City's property and
liability insurance for fiscal year 2000-2001 .
Revi ew and action on a Resolution establishing a Library
meeting room policy.
Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders.
Report and action on Planning Commission items .
Review and ac ti on on the May 9, 2000, minutes.
Review and action on the May 18, 2000, work session minutes.
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
Review and action on entering into an Executive Session to
discuss litigation.
Adjournment.

Dated this 16 day of May , 2000.

([_ ~- Qll
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
MAY 23, 2000
NOTICE AND AGENDA
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on May 23, 2000, in the American Fork City
Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p.m. The agenda
shall be as follows:
PUBLIC HEARINGS
6:50 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding declaring surplus
approximately 70 bicycles, real property at 1096 East
State Road consisting of .56 acres, 6 vehicles, and misc.
weight equipment, office furnishings , & office equipment .
7:00 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the site plan for
the expansion of the American Fork Hospital at 170 North
1100 East.
7:20 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the placement of
the property in the Dixie Fenn Annexation at 615 West 200
South in the RA-1, Residential Agricultural zone.
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period - limited to two minutes
per person.
Presentation by the President of the American Fork Lions Club.
Mark Wilson will discuss the business use at 1063 East 50
South.
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports.
Mayor's report.
ACTION ITEMS

1.
2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

Review and action on a utility use agreement with Lindon City.
Review and action on a Resolution declaring to be surplus
approximately 70 bicycles, real property at 1096 East State
Road consisting of .56 acres, 6 vehicles, and misc. weight
equipment, office furnishings, & office equipment.
Review and action on the Childs/Merrill Annexation at 1000
West Main Street including the Ordinance of Annexation and
placement of the property in the GC-2 zone, and also the
Annexation Agreement.
Review and action on the Dixie Fenn Annexation consisting of
6.5 acres at 615 West 200 South including the Ordinance of
Annexation, placement of the property in the RA-1 zone, and
also the annexation agreement.
Discussion and action on the appraisal of the old Hospital at
350 East 300 North and to proceed with the sale to Heritage
Management and to direct staff to prepare to surplus the
property.
Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method
1

7.

8.
9.
10 .
11.
12.
13 .
14 .
15.
16.
17.
18 .
19.

of satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation ; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the
plat recorded .
a.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving the site plan
for the expansion of the American Fork Hospita l at 170
North 1100 East.
Review and action on an Ordinance amending certain provisions
of the Development Code to allow for private streets, gated
communities, establishing limits on approvals for site plans
and final plats, prohibiting derelict parcels and residual
lots, and providing for the enforcement of these amendments.
Discussion and direction to Swaner Design on the Master Plan
for the Developmental Center Park .
Review and action on appointments to Citizen Committees and
Boards.
Review and action on a Resolution to enter into an Interlocal
Fi re Service Agreement with Utah County .
Review and action on the approval of the City's property and
liability insurance for fiscal year 2000-2001.
Review and action on a Resolution establishing a Library
meeting room policy.
Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders .
Report and action on Planning Commission items .
Review and action on the May 9, 2000, minutes.
Review and action on the May 18, 2000, work session minutes.
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
Review and action on entering into an Executive Session to
discuss litigation.
Adjournment.

Dated this 16 day of May, 2000 .

([_ tl. (Qf)i_
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
MAY 23, 2000
ATTACHMENT
PUBLIC HEARING- 6:50 P.M. -RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
DECLARING SURPLUS APPROXIMATELY 70 BICYCLES, REAL PROPERTY AT 1096
EAST STATE ROAD CONSISTING OF . 56 ACRES
6 VEHICLES AND MISC.
WEIGHT EQUIPMENT, OFFICE FURNISHINGS, & OFFICE EQUIPMENT
I

I

The American Fork City Council met in a public hearing on May 23,
2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 6:53 p.m.
Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Don Hampton, Juel
Belmont, Keith Blake, Tom Hunter, and Ricky Storrs. Others present
included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn, Sheena Parker, Howard
Denney, Jim Hardy, Ron Jones, Phyllis Infanzon, Mr. & Mrs. Bill
Jacob, Paul Peters, Barbara Christiansen, and two other citizens.
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive
comment on various items and real property to be declared surplus.
He asked for comments.
Bill Jacob asked where the property was. It was explained that it
was on the southwest corner of 1100 East State Road.
Mayor Barratt explained that there were some bar bells and old
weight equipment. He did not have an exact list.
The bikes would be sold at an auction on June 3, 2000.
Mayor Barratt explained that the property was .56 acres.
It had
not had a recent appraisal after it was split off.
The adjacent
property owners had not expressed interest in the ground.
There being no further comment, the hearing adjourned at 7:00p.m.
PUBLIC HEARING- 7:00 P.M. -RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE SITE PLAN FOR THE EXPANSION OF THE AMERICAN FORK HOSPITAL 170
NORTH 1100 EAST
The American Fork City Council met in a second public hearing on
May 23, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:00 · p.m.
Those
present at the previous hearing were present at this hearing along
with Rod Despain, Peter Moyes, Mr. & Mrs. Blaine Richan, gohn
Lundin, Curtis Craig, Steve Johnson, and two additional citizens.
Mr. Ron Jones from IHC, Mrs. Phyllis Infanzon with HKS Architects
from Dallas, Texas, and Steve Johnson from Meridian Engineering
were present to answer questions.
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive
comment regarding the site plan for the expansion of the American
Fork Hospital. It would be an extensive project in all directions.
To the north would be a new 3-story structure. To the west would
be a new parking area.
This was the first phase and doubled the
square footage of the present facility. After the second phase was
1
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completed, they would be upgraded to a level 5.
Cottonwood
Hospital was a level 5 provider.
The helicopter pad would be
moved.
Ron Jones noted that one of the things that patrons would need to
get used to was that they would be moving the main entrance to the
south during the construction.
Councilman Hampton asked if it would be necessary to go to Provo
for anything.
Mr . Jones responded that the open heart section would still be at
Provo, but there would be more specialists here.
There being no further comment, the hearing adjourned at 7:07p.m.
PUBLIC HEARING - 7:20 P.M. RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE PLACEMENT OF THE PROPERTY IN THE DIXIE FENN ANNEXATION AT 615
WEST 200 SOUTH IN THE RA-1, RESIDENTIAL AGRICULTURAL ZONE
The American Fork City Council met in a third public hearing on May
23 , 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:20p.m. Those present
at the previous hearing were present at this hearing along with
Mark Wilson, Phyllis Crookston, Pleasant Grove Royalty, Strawberry
Days Rodeo Queens, Dixie Fenn, Don Bartholomew, Marilyn Wyler, and
three citizens.
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive
comment regarding the placement of the property in Dixie Fenn
Annexation in the RA-1 zone.
He noted that Ms. Fenn was in the
audience if anyone had questions. He asked for comments.
There being no further comment, the hearing adjourned at 7:24p.m .
REGULAR SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a regular session on May 23,
2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:31 p.m.
Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont , Keith
Blake, Don Hampton, Tom Hunter, and Ricky Storrs. Others present
included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn, Howard Denney, Rod Despain,
Sheena Parker, Paul Peters, Jim Hardy, Jay Christensen, Terry Fox,
Steve Bailey, Mark Wilson, Mr. & Mrs. Bill Jacob, John Lundin,
Peter Moyes, Eric Migacz, Ron Jones, Phyllis Infanzon, Mr. & Mrs.
Blaine Richan, Strawberry Days Rodeo Queens, Pleasant Grove
Royalty, Curtis Craig, Marilyn Wyler, Barbara Christiansen, Phyllis
Crookston, Denise Pedersen, Glen Wagstaff, Bob Phelps, Niel Thomas,
Dixie Fenn, Erig Migacz, Mr. & Mrs. Dale Gunther, George Brown,
Jess Green, Dr. Bell, Mr. & Mrs . Merrill Finlayson, and 12
citizens .
Keith Swain led the Pledge of Allegiance and Curtis Craig offered
the prayer.
Mayor Barratt recognized the Pleasant Grove Royalty who explained
2
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that the 2000 Edition of Strawberry Days would be June 14 to June
17.
It
was
their
150th birthday
and
would be
their
sesquicentennial year.
It was the longest running celebration in
the State. There would be a parade on Saturday, June 17, at 10:00
a.m. There would be many events including a boutique, greased pole
climb, a pie eating contest, and the Carnival. The Strawberry Days
Rodeo Queens reported that Wednesday night was family night at the
rodeo. There would be a breakfast put on by the Youth Council on
Thursday morning at the library. The rodeo was PRCA sanctioned and
all were invited.
The entertainment was a trick rider.
They
presented the Council with a strawberry pie.
There was general
applause.
Mayor Barratt encouraged everyone to attend the neighboring
communities' celebrations and also to support the celebration in
American Fork.
Mayor Barratt offered condolences to Councilman Ricky Storrs and
his family on the passing of his father.
His mother was having a
difficult time, but she appreciated the consideration provided by
the community.
TWENTY MINUTE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD - LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES PER
PERSON
George Brown commented that at the last meeting he had asked about
the status of the water treatment plant and the status of the
payment of the CUP water that the City had contracted to purchase.
He requested an answer .
Mayor Barratt did not have an answer on the treatment plant.
Mayor Barratt did not have an answer on the payment.
the Council had an answer.

He asked if

Councilman Blake noted that the CUP was encouraging a study in the
next 6 to 12 months on the water rights in north Utah County, and
included in that, was the location of a treatment plant.
George Brown asked if the payment was included in the upcoming
budget.
Carl Wanlass noted that was with the Metropolitan Water District.
Mr. Brown noted that they would be charging the City for it.
MARK WILSON WILL DISCUSS THE BUSINESS USE AT 1063 EAST 50 SOUTH
Mayor Barratt
building.

explained

that

this

was

the

former

Benson Bolt

Mark Wilson explained that he was trying to find out what the
opinion of the Council was.
He tried to sublease a part of the
building for offices for a couple of businesses.
3

Mayor Barratt asked Enforcement Office Jim Hardy what had taken
place.
Jim Hardy explained that when it was annexed the business came into
the City as a non-conforming use in a residential zone.
The use
could not be expanded. There had been separation between areas for
Rainbow Carpet Cleaning and a woodworking shop. As he responded,
it was first to check for business licenses.
He identified that
they did not have a business license as it was a location that was
non-conforming. He then reported that to the Zoning Administrator
who concurred.
He then notified the two tenants that they could
not be in business there. Since that time additional conversations
had taken place.
Mayor Barratt noted that at one time there were U-Haul Trailers and
they couldn't get a license so they moved. Then there was Rainbow
Carpets and they had since vacated.
Mr. Wilson wanted to rent out his existing offices.
offices on the other side of 1100 East Street.
understand the difference.

There were
He did not

Councilman Blake noted that he could apply for a zone change.
Mr. Wilson asked if there was a difference.
Mayor Barratt explained that the way the Ordinance was.
non-conforming status , you could not change the use.

Under a

Mark Wilson did not understand the difference.
Mayor Barratt explained that the property was not zoned for
offices. The non-conforming use was a business that manufactured
bolts.
Mark Wilson explained that there had always been offices there.
Mayor Barratt stated that the Council needed time to look at it to
see if they could come up with a solution.
Mr. Wilson asked how long that would take.
Mayor Barratt did not know.
three weeks.

The next Council meeting would be in

Jim Hardy explained that the City did approve an expansion of
Benson Bolt for some needed office space as they were becoming very
successful. When Brand X came in, they did not use that portion of
the building.
Mayor Barratt stated that the Council had not reviewed this with
staff. The Council needed time to address any concerns that they
might have.
Councilman Blake explained that there was a standard practice of
4

applying for a zone change. There was adjacent Professional Office
zoning so it would make sense to ask for it. He could do that now.
Mayor Barratt commented that Mr. Wilson wanted a quick answer
tonight, and from what he was hearing, there was not one.
Mark Wilson stated that this did not make sense to him.
Councilman Blake explained that it was not the structure, it was
the business use.
This was a standard practice in all cities.
There was a license for the business use, in this case a nonconforming use, and when that was to be changed, you needed
permission.
It needed to be consistent with the area's zoning.
There was a business there as a non-conforming use for a number of
years. When it was to be changed, it needed to receive Ordinance
permission.
Mayor Barratt stated that it would be on the next agenda.
Helen Richan commented that she was the home owner to the west.
She noted that her property was to be for professional offices or
Rl-9000. She had lost a couple of sales. It had not been pleasant
living next to this business with the traffic and with having the
fence backed into.
Mark Wilson felt that area was being promoted by American Fork City
for offices.
Mrs. Richan did not want Professional Offices. There were a lot of
problems with the property to the east.
It was one thing after
another.
She hoped the Council would look at it.
Mayor Barratt asked if the Council had a suggestion.

They did not.

Mark Wilson pressed for an answer.
Mayor Barratt stated that the problem was that he had a nonconforming use and he was not allowed to do what he was doing. He
had not complied with the zoning that was there.
Mark Wilson asked if he could have professional office space.
Councilman Blake stated that he could if it was rezoned.
Mayor Barratt explained that property was a non-conforming use in
an Rl-9000 zone. Mrs. Richan's property was still in the County.
He would put it on the next agenda.
He would not overrule staff
and from what he could see, the Council would not either.
The
Council would gain some knowledge and see if there was a solution.
PRESENTATION BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE AMERICAN FORK LIONS CLUB
American Fork Lions Club President Colleen Halsey Saxton addressed
the City Council noting that they had done a lot of good for the
community.
They had lost a lot of their members.
They had some
5

great projects that they wanted to do in the community. They want
to get most of the parks to be accessible to wheelchairs, but they
did not have the membership to do it. She asked if the Council had
any suggestions for ways to boost their membership numbers. They
had been in the community for almost 100 years. They had to cancel
the Steel Days breakfast last year because they did not have the
membership to do it.
Curtis Craig asked what the Lion's Club did.
Ms. Saxton explained that they had a lot to do with eyesight and
children's glasses, diabetes, and the eye bank at the University of
Utah.
A plead for the Citizens of American Fork to join the Lions Club
was made.
It was a service organization that had been here for
about 100 years. The one in Lehi had folded. The one in Pleasant
Grove was going to fold, but now it was going good.
They were
starting one now in Eagle Mountain. The Lion's taught leadership
and also taught people to take care of their own problems.
They
had matching funds available from the National Organization for
doing large projects. They would like to get some newspaper space
and some circulars in town.
Mayor Barratt asked for a list of anticipated projects.
It was noted that every summer there were about six parks that they
went into and sanded down the tables and repainted them.
PRESENTATION BY COUNCILMAN BLAKE REGARDING THE DOWNTOWN BUILDING
PROJECT
Councilman Blake recapped the three public sessions that were
recently held on May 5, at the Library, May 11, at Shelley
Elementary School, and May 16, at Barratt Elementary School.
He
explained that MHTN had offered to provide 100 hours of
professional service at no charge. He distributed a recap on the
Public Input Sessions and this is included in these minutes as an
ATTACHMENT.
Councilman Blake stated that Pastor Geisel really appreciated the
hearings. They provided some valuable input. More discussion was
needed in about two to three weeks.
Bill Jacob stated that he was not at the meetings and asked if
there were minutes.
Councilman Blake stated that minutes were being prepared from each
session.
Bill Jacob noted that there had been discussions that the City
could bond for up to $5 million without a tax increase and that the
sale of the Heritage could fund the project.
Councilman Blake reported that was not discussed at the meetings.
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Bill Jacob commented that if that were the case and they used the
proceeds from the Heritage, citizens would not have a tax increase .
He asked if the sale of the Heritage was in the works as a funding
instrument for this project.
Councilman Blake stated that it was still being reviewed and was a
possibility.
Mr. Jacob would support that.
Jess Green asked that with the plans before them, who would own the
Harrington building.
Councilman Blake stated that there was
There were various ways to do that.

no agreement

in place.

Jess Green asked if the City was anticipating putting money into
something that they did not own.
Councilman Blake stated that he would not anticipate putting money
into something that they did not own.
Dale
Gunther
commented
that
what
was
promoted
was
the
recommendation by the Committee that was appointed.
He was
appreciative of the hearings that were held. He felt that the City
could use the Harrington School for offices in the future.
He
hoped that the City could negotiate with Dr. Bell.
He commended
the Council for the progress made.
Councilman Blake thanked MHTN for their work and their willingness
to be open to the broad discussion that was there. It needed to be
presented in another meeting in more detail.
Councilman Hampton expressed special thanks to the members of the
Community Presbyterian Church who participated extensively in the
process and offered some valuable insight. He asked by what City
Council meeting that they needed to take action.
Mayor Barratt
agendas.

stated

that

it

would

be

on

the

next

couple

of

Dale Gunther felt it was very important as to how this was laid out
for the public to vote on. It needed to be clear and concise. The
Harrington issue needed to be clear if it was an avenue that could
be put on the ballot. If that was not crystal clear, he would not
like to see it. The cost needed to be spelled out clearly.
Bill Jacob asked if the proposed public safety building was three
stories.
Councilman Blake responded that it was three stories on the east
portion and two stories on the west.
It was about the height of
the Harrington building.
Bill Jacob felt that in the future there was going to be a parking
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problem.
Councilman Blake stated that would be a valuable thing to discuss
in another input session.
Daniel Copper asked who with the City was negotiating with Dr.
Bell.
Mayor Barratt responded that Councilman Hampton was.
Dr. Carl Bell stated that they were good discussions and that he
was optimistic.
Councilman Storrs thanked Peter Moyes and his firm and Jacobsen for
their efforts and felt that they had bent over backwards to try to
accommodate the community.
Mayor Barratt thanked Councilman Blake for the presentation.
Councilmember Belmont thanked Peter Moyes and Eric Migacz.
She
felt that the open houses had been very productive and thanked them
for bringing a different view that they did not have a few months
ago and that it was a breath of fresh air .
REPORT OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR
The City Administrator had nothing to report at this time.
COUNCIL REPORTS
Councilman Blake had nothing additional to report at this time.
Councilman Storrs on behalf of the Storrs' Family thanked the
community and gave special thanks to the City and the Police
Department along with the Cemetery Department and Anderson
Mortuary. He noted that he and his mother were going through some
of his Dad's clothes and came across an American Fork High School
Band Uniform from 1941. His Dad was in the Band for three years.
They would be giving it to the High School.
Councilman Hampton asked that the Cemetery Committee be placed on
the next agenda for their quarterly report. He was glad to see the
progress on the clock continuing.
Councilmember Belmont explained that they had to send the works
back for the two faces.
Mayor Barratt commented that it was difficult to see the clock.
Councilmember Belmont had talked with the Beautification Committee
and Cal Houghton. The tree would be trimmed a little.
Councilmember Belmont reported that the Historic Preservation
Committee had met at the amphitheater along with the Arts Council,
Beautification Committee, Parks Committee, and the State Architect.
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They would be working on restoring the rock work and installing
hand rails.
Councilman Hunter reported that the employees of Sento Corporation
would be installing a landmark flag pole that was 120 feet tall.
The pole would be located to the south of their building next to I15. They were excited and hoped to have it ready for a ceremony on
July 4, 2000.
MAYOR'S REPORT
Mayor Barratt had nothing to report at this time.
ACTION ITEMS
REVIEW AND ACTION ON A UTILITY USE AGREEMENT WITH LINDON CITY
Mayor Barratt explained that he had met with Mayor Ellertson and
City Administrator Ott Dameron from Lindon City and traded letters
back and forth.
Lindon was willing to move the road from the off
ramp and he would like to have direction from the Council to direct
staff to prepare an agreement to allow for a temporary connection.
Councilman Blake, noting the cooperation that had been shown with
the exchange in the location of the road, moved to direct staff to
prepare an agreement to allow for a temporary connection.
Councilman Hampton seconded the motion.

Councilman Storrs stated that he still had heartburn with it. The
land should be in the City that could service the property.
He
stated he had nothing against Lindon, but he could not vote for it.
Councilman Blake commented that he had the same concern, but the
one being hurt was the private property owner.
Lindon had given
some exchange.
Councilman Hunter noted that he had been tossed with
seemed that the annexation should not have taken place
place. They cannot provide service and could not tell
could. He would rather see it come to American Fork.
want to hurt the property owner, but they could
services and he could not get over that.

this and it
in the first
us when they
He did not
not provide

Mayor Barratt reported that Lindon City had stated that they could
provide services and that they would provide services three, four,
or five years down the road.
They could not get the services in
fast enough for this situation.
Councilman Hunter asked if a stipulation could be placed in the
agreement that if it was not in within five years they would agree
to let it be annexed to American Fork.
George Brown noted that Lindon City was in the Orem Sewer District
and did not have access to Timp Sewer Service District.
This
agreement would allow them access through the City's pipes to the
9

(

District in exchange for some type of road agreement.
Mayor Barratt stated that Lindon City was going to give American
Fork the property taxes and they had made some other concessions
with regard to the off-ramp road.
George Brown asked what control Lindon City had over the
configuration of a freeway exit, that was a State and Federal
function.
Mayor Barratt explained that what had been done was that Lindon,
Pleasant Grove, and the property owners in the area had met with
UDOT and had moved the road further to the south that what American
Fork desired.
Lindon City agreed that they would get that road
moved to where we wanted it to be, and they had done that.
George Brown asked if it was firm now that the road would be where
American Fork wanted it to be.
Mayor Barratt stated that it was.
George Brown expressed concern about the expected benefits because
when Lindon annexed that property, they also chose not be in the
Timpanogos Sewer District.
He had concern about using American
Fork facilities when Lindon's choice years ago, was to not
participate.
If the property owner was distressed and could not
receive services, he should disconnect from Lindon and annex to
American Fork.
He continued that it was important to cooperate
with other cities to solve a problem, but he was against this
agreement.
Curtis Craig asked if the City was out to divide and conquer. They
were willing to pay for it.
He felt the City was in a win-win
situation.
Mayor Barratt stated that over the next 10 to 20 years, American
Fork was going to have to cooperate with its Sister Cities as they
meshed together. The property owner had property on the north side
of the freeway and he was a little discouraged in the way he was
being treated.
Lindon had made some concessions.
They were not
going to de annex their property. American Fork was going to need
Lindon's sometime. Lindon had told him that they were going to put
in the line. We could say tough nails.
It was no different than
your neighbor, in this case a neighboring City, coming and asking
if you could help in anyway.
We needed to work with them.
The
property owner needed to know that we could work with him.
Jess Green asked if Lindon City was proposing to pump the sewer
back up to their own district.
Mayor Barratt stated that they were.
Jess Green asked if the property owner had discussed annexing to
American Fork.
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Mayor Barratt stated that he had met with them.
Councilman Blake echoed that it was a difficult issue and that
there was movement from Lindon and that in a spirit of community
cooperation there was an opportunity to move ahead.
Paul Peters noted that American Fork was the "Hub" and asked if we
were obligated to help everyone else.
Mr . Peters related a story about being taken advantage of.
this was American Fork.

He felt

Paul Peters noted that it cost 70 cents per thousand gallons of
water for the City's residents, and they were only charging Cedar
Hills 45 cents per thousand.
Councilman Hunter asked if they were going to have a firm time
table of five years.
Mayor Barratt stated that there would be a penalty of $50,000 per
month after five years.
George Brown felt that American Fork would constantly get requests
for extensions.
He commented that Highland City ran an unknown
sewer line through American Fork. We have done a lot of things for
other Cities either knowingly or unknowingly to help them out. It
was time that when cities chose to do something that they take
responsibility for it. He was not opposed to helping cities, but
he was opposed in putting a burden on American Fork citizens to
benefit other citizens.
He did not believe for one minute that
they could tie down a road network that was controlled by UDOT and
the federal agencies. He felt a five-year deadline was ridiculous.
He was sorry that some owner had committed to construct a building
before all of the other things were in place.
American Fork
citizens had to be looked after first. The owner had the option to
disconnect and go somewhere that could provide services.
Mayor Barratt stated that all that Lindon City was asking was that
they pay their fair share and they wanted to know what that was.
He was proud of American Fork City that when their sister cities
came to them that they had been fair and square with them and if
anything, left them with the advantage. He did not have a problem
with this.
He did not have a vote.
The Council did.
He wanted
the sister cities to know that American Fork was willing to work
with them.
He felt it paid dividends.
There were new Mayors and
new Councilmembers and they were going to do whatever they could to
help those around and to extend a hand of fellowship and friendship
wherever they could.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.
Voting was as
follows:
Aye,
Councilmembers
Blake
and
Hampton.
Nay,
Councilmembers Belmont, Hunter, and Storrs.
The motion did not
pass.

REVIEW

AND

ACTION

ON

A

RESOLUTION
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DECLARING

TO

BE

SURPLUS

(

APPROXIMATELY 70 BICYCLES, REAL PROPERTY AT 1096 EAST STATE ROAD
CONSISTING OF .56 ACRES, 6 VEHICLES, AND MISC. WEIGHT EQUIPMENT,
OFFICE FURNISHINGS, & OFFICE EQUIPMENT
Mayor Barratt explained that the complete list of the weight
equipment, office furnishings, and office equipment had not been
assembled at this time.
Councilman Storrs moved to adopt Resolution No. 2000-05-17R
declaring to be surplus approximately 70 bicycles, real property at
1096 East State Road consisting of .56 acres, 4 vehicles, and misc.
weight equipment,
office furnishings,
and office equipment.
Councilman Hampton seconded the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE CHILDS/MERRILL ANNEXATION AT 1000 WEST
MAIN STREET INCLUDING THE ORDINANCE OF ANNEXATION AND PLACEMENT OF
THE PROPERTY IN THE GC-2 ZONE, AND ALSO THE ANNEXATION AGREEMENT
This item was deleted from the agenda.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE DIXIE FENN ANNEXATION CONSISTING OF 6.5
ACRES AT 615 WEST 200 SOUTH INCLUDING THE ORDINANCE OF ANNEXATION,
PLACEMENT OF THE PROPERTY IN THE RA-1 ZONE, AND ALSO THE ANNEXATION
AGREEMENT
Mayor Barratt explained that this was the subject of the 7:20p.m.
public hearing.
Councilmember Belmont moved to adopt Ordinance No. 2000-05-15
approving the Dixie Fenn Annexation and placement of the property
in the RA-1 zone and also the Annexation Agreement.
Councilman
Hunter seconded the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A PROCLAMATION PROCLAIMING THE WEEK OF MAY 21
- MAY 27, 2000, TO BE FAMILY WEEK
Mayor Barratt read a Proclamation Proclaiming the week of May 21 to
May 27, 2000, to be Family Week.
Councilman Blake moved approval of the Proclamation.
Storrs seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Councilman

REVIEW
AND
ACTION
ON
SUBDIVISIONS,
COMMERCIAL
PROJECTS,
CONDOMINIUMS, AND PUD'S INCLUDING 1) PLAT APPROVAL; 2) METHOD OF
SATISFACTION OF WATER RIGHTS REQUIREMENTS; 3) POSTING OF AN
IMPROVEMENT BOND OR SETTING OF A TIME FRAME FOR IMPROVEMENT
INSTALLATION; AND 4) AUTHORIZATION TO SIGN THE FINAL PLAT AND
ACCEPTANCE OF ALL DEDICATIONS TO THE PUBLIC AND TO HAVE THE PLAT
RECORDED
a.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving the site plan
for the expansion of the American Fork Hospital at 170 North
1100 East
Mayor Barratt commented that this was the subject of the 7:00
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p.m. public hearing.
Councilman Hampton moved to adopt Ordinance No. 2000-05-16
approving the site plan for the expansion of the American Fork
Hospital at 170 North 1100 East on condition of:
1) Receipt
of a deed conveying the right-of-way for widening 1100 East on
the property currently being used as a day care facility and
completion of improvements thereto as required by the City
Engineer; 2) Adequate drainage facilities throughout the
project area to be designed and constructed to conform to City
Standards; 3) A finding that the extension of 200 North Street
easterly from its current terminus may be delayed until the
time of the next revision of the plan; 4) The site plan show
the placement of a public road along the eastern boundary of
the southern parking lot {western boundary of the existing
office condo project), receipt of the deed for the portion of
the right-of-way and provision for construction of the
roadway; 5) Correction of the existing drainage problems
within the office condo area. Councilmember Belmont seconded
the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CERTAIN PROVISIONS OF
THE DEVELOPMENT CODE TO ALLOW FOR PRIVATE STREETS,
GATED
COMMUNITIES, ESTABLISHING LIMITS ON APPROVALS FOR SITE PLANS AND
FINAL PLATS, PROHIBITING DERELICT PARCELS AND RESIDUAL LOTS, AND
PROVIDING FOR THE ENFORCEMENT OF THESE AMENDMENTS
Rod Despain explained that this was a matter of a public hearing
two weeks ago. As a result of that hearing a couple of changes had
been made and they were provided to the Council.
Don Bartholomew commented that this would create a neighborhood
within a neighborhood and was not meant to associate with the area
around it.
It was meant to isolate people.
Mayor Barratt stated that was true and that was the nature of the
Ordinance.
Councilman Hampton noted that if this was made available in a
number of places in town and if we had a number of these, and if it
became a burden to the City, would the City be obligated to take
them over even though they were not built to a public standard?
Rod Despain commented that technically that could occur, but he did
not think that was probable.
He did not think that the City was
obligated to take over the streets.
There was no guarantee that
they would not come to the City and request that they take over the
maintenance of substandard improvements.
This was a significant
policy shift to allow a different type of development. The master
street plan would require a more significant level of review so
that there would not be any undue Chinese wall.
There were
competing efforts from those wanting their own "shang-ra-la." It
was a legitimate lifestyle. Many cities have had them for years.
Councilman Hampton felt that the City had the potential risk of
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being asked to take over streets that were narrower than regula r
streets. He asked if this would eliminate the possibility of 500
North Street going through.
Rod Despain explained that one of the design constraints was that
this portion of the road would go through.
This leg would be an
integral part of the development.
Councilman Hampton observed that there were many nice and beautiful
developments without fences.
It did not have to be fenced.
Bill Jacob asked if the road network had to conform to the same
size and width. How were they going to be assured of public safety
services. Adequate right-of-ways needed to be maintained, then if
the City had to take them over, they would be wide enough .
Curtis Craig asked if an older neighborhood could get together and
say that they wanted to be a gated community.
Daniel Copper asked what the fewest number of lots that was needed
t o qual i fy .
Rod Despain explained that a minimum of 10 acres and a sufficient
number of units that would generate the money to cover the added
costs of maintenance.
Councilman Hampton asked how this was
community .

in best

interest of

the

Councilman Hunter noted that it provided a different lifestyle for
others.
It had worked well in other communities.
Mayor Barratt noted that some had not wanted to move, but wanted
this type of lifestyle.
Councilman Blake asked if they would be paying the same taxes.
Councilman Hunter stated that they would be.
They would pay
additional fees to maintain the roads . There would be a saving to
the City .
Jess Green observed that the City had similar configurations that
had been reverted back to the City.
Those things did happen and
that could not be discounted.
He did not feel it was much of a
factor, however. An opportunity was being provided for someone to
have a different individual lifestyle with a gate. Any individual
could gate their driveway .
This provided some with an exclusive
nature of living.
If there were sufficient controls in place, he
did not have heartburn with it.
The City needed to search the
reasoning why Orem had turned it down at times. He recognized that
there were a number of American Fork citizens that have asked for
this type of development option. He wanted to make sure that the
ability to deliver services was there and that there were controls .
Paul Washburn explained that he had been working on this for over
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a year to see if there was a possibility of providing a gated
community.
Gated communities were not the answer to every
development, there needed to be a mix . The advantage of a gated
community was that with life expectancies extended, those persons
were looking for security as they want to travel away from home
without fear of what was going to happen to their home while they
were gone.
Mr . Washburn stated that he lived in one now. In terms of safety ,
on this proposal there would be 32 feet of asphalt, even though 28
and 24 feet were very common as standard widths. There were cities
in Utah that had 32 foot streets and allowed parking on both sides
of the street and had never had a problem with fire or police. It
was still necessary to provide cul-de-sacs to turn around a fire
truck and a garbage truck.
It did not compromise safety, it
allowed more green area.
The safeguards written into this
Ordinance were very good . There was a 10-acre minimum . One of the
things that the Planning Commission had insisted on was a 25-year
pro forma showing that the fees and dues would be in place and
would be adequate to maintain the streets and other private
utiliti es .
Paul Washburn continued that homeowner's committees that he had
been involved in were emotional about their homes and it was not
likely that they would turn the streets back to the City . In terms
of traffic circulation , the one proposed would not affect the
traff i c pattern of the City .
It would not be a net cost to the
City.
George Brown noted that as he saw it, there was a group of people
that wanted to come to American Fork and use City roads, City
water, City sewer, and City parks and yet did not want American
Fork City in their community.
They were going to have 70% open
space but the City could not use it.
It came down to segregation
and elitism and he, personally opposed it. Someday there would be
a serious problem with providing emergency services.
Judy Price noted that there were a number of single women .
For
security, her daughter was thinking of going into such a location.
There was a value to the community.
Paul Washburn explained that the open space was available to the
owners as they were the ones developing the property.
It was no
different or no more immoral than someone having their own backyard
fenced so that not everyone could walk into it.
Councilman Hampton wanted it referred to as open space for those
living there , not like it was for the community at large .
Rod Despain noted that a road
developed for a private street .
of asphalt and would likely go
were some 2 8 foot streets in the
400 East south of 700 North and

cross section would need to be
It would not be less than 28 feet
to 32 feet.
He noted that there
community . Particularly he noted
the Riverwalk development .
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Councilman Blake moved
seconded the motion.

to

table

action.

Councilman

Hampton

Councilmember Belmont stated that she was not against gated
communities, but she had not reviewed the particular version that
they had.
Councilman Blake felt that they needed to look at if further.
Councilman Hunter stated that the Planning Commission had been
looking at it for months.
Voting was as follows:
Aye, Councilmembers Blake,
Hampton.
Nay, Councilmembers Storrs and Hunter.
carried.

Belmont, and
The motion

Mayor Barratt stated that this item would be on the next agenda.
Rod Despain invited the City Council to get with him if they had
any questions about the criteria or the conditions.
DISCUSSION AND DIRECTION TO SWANER DESIGN ON THE MASTER PLAN FOR
THE DEVELOPMENTAL CENTER PARK

(

American Fork High School Tennis Coach Curtis Craig stated that he
understood that the City was not going to have tennis courts be a
part of the complex. He explained that the four courts at the High
School also doubled as public courts. His teams had to go to two
practices a day because they could not practice all at the same
time. There was a high degree of interest in tennis in the City.
They had to play from 3:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. in order to get the
matches in.
In other schools they were done in about two hours.
Coach Craig related that at the State Tournament, there were
several older gentlemen who watched the matches. One of them was
Neal Maxwell. He told Coach Craig that was the only thing that he
did in High School that he could do as an adult.
Our community
people were competing in Pleasant Grove for tennis courts.
We
needed to have some tennis courts.
Rosalee Snow agreed with Mr. Craig.
She observed that a lot of
young kids were not good enough for football and other sports, but
they could always get into tennis. She was a member of the United
States Tennis Association and she went to the ladies' tennis meets
in the area. There were 84 of the ladies in the tennis league in
this area and they played anywhere from Park City to Ogden.
She
explained that she called up Pleasant Grove to try to get their
courts to play on because they had to have a home court.
She was
told that they would not allow them because they had already had
three or four leagues playing out of Pleasant Grove and also that
they did not have enough Pleasant Grove ladies in their league.
She concluded that there needed to be tennis courts in a community
park.
She did not think that the Council had an idea as to how
many people in the area support tennis. She related that she was
at the Pleasant Grove courts last night and within the time she was
16
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there, the players on the adjacent courts were all from American
Fork.
There was some sentiment that we were crowding Pleasant
Grove citizens out of their facility.
Ms. Snow continued that when the original drawings for the
Developmental Center Park were drawn, there were at least six
courts shown. Now others were saying that they did not think there
was enough people that were interested in tennis in the community.
Councilmembers Hampton and Hunter asked who had said that.
Rosalee Snow explained that there were some letters put out that
said that.
Councilman Hampton reported that he did not know of anyone on the
Council that felt that way.
Ms. Snow continued that in Pleasant Grove there were families
teaching their children to play tennis. It was a good clean sport
that American Fork needed to have in the community. She added that
the leagues generated money for the community.
Councilman Blake felt that the place to strengthen tennis may be by
the Recreation Center in that open lot.
Coach Craig noted that the tennis courts were full all the time.
Rosalee Snow commented that at least six courts would be needed in
order to generate a league.
She had heard that there was a
complaint about possible noise. Tennis did not generate a lot of
noise. Also, lights could be shut off automatically at 10 p.m. as
they were in Pleasant Grove.
Jess Green commented that they ought to look again at the
possibility of lighting the High School and Junior High courts.
Coach Craig stated that the courts at the Jr. High would need to be
resurfaced.
Jess Green commented that the courts at the High School and the Jr.
High School were both on the north part of the community.
He
observed that there should be some on the south. He felt that they
needed to utilize what they had first.
Coach Craig stated that he could not run a tennis tournament on the
courts that were there.
Jess Green invited him to talk with the School District about using
the Jr. High courts and with the City to get them lighted.
Rosalee Snow stated that
worried about.

it was not

the lights

that

they were

Daniel Copper noted that Pleasant Grove was not willing to help us
out. American Fork bends again.
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Coach Craig stated that the City did not bend with the Lindon
issue.
Mayor Barratt noted that the Recreation Department had more
individuals using the facilities and youth leagues from outside the
City limits than from within.
It was sad to think that American
Fork did not have lighted tennis courts. He felt that they would
be used.
Marilyn Wyler felt that they needed to develop the park fully. The
only boweries that were scheduled out in the Rotary Park. The plan
was to have boweries there that could be scheduled out.
They
needed expanded facilities for the youth.
She did not see the
complaints about the lights.
Peggy Shoaf stated that there was a difference of opinion on what
the park was supposed to be for. She felt that it could serve all
of their needs.
She never knew that there were any plans for the
park when she voted. She was informed that it was going to protect
open space and provide for future needs. She was never told that
there were plans and that if there were, she might have voted
differently.
Mayor Barratt stated that this concept plan came after the vote.
Ms. Shoaf added that the park had an unusual value. She felt they
needed tennis courts.
They needed recreational facilities for
others, but they needed to be careful not to destroy something that
could not be rebuilt.
Niel Thomas noted that Councilman Storrs asked him 10 to 12 years
ago to join the Recreation Committee.
All that time they were
looking at this property for a sports complex and to be able to
provide services for all types of sports.
Now, some want wooded
areas and to leave the wildlife there. The deer were there because
of the hay fields up above and when they were gone, so would be the
deer. There were red fox and raccoons in the backyards of people
now. There was a handful of people being selfish so they can ride
their horse in an area that was real close.
He added that those
persons were his neighbors and they need a place to ride their
horses.
That was why there was the race track, the County was
building an equestrian park and there was a trail system up
American Fork Canyon that the Forest Service had development and
they even had a special place to load an unload horses.
Mr. Thomas continued that the City needed to look at the future of
the children. Scheduling for practices for any kind of a ball team
was complicated. Some were complaining about the lights. If there
were more fields the lights would not have burn so late in the day.
He did want to hurt anyone's feelings, but people did not need a
private place to ride their horse.
They needed to take the
property for the community and develop it for the community.
Denise Pedersen noted that the official ballot said that they voted
to issue general bonds " ... for use as a park and open green space,
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and related improvements; ... " It did not say that they voted for
a sports complex. If the City had that in mind , and forgot to tell
the c i tizens, that was a great oversight on their part .
Mayor Barratt stated that after the voters voted for it, the
Council said what should they do with it and then they sent out the
surveys.
Ms. Pedersen commented that the plan now submitted did not follow
what the minutes of the last public hearing in February reflected.
What was discussed then met the needs of the ball fields, the
tennis courts, and the nature people. When she left that meeting
she felt all were comfortable.
RoseAnn Gunther reported that a few weeks ago several citizens on
the Downtown Committee made a trip to Boston.
The State of Utah
paid for the trip to see what Boston had done to revitalize their
downtown. While there, she took a five-hour bike trek and traveled
through the back streets of Boston while it was raining.
She
learned valuable things.
They went through the 575 acres of the
Ben Franklin Park.
There were several areas in the park.
There
was not one acre that had a ball field on it. She loved sports and
believed in sports, but this was the last parcel of ground, 92
acres, and when it was gone, it was gone.
The archi teet that
designed the Ben Franklin Park with the bikeways, and walkways, and
picnic areas , said that he wanted to design the park so that
"people from the City could come and unscramble their brains and
enjoy God's creations." She loved American Fork and was proud of
American Fork.
She was grateful to the Council members and was
appreciative of Councilmember Belmont for trying to hang onto a few
historic buildings. There was some applause.
Phyllis Crookston stated that her report was part of her assignment
on the Beautification Committee. The total number of parks was 29.
There
were
14
neighborhood parks,
six
planned
or under
construction. There were 10 ball fields and was told that Legacy
would also be a ball park. There was the regional golf course, the
boat harbor, and Art Dye. There were eight pavilions in the parks.
They needed more benches. Park acreage was close to 180 acres plus
the Developmental Center Park.
The Robinson Park in the center of
town did not have a drinking fountain and only two of the parks had
permanent toilets.
Ms. Crookston stated that they could not go to the Canyon anymore
for the coolness and the beauty that they once did because it was
overcrowded.
Most of the people were not from Utah County.
The
boat harbor had a $5 boat launching fee. Most were from out of the
area. The amphitheater was in good shape except for minor repairs
and was a "jewel in the crown." There were two picnic tables and
two stoves on stands.
When they met with the State Architect at
the amphitheater earlier in the day, he stated that this was the
only one like it in the whole State of Utah.
Phyllis Crookston continued. With regard to the High School Tennis
Courts she stopped there the other day and reported there were two
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people playing. They said that they went there about once a week .
In the area up above by the Art Dye, they needed more tables
scattered around and away from the larger gathering areas.
Recreation Committee member Kenny Hogan, stated that in general he
supported the development of the park. He was in Boston last week
and noted that there was a lot of construction there as well.
In
California where he grew up, their favorite park had some green
space, a ball field or two and a nice hill covered with woods. It
was a safe place to play. He would love to have his kids able to
go to a place like that as well . Many on the Recreation Committee
had the fear that they had a lot of park space, but at the rate
that they were developing it, their grand kids would be lucky to
use it. The City did not have the budget to develop all of them .
He felt that they did not need all of it. As a last ditch effort,
if they could provide some of the facilities in the other parks,
they could keep it in the green area. If they did not provide the
facilities, they would be neglecting a huge need. His kids did not
play ball.
He supported the development of tennis courts
somewhere. He explained that his father's love was being a cowboy
and tried to do it for a living, but it didn't pay the bills so he
became a veterinarian.
Horses and lots of people or horses and
roller bladers did not mix.
Mark Hutchings commented that he did not have a problem with tennis
courts and would like to see the ones that already exist used more.
He was not selfish, and those that wanted just a sports complex and
nothing else and if that was the hidden agenda of the Recreation
Committee for years before the bond, that was very wrong. He was
there for his children. He was not against sports. This was the
last wildlife place.
He wanted a place to take his children and
not have to worry about them running out into the street because
that was all that surrounded most of the parks. The plan was not
keeping open space.
Everything else was a flat land sport and
could be placed somewhere else. The equestrian trail needed to be
kept separate.
They have asked for one on the north side to get
them to the State trails.
Brian Barrin applauded the Recreation Department and the fabulous
idea the plan was. He was surprised when he heard that the park in
Boston did not have a ball field.
He noted that in Washington,
D. C . there were ball fields across the National Monuments. Chicago
and New York were the same.
Here we have a lot of children.
He
was surprised about the two people that played tennis on the day
that Ms. Crookston was there.
He commented that any night in
Pleasant Grove, you could not get on their courts.
The reason
people did not use the courts in American Fork was because they
stunk.
The City did not have a good court.
There was one good
court at the High School. He played tennis every week, in Pleasant
Grove. There were mountains all over the place and if they wanted
to see wildlife, take a 10 minute drive.
The vast majority who
were younger and had younger families were all for it. Recreation
was on of the greatest things.
Jess Green stated that all this was interesting.
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He was probably

the only person around that raised a deer as a pet. Deer were not
grazers, but they were browsers.
Deer and wildlife and cougars
were all over the area.
He reminded the Council that we were
engaged in building a central city complex. They did not need to
have the Developmental Center park overrun with asphalt, concrete,
and a structured facility at this time. There were other areas for
that, areas where kids could walk to. What concerned him was that
they were talking about a large complex and they were also talking
about raising taxes.
We need a police and justice center.
We
needed to build things we can afford. There was some applause.
Bill Jacob stated that a large group of people spoke regarding this
issue. He read from the Proposition that was voted on.
"Shall the City Council of American Fork City, Utah be
authorized to issue General Obligation Parks and Recreation
Bonds in an amount not to exceed One Million One Hundred
Thousand dollars ($1,100,000) (the "Bonds") for the purpose of
defraying all or a portion of the direct and related costs of
purchasing approximately 91 acres of real property comprising
a portion of land now known as the Utah State Developmental
Center and historic amphitheater, for use as a park and open
green space, and related improvements; and for payment of
expenses
reasonably
incurred
in
connection
with
the
acquisition and construction of said improvements and the
authorization and issuance of the Bonds; ... "
Mr. Jacob continued that it appeared to him that the public stated
that there was a budget to purchase open space. He believed they
could do anything they want. They could throw it on the GO Bond in
August and let the citizens make the decision.
There was some
applause.
Leisa Hatch did not think it was necessary to use name calling,
like being selfish. All had desires. As she read the reports from
the meeting in February, she felt there was compromise on all sides
at that time. More that half of the participants were from outside
the City.
The City cannot furnish some of those facilities for
them and maybe it was time to approach Cedar Hills and Highland and
tell them that they needed to make their own plans.
She felt it
could be a win/win situation.
Seventy-one percent of the
respondents to the survey had a desire for native space. There was
some applause.
Richard Kirkland stated that was on the Recreation Committee that
was really a Parks and Recreation Committee.
The Committee was
really frustrated in that all they did was talk and nothing seemed
to happen. The first plan from Swaner he felt was wonderful and he
still thought that. Was there a time when a bulldozer could go up
there and clean it up?
It was a mess and was not pretty.
The
nature area could stay, but on the east side of the road. The flat
area should be dedicated to recreation.
He did not see anything
wrong with that. There was some applause.
Recreation Director Steve Bailey explained that he came to American
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Fork in 197 8 .
There were seven programs then that involved less
t h an 1, 000 kids.
The programs had expanded to 30 with more than
7, 000 kids.
There were also programs geared toward adults .
Facilities had not kept up with the programs. He was not opposed
in keeping this in one big green space as long as the City could
ide nt ify some other ground in which facilities could be built.
They were using some of the smaller parks which maximized personnel
c osts.
It was more cost efficient to keep more programs in one
area. He did not think that he current lighted facilities were big
enough .
Bob Phelps commented that what open space was needed to be decided.
We should not criticize each other, but start to criticize the
Council.
He had been to three of these meetings and you had to
come to defend your position each time.
There was nothing
cumulative that was going to the Council. There were the same 5,
6 , or seven people that show up and speak their piece saying what
they want. He got up and spoke his piece one other time and felt
that should have been enough.
It appeared to him that he had to
come back and defend himself each and every time because four or
five people come each time and take notes and statistics. He then
hears later that the Council changed their mind.
The Council
needed to make a decision and do their work or get off it.
Glen Wagstaff stated that he had been to seven or eight meetings on
this and had yet to see anything come to a head.
The road going
into 980 North was too far to the north.
When he went to the
Planning Commission and although the Council had voted not to put
a road through it, they still had it on their plans. He would like
to know who made the decisions on those things.
He would fire
Swaner and get someone in there who could do it.
George Brown reported that he had been to some significant parks in
t he Country.
Most had a phased concept to them.
They were laid
out to be used for many different things.
With this park the
question should be how to phase 91 acres to meet all of the needs.
A designer could do that.
There were City employees telling and
directing the designers what to do. It was time for the Council to
say that they were going to design the park so that in 100 years
from now it could be said that it was a good job.
It was now on
the shoulders of the Council. Phase it for all the different uses
talked about and so that it became a long time legacy. There was
general applause.
Phyllis Crookston reminded the Council that we were charged with
being stewards of the land.
Mayor Barratt asked for the Council to give some direction .
Councilman Blake noted that it was helpful for people to come and
give their input.
In February, they would take the road straight
up where it was and leave the east side natural and develop the
west side, but it was not drawn that way.
He asked if Swaner
guaranteed their work and if the Council gave them good direction.
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Mayor Barratt asked that the Council give them good direction now.
Councilman Blake felt they should draw it like they had said
before, which would take the road through and largely keep the part
on the east natural.
Part of the rationale was that they don't
have funds to development the whole park now.
Councilman Blake moved to have it drawn the way it was directed
before at the public hearing in February.

There was general applause.
Councilman Hampton thought that Swaner did what they were supposed
to do.
The definition of open space was the issue.
He saw the
open grass areas, the picnic areas, the bowery areas and all of
that as part of open area.
He complimented Swaner.
They did
exactly what they talked about at the last meeting. They moved the
tennis courts to the west and put in a lot of open grass and picnic
areas and trails.
He would like to see more benches as Ms.
Crookston had commented.
He interpreted open areas to include
large grass areas. If leaving it natural meant to do nothing east
of the road, he did not interpret it that way.
It was not staff
that directed them to do that, it was the Council.
Councilman Blake went to the map and showed where the existing road
went, straight up through about the center.
Marilyn Wyler asked if there was room for grassy areas on the east.
Councilman Hampton felt that was Swaner's expertise and they were
trying to blend what the Council told them to do with some things
that would look nice and not have a straight road just for the sake
of having a straight road going up when we still had everything we
intended.
Councilmember Belmont noted that the moon-shaped road showed 150
parking spaces. That was a lot of asphalt. It should be over near
the area of the tennis courts or ball fields. To swing a road down
there with that much asphalt was a mistake.
The woods were
valuable.
She wanted to see some beauty.
There needed to be a
place for people to go for a walk or sit under a tree or follow a
trail. There needed to be some beauty, not all build out. There
was some applause.
Councilman Storrs stated that he had listened to the comments and
there was some good input. He agreed with something that everyone
had said.
He had been up in that park with his kids.
A lot of
time he would jog up there and through the east side was open space
and he agreed that it should stay.
There were deer within an
earshot of kids playing soccer.
He agreed with Richard Kirkland
and also with what Jess Green had said. The City had some serious
problems with building needs.
He could not see any of this
happening until the buildings were addressed.
It was a good plan
for the future but it could not be constructed right now.
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Mayor Barratt asked for a second to Councilman Blake's motion.
There not being one, he declared the motion dead.

Councilman Blake suggested to leave the current road, or close to
that, as a boundary and largely keep it natural on the east.
Councilman Hampton asked if natural meant no park areas nor picnic
areas there.
Councilman Bl ake stated that people could go into the area on
trails and largely this was an area to preserve the wildlife.
There could be natural grasses on the east that could be irrigated.
Mayor Barratt asked for direction.
Councilman Blake moved to maintain the facility as designed but
eliminate the road and have the road as it was now go directly up
to the parking lot and largely develop the area to the east with
natural grasses and trails.

Councilmember Belmont stated that when it came back it showed sand
volleyball pits.
Councilman Blake noted there was plenty of parking at the top.
This preserved a natural pristine area.
Councilmember Belmont asked about kids for Orem playing on her
grandson's soccer team.
Steve Bailey stated that they have had people from Orem participate
in the programs for years in very small numbers.
Councilmember Belmont noted that there were some people that want
to have tennis courts on the west side of town at Kimberly Park.
Councilman Hampton seconded the motion.

All were in favor.

Denise Pedersen stated that the motion was the same as made last
February and Swaner did not do what needed to be done.
She asked
why we kept coming back when they agreed on the same thing. What
was going to make Swaner do it this time.
Mayor Barratt offered two or three reasons.
One and two, he did
not think that the Council really discussed it and they get worn
down . Third, he did not understand why they were doing it over and
over again.
Councilman Hampton stated that they were three years down the road
before any of this would get built.
Mayor Barratt stated that there would be a different Mayor when it
was developed. There would be a cleanup on the property the first
part of June.
Marilyn Wyler stated that the City had been given a lot of land by
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contractors.

They should also get money to develop the property.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON APPOINTMENTS TO CITIZEN COMMITTEES AND BOARDS
Councilman Hampton
resigned from the
would be appointed
placed on the next

explained that Shane Olsen and Ray Bowers had
Beautification Committee and that new members
at the next meeting and asked that this item be
agenda.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION TO ENTER INTO AN INTERLOCAL FIRE
SERVICE AGREEMENT WITH UTAH COUNTY
Councilman Blake noted that it was a 5-year agreement and it had
been reviewed.
Carl Wanlass noted that there was a clarification on page 5 in the
center of the page regarding manpower at the last of the paragraph,
"shall have red cards" should be changed to "may have red cards."
With that change, Councilman Hampton moved to adopt Resolution No.
2000-05-lSR approving an interlocal fire service agreement with
Utah County. Councilman Storrs seconded the motion. All were in
favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE APPROVAL OF THE CITY'S
LIABILITY INSURANCE FOR FISCAL YEAR 2000-2001

PROPERTY AND

Councilman Blake moved approval of the City's property and
liability insurance for fiscal year 2000-2001. Councilman Hampton
seconded the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING A LIBRARY MEETING
ROOM POLICY
Councilman Blake moved to adopt Resolution No.
2000-05-19R
establishing a library meeting room policy as proposed.

Bill Jacob asked what the policy was.
Mayor Barratt stated that the City was establishing a room count
and how much it was if someone wanted to rent a meeting area.
Councilman Blake stated that there was a non charge rate for
nonprofit
entities
and
commercial
groups
and
political
organizations and for-profit groups would pay a fee.
Jess Green asked why nonprofit people would get in for nothing.
Mayor Barratt stated that was the recommendation of the Library
Board.
George Brown commented that he did not think that political
activities were considered to be for-profit.
He felt that may be
discrimination. They should be in the nonprofit category. If the
designation was determined on profitability then it was a problem.
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The definition needed to be decided.
Councilman Hampton asked if Kevin Bennett had reviewed the policy.
Mayor Barratt stated that he had.
Councilman Hampton seconded the motion.

All were in favor.

REPORT AND ACTION ON CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS ITEMS INCLUDING CHANGE
ORDERS
Mayor Barratt stated that Change Order #10 for the Library was in
the amount of $8,413.00. It brought the total of change orders to
$244,625.00

Bill Jacob asked if it was still within the parameters of the bond.
George Brown asked how close.
Carl Wanlass stated that they were within $25,000.
George

Brown noted that at the dedication it was
Where did they get those figures?

said it was

$200,000 under.

Mayor Barratt wondered the same thing.
that they gave them those figures .

(

The architect did not think

Councilman Blake moved approval of Change Order #10 for the Library
in the amount of $8,413.00.
Councilman Hampton seconded the
motion. All were in favor.

REPORT AND ACTION ON PLANNING COMMISSION ITEMS
Councilman Hunter reported that the Planning Commission at their
May 17, 2000, meeting discussed a change in the cell tower
ordinance to allow for multiple antennas on one pole; discussed a
zone change at 400 West 600 South; approved the Timpanogos Valley
Professional Plaza PUD at 10 South 1100 East; discussed a
subdivision at 299 & 301 South Center; approved a flag pole at 808
East Utah Valley Drive; discussed the B. Joe Barney Annexation;
discussed a TDR (Transfer of Development Rights) ordinance;
discussed the proposed Private Streets and Gated Communities from
the public hearing and some changes; and the discussed the
Developmental Center Park.
The PC felt that passive use did not
necessarily mean nothing was developed.
They discussed two
entrances and two exits.
As a result of the Planning Commission meeting,
public hearing needed to be set for June 13, 2000.
7:00 p.m. The

the

following

site plan for Timpanogos Valley Professional
Plaza PUD at 10 South 1100 East.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE MAY 9, 2000, MINUTES
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Councilman Hampton moved approval of the May 9, 2000, minutes with
some housecleaning items.
(They were on page 8, line 48, change
"Sherrie Haws" to "Cheri Hawes" and on page 9, line 7, change
"Haws" to "Hawes.")
Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion.
All were in favor.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE MAY 18, 2000, WORK SESSION MINUTES
Councilman Blake moved approval of the May 18, 2000, work session
minutes with some housecleaning items.
(They included on page 10,
line 3, change "objects" to "objectives" and in line 13 change "in"
to "of" and in line 42 change "roll" to "role." On page 11, line
3, change "They" to "We.")
Councilmember Belmont seconded the
motion. All were in favor.
FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT INCLUDING ACTION ON THE APPROVAL OF CITY
BILLS FOR PAYMENT
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the City bills for payment as
reviewed by the Finance Committee. Councilmember Belmont seconded
the motion. All were in favor.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the requests over $1,000 as
reviewed by the Finance Committee. Councilman Hunter seconded the
motion. All were in favor.
Councilman Hampton reported that there would be a Memorial Day
Program at the Cemetery at 11:00 a.m. on May 29, 2000. There would
be eight speeches by young people.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON ENTERING INTO AN EXECUTIVE SESSION TO DISCUSS
LITIGATION
Councilman Hunter moved to enter into an Executive Session to
discuss litigation.
Councilman Blake seconded the motion.
All
were in favor.
The American Fork City Council entered into an Executive Session at
11:07
p.m.
Those
present
included
Mayor
Ted
Barratt,
Councilmembers Keith Blake, Don Hampton, Juel Belmont, Ricky
Storrs, and Tom Hunter. Others present included City Administrator
Carl Wanlass, City Engineer Howard Denney, and City Recorder
Richard Colborn.
Litigation was discussed.
the State Code.

The meeting was audio recorded as per

The Executive Session concluded at 11:22 p.m.
Councilman Hampton moved to return to regular session at 11:22 p.m.
Councilman Blake seconded the motion. All were in favor.
ADJOURNMENT
Councilman Hampton moved adjournment at 11:22 p.m.
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Blake seconded the motion.

L
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All were in favor.

&i,l

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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American F ark City Council Report
May 23,2000
Councilman Keith Blake, May Public Input Sessions, Building Needs
Three public input sessions were held, May 5 at the new AF library, May 11 at the Shelley
Elementary School and May 16 at the Barratt Elementary School.
Each session had a good attendance and excellent input. :rviHTN (as part of 100 hours offered at
no charge) had prepared several concept drawings and also a collage of some completed projects
of potential comparison in the Salt Lake City area.
It was reviewed at each session that our two priority objectives include:
1) a Courts/Police building and;
2) a ~oncept plan for the downtown block.
The Courts system desire to have an expanded court building, which they would fund by a 20 year
lease, equivalent to about $4,000,000. The new Courts/Police building would cost approximately
$8,000,000, with about half of the cost funded by the Courts system. A new courts building is
more efficient wit a shared police facility and our police need a more ade uate facility. The
Courts system sent a recent letter, concerned with our timely proceeding if w · desire to create an
expanded courts facility. MHTN and Jacobson have given us written permission to use the prior
prepared materials, without qualification and committed an additional 100 hours of professional
assistance at no charge.
I expressed the opinion that phased building could be done without a tax increase, or if an
increase is considered that it should be set out as relating to individual items in a bond vote.

If a Courts/Police facility is built, where should it be on the block? All those associated with the
block should be included in discussions: City Hall, businesses, Apollo H . , Harrington Building,
Crescent School ofNiusic, current Public Safety Building and the Community Church. Is there a
theme, a concept for this block; what public buildings would trengthen this objective? Should a
fire/ambulance facility be built on 300 East and Main Street?
Persons representing business businesses came to each session. Officials and members from the
Community Church came, as well as representatives of the Harrington Foundation, citizens in the
community and council members. The initial drawings had alternatives and were a good starting
point. At each session consensus suggestions were presented and follow-on drawings were
presented at the next session. The Pastor from the Community Church presented a drawing and
expansion plans for their Church. A general feeling of the advantage of considering parking
easements which would allow sharing of parking, taking advantage of the natural alternating
parking needs - such as the Church oeing primarily on Sunday, the Apollo on weekend evenings,
the Courts, City and main street business during weekday days.
A resounding consensus emerged for a historic theme for the block, including a historic mainstreet
with brick or cobblestone to slow traffic, a welcoming pedestrian atmosphere, with fountains and
other focal points, with landscaping and green space.
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American Fork City Council Report
May 23, 2000, Page 2
Councilman Keith Blake, May Public Input Sessions, Building Needs

Based upon the results of these public workshops, I suggest we consider the following:
A Public Input Session within 2-3 weeks to review and consider:
Concept approval of the historic downtown block concept plan;
An August bond election, with the following individually approveable options:
A new Courts/Police building;
A new fire/ambulance facility at 300 East Main Street;
(Pending agreement between Harrington Foundation officials, the City Council and
Mayor)A restored Harrington Building for shared City and Foundation use;
(In the absence of a Harrington agreement) -If a new fire/ ambulance facility is built elsewhere,
Plan to build a new City Hall in place of the current Public Safety
building;
(In the a· sence of a new fire/ambulance facility being a~ proved in the bond)-Based upon feasibility, plan to improve and expand the current Public
Safety building for expanded fire/ambulance and city administratio .

'.

•
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
MAY 25, 2000
NOTICE OF WORK SESSION
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in a work session on Thursday, May 25, 2000, in the American
Fork City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 5:00 p.m.
The agenda shall be as follows:
WORK SESSION
1.
2.
3.

Review of the tentative budget for fiscal year ending June 30,
2001.
Other business.
Adj ournment .

Dated this 2 2 day of May , 2000 .

L~. (Q1l
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder

AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
May 25, 2000
WORK SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a work session on May 25,
2000, in the City Hall commencing at 5:02 p.m.
Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont, Tom
Hunter, Don Hampton, Keith Blake, and *Ricky Storrs.
Others
present included Carl Wanlass, Howard Denney, Tim Welch, Karma
Swain, Jess Green, Barbara Christiansen, and Richard Colborn.
REVIEW OF THE TENTATIVE BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR ENDING JUNE 30, 2001
The discussion began with the Literacy Center.
Carl Wanlass
explained that their request was for $33,000. It was predicated on
about $15,000 worth of donations and the City would need to fund
$15,000.
Karma Swain reported that they were running out of places to get
money and they were running out of energy. They would desperately
like to have $30,000 to $35,000 in the budget.
Councilman Hampton stated that only $15,000 was available out of
City coffers. The other $15,000 showing was as it was originally,
from donations.
Mayor Barratt stated that the Literacy Center was one of many
worthy needs.
The American Fork High School had a student that
they would like the City to help with an internship. That was an
employee that they had not looked at. Snap-On Tools would provide
him an award of $1,000 worth of tools.
He was one who had just
taken First Place in State as a Junior and was an excellent
student. The budget was tight, however.
Tim Welch stated that they would do what they had to do even if
they had to chase CDBG money.
Ms. Swain asked if the City was going after sidewalk money.
Mayor Barratt was not sure if the CDBG was worth pursuing.
time, CDBG only gave the City half of what was asked for.

Last

Councilman Hampton stated that he did not think that they could
approve grants that were ongoing operating expenses.
Mayor Barratt said the domestic violence grant was for 100% and
then the next year it was 50% and now it was up to them.
Tim Welch asked if they could only raise $10,000, would the City
still contribute $15,000?
Carl Wanlass felt that the City would provide a minimum of $15,000.
1
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Karma Swain said they had been working hard and Tim Welch stated
their appreciation and that the City had been more than generous .
Mayor Barratt said they found out they would have to meet several
federal standards because of using grants.
Karma Swain said they were going after the surplus
library.
She had talked to Christie Reimschussel.

from

the

Tim Welch said that they needed a good deal on carpet .
Mayor Barratt encouraged them to
Ogden ' s Carpet in American Fork .

talk with Vance Greenwood of

Carl Wanlass moved on to the Public Works budget and explained that
this was essentially the mechanic, Bruce Carter.
Mayor Barratt explained that the High School was seeking assistance
in providing an internship for a mechanic.
The program required
the City to pay a minimum of $6.80 per hour and pay about $350 to
$400 toward his tools and Snap-On would pay about $700. This was
an employee that had not been budgeted for.
Mayor Barratt continued that he had approached the High School a
number of months ago stating that the City would be more than happy
to help the school if they had a student in accounting or anything
that the City could help with.
They had a student that would be
awarded tools by Snap-On but he needed to be an employee of the
City . He would work the Summer and start around June 1, 2000 .
Councilman Blake felt it would be an offset to some extent if they
were sending work out now.
It could be done in house.
Carl Wanlass stated that they did not send that much work out.
Mayor Barratt stated that as it was, the budget was balanced.
Councilman Hampton asked what
Economic Development Director.

was

decided with

regard

to

the

Carl Wanlass noted that it would be funded and they would try to
get RFP's out in July .
Mayor Barratt commented that there was $50,000 budget but he did
not know who they would get for that amount.
Carl Wanlass stated that he had the job description for the
Economic Development Director from Clearfield, Provo, Orem, Spanish
Fork, and Springville . This would provide a starting point.
Councilman Hampton discussed a performance kind of thing.
Councilmember Belmont wanted to talk with Linda Walton. There were
some reservations from her that an Economic Development Director
coming on board this fall, might jeopardize the Main Street
2
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Program.
Mayor Barratt observed that it was the job of
Development Director to work for the whole city.

the

Economic

*Councilman Storrs arrived.
Councilmember Belmont stated that she wanted to see it done
correctly.
She did not want to eliminate Ms. Walton as she was
very valuable .
Councilman Hampton stated that he had heard Linda Walton support
the idea of an Economic Development Director.
Mayor Barratt
together.

stated

that

those

two

positions

needed

to

work

Councilmember Belmont felt that the vision of American Fork needed
to be clear on what they want to be and we should know that now.
Councilman Blake felt that an intern would fit with the mechanic.
Mayor Barratt noted that the cost would be about $10,000 for about
nine months of the year.
Councilmember
Committee.

Belmont

asked

about

the

Economic

Development

Carl Wanlass noted that at one time there was an Economic
Development Committee.
If one was ever hired, this would be the
source of funding to run the Committee.
Mr. Wanlass noted that the Buildings and Grounds included power and
natural gas costs as well as janitorial services and grounds
keeper.
He noted that janitorial service was started at the
Veterans Hall at about three hours per week.
There was $2,000 for the Legion Hall right now, and about $25,000
was wanted for capital improvements.
Councilmember Belmont noted that the roof needed to be repaired.
Councilman Hunter asked if they were going to train Ed Jones and
Matt Burnside to handle the new facility. Carl Wanlass stated that
they had been totally involved with the installation process.
With regard to the Police Department, Bonnie Mayo at the City Hall
would be going up to the Police Department where she would do
animal control and the youth council.
The domestic
communities.

violence

program

was

funded

jointly

with

other

In the Fire Department, Mr. Wanlass explained that there was a big
increase in wages. They added six new members for some that were
not getting to the fires. The new members were attending the fires
3
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and drills.
Four of the members were participating in the City's
Health and Accident Insurance.
They paid half and the City paid
half.
The new hires were trained.
The City provided $35.00 per
month to a retirement program that was not provided by any other
community.
There were 30 members including the back up, but not
including the inactive.
It was explained that they were paid by the hour and there was a
pay differential between the Chief, Asst. Chief, Captains, and
Firefighters.
In the Ambulance Department there was an increase in wages based on
an increase in the number of runs.
Councilmember Belmont asked what "standby" pay was.
Mr. Wanlass explained that those were the ones designated to answer
a call.
Gold Cross did the billing for the ambulance.
He
explained that they were looking at other billing services for
comparison.
It was explained that the Fire Department had a
retirement program and that was why their benefits were higher.
Councilman Blake asked if some of the ones that worked through the
City had the additional retirement as well.
Carl Wanlass stated that they did.
Mayor Barratt stated that they were not to be penalized because
they worked for the City.
He talked about the benefit of City
employees that served on the volunteer emergency services.
Howard Denney addressed the Engineering budget.
He asked for an
Assistant Engineer and discussed a possible funding source.
Councilman Hampton asked if it was a one year source that the City
would have to absorb in the future.
Mr. Denney showed out three years how the funding could be
provided. American Fork City would be managing the funds for the
Federal Projects that the City had applied for.
There was
reimbursement available from the Federal Government for managing
the funds including the City Engineer, secretary, Asst. City
Engineer, Inspectors, etc. Most would be done with consultants and
engineers but there was time that would be spent by the City. He
figured that about one-fifth of the department's time could be
needed with regard to the projects.
That corresponding amount
would be billed back to the federal government for reimbursement
and it would fund the new position and estimated about $35,000 for
an entry level engineer.
They would need to set up the specific
time sheets and it would need to be audited.
Mr. Wanlass explained that the documentation would need to be very
specific.
Mr. Denney explained that the funding was coming from the federal
4
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highways through Mountainlands Association of Government.
It was
through Congestion Management Funds and Surface Transportation
Funds. The City had been benefitted through some of those types of
funds particularly, he noted the Training School Road.
Carl Wanlass noted that
applied for these funds.

this was

the

first

that

the

City had

Councilman Blake asked if it was thought that there were standards
or guidelines or regulations that they were not aware of as with
the Literacy Center.
Howard Denney felt this was different in that it was not a
competitive bid.
This was the City itself taking on the
responsibility of managing the project. UDOT used to be a sponsor
for the projects, now they would not be even though they took their
portion from these projects.
Councilman Blake still questioned that there were things that may
have a cost to them that the City may not know about.
Howard Denney stated that he did not know of any. All communities
have this same opportunity. He believed that the amount the City
could get back would be about $35,000.
Councilman Blake noted that the City was doing the projects anyway
and under this program they would be able to bill the federal
government and get reimbursement back.
Councilman Hampton asked if he had cleared it already through some
federal offices.
If they were not alone, if all of the cities
started to do this, would funds still be available and were there
any limitations.
Howard Denney explained that through 2001, funds for projects were
committed for engineering and studies, not to build the project.
Other funding would be provided for the construction. They would
form a contract with the State of Utah to recover the funds.
He
had reviewed a proposed contract with a consultant.
Councilman Hampton liked the idea but felt it would be smart for
the City to have some assurance that the funds were there from
Mountainlands or the State or the Federal Government.
Howard Denney explained that the commitment would be through a
contract with the State of Utah. Howard Denney would get a copy of
the contract to review.
Mayor Barratt stated that Councilman Storrs needed to go.
Mr.
Wanlass needed to be gone by 7:00 p.m. Councilman Hampton stated
that he needed to leave no later that 6:15p.m. to attend the Lone
Peak Baccalaureate.
Mayor Barratt and Councilman Storrs exited the meeting.
5
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Councilman Blake felt that it was important to understand that if
those funds were not used in house, they would need to hire someone
to oversee the projects and the City would apply for that person to
get the reimbursement.
Councilman Hampton noted that it was still subject to availability
of funds.
Howard Denney noted that the challenge was being able to put enough
time into the billing. That was more of a challenge than getting
it in the first place. It would take about a month to get rolling.
Councilman Hampton stepped out of the meeting.
Councilman Blake asked if the American Fork River Trail had been
mapped out in a master plan.
Councilmember Belmont reported that it was and that she and Howard
Denney had walked it.
The Councilmembers were very supportive of trails.
Mayor Barratt and Councilman Hampton returned.
Howard Denney and Councilman Hampton left the meeting.
With regard to Highways and Public Improvements, Mr. Wanlass
explained that there were two major projects. One was to redo the
intersection of 200 West 300 North to take out the slope.
It was
not through the Class C road funds.
Mayor Barratt explained that there was a little girl that was hit
by a car at the bottom of the hill. Going west, you could not see
someone crossing at the bottom of the hill until you were there.
It needed to be leveled off.
Councilman Blake asked what the criterion was in deciding whether
it was in a Class C road fund or not.
Carl Wanlass explained that the City was required to expend 30% for
new construction projects. The City had always spent most of the
money for that.
These were funds from the gas tax.
The City
received about $675,000 per year.
Of that, $200,000 went to the
retirement of the road excise tax bonds that the City used for
roads and some bridges. The rest went to this fund.
Councilman Blake asked if there was a list of other projects.
Mr. Wanlass explained that the only other project was the one on
560 West Pacific and that was predicated on whether the City closed
off two existing railroad crossings. There was a timing thing as
to when the road needed to be constructed along with when the
railroad could put in the crossing lights.
Councilman Blake wanted to look at a list of possible roads that
6
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could be closed.
He acknowledged that the memo stated that a
change could delay the project up to five months.
Carl Wanlass noted that it could delay the project up to one year
if they had to go out and find another location to close .
Councilman Blake stated that from the hearings, there was a very
strong movement to keep Church Street open.
There were other
crossings that could be looked at. He noted that the crossing by
Barratt Avenue could be closed.
Mayor Barratt noted that at one time that closing was looked at.
Councilman Blake stated that the crossings were appropriate to be
raised and discussed.
Councilman Hunter observed that if there was another way to access
Church Street from 100 East or Center,
then there was a
possibility.
Carl Wanlass commented that the railroad marched to a different
drummer.
Councilman Blake noted that the railroad had a right-of-way through
the City. The City had the responsibility for safety and felt that
they could ask the train to stop at different places safety
reasons. Maybe the trains should not be going through the center
of town due to speed and safety reasons. They needed to listen to
the City.
It cut both ways.
Mayor Barratt reported that he had called the railroad, told them
he was the Mayor, and asked them to come down and meet with him.
They said no thank you.
Councilman Blake felt there were ways to get their attention.
Mayor Barratt had not had the panacea with the railroad that he was
describing. The railroad believed that American Fork did not have
a say.
Councilman Blake commented that if there was an Ordinance that the
railroad was not complying with, it would be a legal issue then.
Maybe the City should place a barrier across the railroad. There
were ways to get their attention and there were some valid
concerns.
Carl Wanlass reported that what the railroad was saying was that
already in their mind they have bought off on closing a little used
crossing near 500 East 50 South. It was originally agreed to close
the 200 East crossing and the Church Street crossing.
Horrocks
discussed with them the leaving of 200 East open and the closing of
the smaller crossing which the railroad agreed to.
Councilman Blake asked if the City had agreed to that.
7

(

Mayor Barratt stated that was the negotiation and how the contracts
were drawn.
When the City was in this process a year and a half
ago, the design was to close off Church Street. Prior to that, the
City wanted to build a new City Complex.
It was determined that
the new complex, rather than being built somewhere else, needed to
be built downtown.
It they were building it downtown, could they
close a crossing. That was viewed as a good option. So, then it
was determined to close Church Street and 200 East.
Subsequently
it was suggested that they close a crossing at 50 South 500 East
and leave the 200 East crossing open. Nothing was said that there
was a concern at Church Street so the railroad has moved the
paperwork along through the system. Leaving Church Street open had
never been an issue until now.
Mayor Barratt expected the response from the railroad would be that
they guessed they could change the location of the crossings but it
would delay the process.
The railroad was of the opinion that
there were too many crossings in American Fork, but on the other
hand they may not say a word.
Jess Green asked why not a T-intersection at 200 East.
Mayor Barratt responded that it was used more than the one at 50
South 500 East.

(

Jess Green suggested that the change of 200 East for Church Street
would be logical.
Councilman Hunter explained that no one objected to the closing of
Church Street then because at that point they were talking about
moving City Hall to the west side of town. It was kind of a trade
off.
Councilman Blake stated that Dale Gunther had concern back then and
had checked with legal counsel about it and he did not feel that it
had been officially approved to be closed. If it was, he wanted a
dialogue between the businesses and the City because he felt there
was some responsibility there.
Councilman Hunter felt that they needed to see the options.
Councilmember Belmont stated that 90% of the members
Presbyterian Church did not want Church Street closed.

of

the

Councilman Blake stated that the City could offer the railroad
three for one.
Mayor Barratt stated that he would talk with the railroad.
Carl Wanlass noted that the Sanitation Department budget would be
readjusted to show only the tipping fee.
Mr. Wanlass explained that the Building Inspection Department was
now separate from Engineering and included Carl Hansen, Ron
Morrill, Paul Peters, Dan Rojas, JD Deveraux, and Teri Lurker.
8
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Councilman Blake asked about benefits.
It was explained that
benefits were generally 30% plus health and accident insurance .
Counci l member Belmont asked if all inspectors could do all of the
inspections noting that she felt there were some places that were
being built too close to the road.
Carl Wanlass responded that Ron Morrill and
certified to do all of the types of inspections.

Dan

Rojas

were

Mr . Wanlass noted that there was nothing really out of the ordinary
in the Parks Department.
There were six full - time employees .
There was a small reduction due to the contracting out of some of
the maintenance on the smaller lawns.
He explained that
11
Improvements not Buildings 11 included sod, fencing, sprinklers,
etc .
Councilman Blake asked why that was not a capital improvement.
was explained that it was not specific project.

It

Councilman Hunter commented that the new fence at the Pony League
Park was nice .
Mayor Barratt and Councilmember Belmont left the meeting.
They rev i ewed the Senior Cit i zen Budget with no particular comment.
With regard to the Boat Harbor, Councilman Hunter asked if there
was someway to get a discount for City residents.
It seemed that
the local people should have an advantage.
He suggested that a
resident card be obtained and used like it was at the Golf Course.
Councilman Blake agreed .
The Recreation budget was discussed.
It included $76,000 in fees
from other communities. This was just the recreation programs .
Councilman Blake noted that about two-thirds of the participants
were from outside the City and maybe they should pay a higher rate .
Richard Colborn felt that it was backwards and that it may be up to
one-third outside of the City.
Carl Wanlass explained that American Fork had agreements with the
other cities where they contribute to the Recreation Programs and
it was adjusted by population.
Mayor Barratt returned .
Councilman Blake related that at the
respect to the Developmental Park it
were not paying their fair share .
statement.
He asked if there was a
caused a phenomenon where department
9

hearings the other night with
was said that the other cities
That might not be a correct
roll over budget and if that
heads tried to use everything .
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Mr. Wanlass reported that the department supervisors had been very
good to work with and they were being very frugal.
Mayor Barratt commented that their requests were never met and they
were always behind what they needed. The City Engineer was just in
here saying that he needed an Assistant City Engineer and that he
had found a way to do it.
He felt that all the department heads
worked the same way.
Councilman Blake asked if there was a way to carry over for a
special project.
Carl Wanlass stated that there was.
capital improvement items.

They always

carried over

Mr. Wanlass explained that the Beautification Committee requested
$40,000, but only $15,000 was budgeted. The Council may get some
pressure to up that amount. They were doing some good things like
the benches and the trash receptacles on Main Street.
Mayor Barratt commented that the Literacy Center was doing good
things as well and that the High School wanted the City to help
them as well.
It was decided that they would end the meeting at
the Library .
Councilman Blake asked if there was any other thing on the Benson
Bolt thing.
Carl Wanlass noted that Mr. Wilson could request a Professional
Office zone, but the business that was in there would not qualify
in that zone.
Richard Colborn noted that there was probably more building on the
land than what he could provide parking for under requirements
associated with the PO-l zone .
ADJOURNMENT

The

~k~ ~~~ ourned

at 6:58 p.m.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
JUNE 6, 2000
NOTICE OF WORK SESSION
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in a work session on Tuesday, June 6, 2000, in the American
Fork City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 6:30 p.m.
The agenda shall be as follows:
WORK SESSION
1.
2.
3.

Review of the tentative budget for fiscal year ending June 30,
2001.
Other business.
Adjournment.

Dated this 26 day of May, 2000.

([_ k_ @J)L
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder

AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
JUNE 6, 2000

(
WORK SESSION

The American Fork City Council met in a Work Session on June 6,
2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 6:32 p.m.
Those present
included Councilmembers Juel Belmont, Keith Blake, and Ricky
Storrs. Mayor Ted Barratt and Councilmembers Don Hampton and Tom
Hunter were excused. Others present included Carl Wanlass, Richard
Colborn, Barbara Christiansen, and Dale Gunther.
REVIEW OF THE TENTATIVE BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR ENDING JUNE 30, 2001
They discussed the library budget.
Carl Wanlass noted that they
had spent about $8,000 less in part time wages due to the temporary
library.
Councilmember Belmont noted that Christie Reimschussel wanted to
give the part-timers a raise.
They did not want to lose good
people.
Councilman Storrs added that was the case throughout the City.
Mr. Wanlass explained that they had a policy that they were hired
at $6.00 an hour.
If they returned the next year or on their
anniversary date if they stayed, they would be given a fifty-cent
an hour raise each year for five years, if they stayed that long.
The City already had a policy that part-timers that had worked for
more than five years were given cost of living raises. They have
had a tough time attracting help at the Fitness Center particularly
for lifeguards. This was the first year that they did not have to
advertise for new help.
Carl Wanlass explained that he reduced some of the library requests
for books and supplies.
He was hoping that there was some money
left over in the capital improvement budget to allocate $4,000 or
$5,000 for that.
Councilmember Belmont asked how the library was doing with the
donation of books.
Councilman Blake reported that he had not heard.
Mr. Wanlass felt that they had a good handle on maintenance costs
based on what the contractor paid for utilities during the final
months of construction which was about $3,000 per month.
Carl Wanlass explained that the Literacy Center reported that it
was really tough getting further donations. The City had budgeted
$30,000, $15,000 of that was to come from donations.
Mr. Wanlass noted that there was really nothing new with regard to
the Cemetery Department. Budgeting for the Cemetery and Parks each
1
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year was difficult because they kept expanding.
There were four
full time and up to seven to eight part-time people working in the
Cemetery Department.
Councilman
Library.

Blake

asked

about

the

number

of

employees

at

the

Mr. Wanlass responded that there were 4 full time and the number of
part-time varied.
Carl Wanlass explained that Rod Despain was accounted for under the
Planning Commission. He was at 90% of full time. The reason being
was that he still maintained some other municipal clients.
The
actual payments were less this year and he would be budgeting
$10,000 for the Master Plan Update.
Open Space consultants Bear
West were paid out of the Professional and Technical line item.
Councilman Blake asked about the payment to Swaner.
Mr. Wanlass
answered that it came out of the Capital Improvement Budget under
Art Dye.
The Non-Classified Department included the Youth Council. Bonnie
Mayo would be moving from City Hall and would be the Animal Control
Officer (ACO) and be over the Youth Court.
Councilman Storrs asked that the
changed to the Little Buck-a-roo.

Riding

and

Rodeo

Grounds

be

Councilman Blake asked what the Main Street program was.
Mr. Wanlass explained that it was the effort with the Downtown.
There was $26,000 in the budget. The State would fund $16,000 and
the City would fund $10,000.
He noted that they were going to
increase the amount this year from the $10,000 and also the $2,500
that was for travel to Boston.
This was the first year in the
program.
Dale Gunther explained that Bim Oliver had provided additional
funds to help them get to the Main Street Town Meeting in Boston.
Councilman Blake felt that with the match, it was a good use of
funds. Mr. Wanlass agreed and added that there were not too many
strings attached.
Dale Gunther explained that Linda Walton was paid $1,500 per month
by Downtown American Fork Inc. and that she paid her own taxes. He
would provide Mr. Wanlass with a financial accounting at the end of
the year.
Councilman Blake asked about the contingency fund.
Carl Wanlass explained that it was mostly payments on the
deductible on insurance claims that were being paid from that fund.
This was just for the General Fund.
The City seldom carried
dollars over from one department to another. He observed that this
2
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was probably the tightest budget in 20 years.
They discussed transfer to other funds.
The $200, 000 to the
Capital Improvement Fund was a decrease from what they had been
able to do in other years.
Councilman Blake asked about funding a couple of people from the
Building Lease Fund that actually helped out in other areas.
He
thought it might be more prudent to separate that out. The BLF was
currently carrying some revenue into the City to help make some
payments.
Mr. Wanlass estimated that about 25% of their time was spent at
Heritage and the rest at other buildings and locations.
Councilman Blake suggested that it would be cleaner to have it so
that it was known what the cost was to each.
Mr . Wanlass stated that, to him, it did not matter how it was
measured . There was $117 , 000 for two employees and their benefits.
Their time was reported to the just the BLF .
Councilman Blake wanted to report their hours in the separate funds
that they worked.
Mr. Wanlass felt that it could be done.
From his perspective, he
questioned how useful that information would be.
Councilman Blake felt it was significant in that each fund needed
to be evaluated based on itself. He asked if the payroll was set
up that it would take that type of information.
Carl Wanlass explained that he needed to talk with Councilman Blake
regarding the computer programs. The PIC system was outdated and
there was a problem with the networking.
The City was in a
critical situation. He suggested an RFP for a consultant to come
back with a recommendation for a new system.
Councilman Blake reminded him that 40 hours had been authorized for
the auditors to look at the system.
Mr. Wanlass felt that he would like to expand it to others who had
more experience with Cities of the size of American Fork. He noted
that Lehi and Springville had gotten new systems but had and
problems because the company went bankrupt. He would like to meet
with Councilman Blake on the matter.
Councilman Blake felt that even if an RFP was put out,
would be valuable in evaluating the responses.

Hawkins

Councilmember Belmont
Center.

Fitness

asked how

it was

going with the

Councilman Blake reported that they had not received a whole lot
from the agreement with World Gym. The reduced passes went quickly
3

and they did get increased participation.
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Carl Wanlass explained that the City's lease with Heritage was tied
to Medicare increases.
Increases had averaged between 4% and 5%
and it had been as high as 12%. The nursing home industry was in
a slump due to a surplus of beds.
Maintenance and utilities
increases were not tied to Medicare and could be negotiated
separately.
Councilman Blake asked what that figure currently was.
Mr. Wanlass responded that it was six cents per square foot per
year.
Councilman Blake asked if there were any more current discussions
with Heritage on the purchase of the building.
Mr. Wanlass reported that Heritage requested that the appraiser go
back and look at the increase in insurance costs in the industry as
a whole to see if that would be a factor.
He added that their
occupancy was usually about 92% to 90%.
The break-even point in
the industry was 80% occupancy. Currently they were at about 82%.
Heritage did have a loan in place for the facility.
Their
insurance costs had gone from about $500 to $2,500 per month.
The most significant cost increase would be Mountain Fuel because
of the expansion that took place on the east end.
Councilman Storrs left the meeting to answer a page.
Dale Gunther asked if they would
Improvement Budget this evening.

be

getting

to

the

Capital

Mr. Wanlass stated that it would be discussed at the Thursday work
session.
Councilman Blake asked if there were
Department that were used elsewhere.

other

items

from

this

Carl Wanlass stated that there were not.
The Special Revenue Fund had a couple of classifications.
Mr.
Wanlass explained that one was for seizures from the police
department and the second was the downtown loan fund that was the
proceeds from the sale of the Chipman Warehouse building. He was
also using this fund for the Bureau of Justice Grants.
Councilman Blake noted a balance of $65,000 for the downtown loan
fund.

l

Mr. Wanlass explained that the Arts Council was looking at
developing a Non-Profit Foundation.
With the Arts Council being
under the City, there was not the opportunity to receive certain
grants. Their budget would be revised as they have paid out on the
Children's Choir, but the City had not received all the income.
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Expenses and income were down as Varlo Davenport did not come on
board until January 1, 2000.
Councilman Blake stated that the wages were low.
Carl Wanlass reported that Mr. Davenport felt that he could pick up
some additional stipends and income by doing some work for UVSC.
Councilman Storrs returned.
Councilmember Belmont asked about the Literary Board.
Mr. Wanlass responded that he thought that Afra Nelson was over it.
They had periodic activities.
Carl Wanlass stated that the Celebration Fund was one of the
tougher funds to keep a finger on because of the celebration being
in two different budget years. They had done a good job with the
exception of the past two years. This year Merv Brown was doing a
good job. They had great hopes in the past but had not been able
to generate the funds from the ticket sales.
Mr. Wanlass continued that he had met with Merv Brown over the past
couple of years to try to get a volunteer on the Board to help with
finances.
Mark Ivins has agreed to help and was an accountant by
profession.
Carl Wanlass stated that he was still pessimistic on
bringing in $36,000 from ticket sales.
This year there would be
some added security from the Sheriff's office.
Councilmember Belmont stated that Orem was going to have a cruise
night.
Councilman Storrs reported that Laurissa Kano was the new Miss
American Fork.
Councilmember Belmont asked about police overtime during the
carnival. Mr. Wanlass reported that it amounted to about $4,000.
Councilman Blake observed that the lawn bounced back well after the
carnival left.
The GO Bond Debt Service Fund was discussed. Mr. Wanlass explained
that the interest shown was earned from the amounts related to this
fund that were deposited in the State Treasurer's Pool.
The
interest rate was about 6.1%.
Councilman Blake asked what they would do with the $1.1 million in
surplus if the lawsuit was settled.
Carl Wanlass observed that they would be in surplus. They could be
transferred to the general fund, with proper notification.
Councilman Blake asked what water sales
explained that it was the monthly billings.
5
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Mr. Wanlass explained that the majority of the Professional and
Technical line item was the water quality sampling that took place.
Last quarter's billing had not yet been received and did not
reflect in the actual's.
Carl Wanlass continued that the Water Department was looking at
some major projects in the near future.
One was for a new water
tank on the west side of town and a second was whether or not to go
with a limited pressurized irrigation system for larger users like
the School District, Churches, and City.
He noted that the City
had very good water rights, but the advantage of such a system
would be with the growth.
Councilman Blake stated that it made more sense on a limited basis
with the focus on high return users.
Mr. Wanlass noted that the last two years were the first years that
the City had to pump wells during the winter months. Part of that
was that they were selling water to Cedar Hills, but that would end
this year.
Councilmember Belmont reported that she had heard a lot of negative
things about pressurized irrigation from those that had it.
Carl Wanlass explained that about $200,000 showing in the surplus
was the storm drain fee.
Councilman Blake asked if the rate was the same if users had their
own system.
Mr . Wanlass responded that they could apply for a
credit if they could prove that they were not impacting City
property.
Carl Wanlass noted that the tentative EPA regulations would apply
to communities more than 15,000 population. He explained that the
amount the City paid to the District fluctuated due to wet or dry
years based on infiltration.
With regard to rates, a survey by
Mountainlands showed that in the rankings with the highest water
and sewer rates in Utah County, American Fork was 15th lowest in
both out of 19 communities. There was very little debt.
Carl Wanlass thanked those who were in attendance.
OTHER BUSINESS
There was no other business discussed.
ADJOURNMENT

Th;c~:e[ijourned

at 8:35 p.m.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
JUNE 8, 2000
NOTICE OF WORK S~SSION
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in a work session on Thursday, June 8, 2000, in the American
Fork City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 4:00 p.m.
The agenda shall be as follows:
WORK SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.

Discussion of items for the upcoming June 13, 2000, City
Council meeting.
Review of the tentative budget for fiscal year ending June 30,
2001.
Other business.
Adjournment.

Dated this 5 day of June, 2000.

L

Vk.

(QJL

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
JUNE 8, 2000
WORK SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a Work Session on June 8,
2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 4:06 p.m.
Those present
included Councilmembers Juel Belmont, Keith Blake, Don Hampton, and
Tom Hunter. Others present included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn,
Howard Denney, Kevin Bennett, Rod Despain, Mary Fox, Dale Gunther,
George Brown, and Lynn Yocum,
In the absence of Mayor Barratt, Mayor Pro-tem Hampton assumed the
Chair .
DISCUSSION OF ITEMS FOR THE UPCOMING JUNE 13, 2000, CITY COUNCIL
MEETING
Carl Wanlass led the review of the agenda.
Public Hearings
6:30 p.m. - Receiving of public comment regarding the budget for
fiscal year ending June 30, 2001
Councilman Blake asked if this was the only public hearing. Carl
Wanlass commented that they could have others, but this was the
required one. The budget needed to be adopted by June 30, 2000.
7:00p.m. -Receiving of public comment regarding the site plan for
the Timpanogos Valley Professional Plaza PUD at 10 South 1100 East
There was no discussion on this item.
7:10p.m. -Receiving of public comment regarding the site plan for
the Automall Business Center at 518 East Automall Drive
This was on 500 East just south of the freeway,
Collection.
It would be office space.

west of the Auto

7:20p.m. -Receiving of public comment regarding the site plan for
the Courtyard Pointe #2 Office Condominiums at 751 East Quality
Drive in the Utah Valley Business Park
There was no discussion on this item.
Regular Session
There would be a presentation from the Cemetery Committee.
Mayor Barratt arrived and assumed the Chair.
Discussion and action regarding businesses at the location of
1063 East 50 South

~

1

..
'

Councilman Blake stated that he intended to call Mr . Wilson and
speak with him and reinforce the principles behind zoning.
~

Discussion and action regarding the downtown building project

Mayor stated that it was getting down to the time that it just
wouldn't work.
Mayor Barratt stated that by the June 27th City Council meeting,
they needed to provide the following:
1.

Separate propositions for:
a.
New courts/police buildings
b.
New fire/ambulance facilities
c.
Harrington building
d.
Possible remodel to existing public safety building
(Propositions cannot provide options - only specific projects)

2.

Projected costs for each of the above propositions; including
bonding costs, attorney fees, design build fees (if that was
the
direction
the
City was
proceeding),
landscaping,
furniture, equipment, etc.

3.

Bond amortization schedules.

4.

Proposed horizontal and vertical design schematics.

5.

Approval of the concept plan, including whether Church Street
would be open or closed.

6.

If any of the aforementioned proposed propositions required a
property tax increase, the projected effect on a residential
home should be calculated.

7.

New legislation might require the City to mail to each
household a 3" x 5" post card identifying the bond election
and providing factual comments regarding the project.

8.

Establish voting districts, provide for judges, and election
ballots.

9.

Establish times and dates for public hearings to receive
comments provide information regarding the project. Probably
one to four meetings .

Mayor Barratt reported that Jack Wixom from Jacobsen Construction
had talked with hime and explained that they were running out of
time . They needed to put costs together and they did not know what
the Council wanted . In order to do a bond in August, they were up
against it.
Councilman
needed was
would need
one, three,

Hampton noted that the major focus and the real thing
what were the propositions going to be .
The Council
to come to a meeting of the minds. Was it going to be
or maybe five propositions?
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Mayor Barratt
lines .

stated that discussion needed to be along those

Councilman Hampton felt there was some value in sitting down with
Jim Matsumori and penciling out some options for the Council to
consider and then narrow it down.
Mayor Barratt felt that item #2 would be a long discussion.
Review and action on appointments to Citizen Committees and
Boards

~

Anyone having appointments were to submit the names to the Mayor as
soon as possible.
Review and action on the appointment of Ray Garrett as the
Cemetery Sexton

~

Mayor Barratt explained that Ray Garrett had returned to work for
the City.
He had resigned, and the Council had accepted his
resignation. He would need to be appointed.
~

Review and action on an Ordinance amending certain provisions
of the Development Code to allow for private streets, gated
communities, establishing limits on approvals for site plans and
final plats, prohibiting derelict parcels and residual lots, and
providing for the enforcement of these amendments
Richard Colborn commented that the portion of the Ordinance
regarding time limits on approvals for site plans and final plats
and the portion on derelict parcels and residual lots could be
separated out and passed.
Rod Despain explained that they were distinct topics and they did
not need to be adopted together.
Councilman Blake noted some of the public input expressed that it
was a separation issue. Could others elect to come into it if they
were adjoining to it.
Mayor Barratt stated that the negative to some was the positive to
others . They wanted to be gated and they wanted the security.
Rod Despain stated if by including some of the neighbors in the
project, it precluded others from development, that was where the
problem was.
Councilman Blake asked if it was practical to have as part of the
Ordinance that when a gated community was proposed you had to,
within a certain distance, invite them to be included in the
project.
Rod Despain felt that they could join now and it would put the
burden on the City to review and see what the practical effect was
on that piece of property joining.
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Councilmernber
Belmont
commented
that
this
was
where
the
Neighborhood Councils
failed.
It was
the proposal
that
Neighborhoods be able to chart their own destiny. They then learn
too late.
Mayor Barratt stated that this property was still in the County.
There would be additional hearings regarding this development if it
was to proceed.
Councilman Hunter stated that they needed to look at the issue for
more than just the project at hand. They needed to be progressive
as these were different times .
Mayor Barratt stated that a lot of American Fork people desired a
gated community.
Rod Despain felt that this effort was a conservative beginning in
order to accommodate them without limitation.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving the Carson zone
change at 550 North 850 West from the existing RA-1 to the R1-9000,
Single Family Residential zone

~

Rod Despain noted that there was a final plat, but it was not on
the whole property, only on a portion of the property.
~

Approval of Subdivisions, PUD's, & Site plans
a.
Review and action on the West Side Farms Subdivision Plat
A at 550 North 850 West
Howard Denney noted that the subdivision could not provide
sewer or storm drain service without Mr.
Patterson's
cooperation. He questioned whether this could go forward.
b.
Review and action on the Utah Valley Business Park Plat
L Condominium Project an amendment & re subdivision of lots 38
& 39 of Utah Valley Business Park Amended Plat J at 751 East
Quality Drive
The plat was provided.
c.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving a site plan
for Courtyard Pointe #2 at 751 East Quality Drive
This was addressed under the public hearing items.
d.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving a site plan
for the Automall Business Center at 518 East Automall Drive
This was addressed under the public hearing items.
e.
Review and action on the Timpanogos Valley Professional
Plaza Plat A PUD at 10 South 1100 East
The PUD Plat was provided.
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Review and action on an Ordinance approving the site plan
for the Timpanogos Valley Professional Plaza PUD at 10 South
1100 East
This was addressed under the public hearing item.
~

Review and action on a Resolution indicating the City's intent
to annex the Lamoreaux #2 Annexation consisting of 6.75 acres at
approximately 1750 North 900 East
This formerly was the State ground north of the canal on 900 East
and just south of the new road.
It was noted that the area was not actually in the master plan, but
there was an agreement with Cedar Hills in conjunction with running
the utility lines for Lone Peak High School.
Rod Despain noted
that it was intended that the front portion of the lot be zoned
commercial with a housing use to the rear.
~

Review and action on a Resolution indicating the City's intent
to annex the Cooper and Hansen Annexation consisting of 9.71 acres
at approximately 410 North 1100 East

This was a proposed LDS Church site with some residential. It was
discussed that this might be a location for a gated community.
Councilman Blake added that security was becoming more of an issue
in the times that we lived in.
Mayor Barratt stated that the gated community ordinance maybe fine
tuned in the future.
10. Review and action on a Resolution indicating the City's intent
to annex the Wosnjuk Annexation indicating the City's intent to
annex the Wosnjuk Annexation consisting of 2.73 acres at
approximately 1090 East 600 North
This was identified as the property previously owned by Dean Lewis.
They eventually want to split the lot.
11. Review and action on a water transfer agreement with Fred &
Marianne Roberts
Rod Despain explained that they needed to provide water for a
development.
The well contained more right than they needed to
provide. It was on 150 West, just south of 1120 North Street. If
they don't go through this process, it would not preserve their
water right of about 20 acre feet .
12. Review and action on a
Lindon City

revised utility use agreement with

There had been a lot of changes .
better than it was .

Kevin Bennett stated that it was

5

Councilman Hunter asked if they had talked
department heads that had heartburn with it.

with

some

of

the

Councilmember Belmont stated that she had heartburn with it.
Carl Wanlass noted that there was some room for modification.
George Brown commented that there was value to the connection and
that value was the difference between running the sewer line to the
Orem Sewer District versus the cost of running it to the Timpanogos
facility .
It would take two or three lift stations to get it to
Orem.
Councilman Hampton felt that would only be the case if it was a
permanent thing.
If it was temporary that would not be true.
Councilman Blake asked what was the value of relationships between
communities. You could not put a monetary value to that.
George Brown commented that in the Price case the court stated that
they had to show dollar values. The present value to the taxpayer
had to be upheld.
Kevin Bennett noted concern about the property being located
outside of the Timpanogos Service Boundary.
They would have to
obtain approval from them to allow it to happen.
Kevin Bennett
added that was something that George Brown had brought up and he
had looked into it and felt this was necessary.
Councilmember
constructed.

Belmont

commented

that

the

building

was

being

Howard Denney noted that the land had failed the percolation test
for a septic tank.
George Brown commented that Lindon City shared police services
already and could not see why they did not seek relief through
Pleasant Grove.
Kevin Bennett noted that this was not a gift, but an arms length
transaction.
The value rules only applied to gifts.
He had a
personal conversation with the author of the opinions that Mr.
Brown had brought up. Former Justice Zimmerman was of the opinion
that Utah County's approach was off base and was not what he had in
mind as the writer.
It talked about gifts versus arms length
transactions.
Each situation needed to be looked at.
Kevin
Bennett did not think that the transaction with Lindon was a gift.
Councilmember Belmont asked why Lindon City did not go to Pleasant
Grove.
Howard Denney stated they were as close to go to their own line as
they were to the Pleasant Grove line.
Lindon had a lift station
next to the go-cart track.
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Councilman Blake stated that in the agreement,
running their own line.

Lindon would be

George Brown stated that they needed to go to somebody who was a
member of the Timp Sewer District so they could get in.
Mayor Barratt stated that everyone around them was in the Timp
Sewer District .
He asked that they not continue to talk about
that.
He believed that it was a good thing.
The members of the
Council needed to address it.
It was not a perfect world that we
lived in.
He acknowledged that Lindon should never have annexed
the property.
The point of the matter was that in time American
Fork City would not be able to service a portion of what was in the
City without Lindon's help.
At some point in time the situation
would be reversed. He wanted Lindon to know that American Fork was
a good neighbor.
If they would compensate American Fork for the
expenses that would be incurred then the City would be compensated.
It would be a short run.
When it became time, he believed that
Lindon was just as honorable as American Fork. Right now the City
had good relationships with everyone and they were going to
continue that.
Councilmernber Belmont felt that American Fork had helped everybody
in the world.
Mayor Barratt stated that he was proud of it.
Councilmernber Belmont disagreed by stated that the City ran a line
to the new High School.
You hear stories all the time.
It was
like a big give away.
She stated that she would read the
agreement.
Mayor Barratt stated that if the City could help them and they
could compensate us, there was nothing wrong with sharing.
Councilmernber
compensation.

Belmont

stated

that

she

was

worried

about

the

Mayor Barratt commented that it cost more for every rooftop that
came into the City than what it provided in taxes.
Councilman Blake stated that it was balanced from sales tax.
Mayor Barratt related that a professor at UVSC had used American
Fork City as an example as being unbelievable as to how they
treated their out of town citizens that shopped in their business
district by charging out of town rates. The next morning another
student who was an American Fork resident explained that a portion
of the sales tax went back to the other communities.
Mayor Barratt felt that it was a good neighbor situation and Lindon
was willing to compensate American Fork.
13 . Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders
7

(

Carl Wanlass stated that there was the possibility that they would
have the final change order on the library by Tuesday.
Councilman Blake asked if there would be a small amount that the
library could use and what happened if it went over.
Mayor Barratt stated that the City would have to pick it up.
14.

Report and action on Planning Commission items

There was nothing discussed on this item.
15.

Review and action on the May 23, 2000, minutes

There was nothing discussed on this item.
16.

Review and action on the May 25, 2000, work session minutes

There was nothing discussed on this item.
17.

Review and action on the June 6, 2000, work session minutes

There was nothing discussed on this item.
18.

Review and action on the June 8, 2000, work session minutes

There was nothing discussed on this item.
19. Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment
There was nothing discussed on this item.
20. Review and action on entering into an Executive Session to
discuss litigation and property acquisition
There was nothing discussed on this item.
21.

Discussion and action on a settlement agreement

There was nothing discussed on this item.
22.

Discussion and action on property acquisition

There was nothing discussed on this item.
Councilman Hampton reported that
Committee would begin at 5:45 p.m.

the

June

13,

2000,

Finance

The Council took a 5-minute break.
REVIEW OF THE TENTATIVE BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR ENDING JUNE 30, 2001
Carl Wanlass proposed a 10% increase in admissions and passes at
8
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the Fitness Center.
He would be adjusting that before Tuesday .
The programs with World's Gym had not worked out well.
It would
not be a major adjustment.
Councilman Hampton asked if they were selling more passes and if
they could tie that to the agreement with the World Gym.
Carl Wanlass stated that passes were up and the dollar amount was
up.
Lynn Yocum stated that they had about 3 World Gym employees and
about six passes purchased out of the 1,000 that were provided for
$1.
Councilman Blake asked if they had followed up with some of those
thousand to see why when they tried it for a month that they did
not want to continue.
Lynn Yocum stated that they hit some of the low income persons that
could not afford a pass. They were really busy during that period
of time.
She felt it would be nice if they could get some of the
money that Orem received for the low income families, but American
Fork was in a different category.
They did sell a lot of punch
cards during that time.
Summer pass sales were going good.
Swimming lessons were going extremely well.
She was in need of
additional teachers. When it was hot, it filled up.
Mayor Barratt stated that the Fitness Center was packed yesterday.
Lynn Yocum reported that the pool had been wall to wall
Memorial Day and had to use up to a five-guard rotation.

since

Dale Gunther asked what was the objective at the Fitness Center; to
cover the costs or to give good deals.
Lynn Yocum stated that they did not have the same fun attractions
like the big slides that were at other pools.
Mr. Gunther felt that the facility ought to cover the costs.
Carl Wanlass commented that he felt the objective was to make it
affordable for the citizens as a whole.
He stated that they
subsidized the library as well so that everyone could use it.
Dale Gunther stated that if it was a business it should cover its
cost.
Mayor Barratt stated that if we had a large slide and a larger pool
and could fill it up, they would make the money.
Dale Gunther said if Lehi and Pleasant Grove could cover their
costs ...
Mayor Barratt stated that they subsidized their facilities as well.
9

Lynn Yocum stated that Orem only charged $1.75 and $2.25 and Orem
had a nice government subsidy.
Lehi charged $4.00 straight into
t he pool and they did not have the usage that American Fork had .
Pleasant Grove was $ 3 .00 through the gate and $1.50 for a senior
citizen . American Fork tried to go to a straight $3.50 through the
door and got reamed by the senior citizens.
The alternative was
that 5 to 17 was $3.00 and 18 and older $3 . 50 and the seniors were
at $1.50.
Councilman Blake asked what capacity was.
Lynn Yocum responded that it could go to about to 400 and that it
hit capacity for about two solid weeks last year. Memorial Day was
close to capacity.
Councilmember Belmont asked what the subsidy was this year.
Wanlass responded that it was $150,000.

Mr .

Councilman Hampton commented that American Fork had a share that
was low income.
Mr. Wanlass explained that Orem was an entitlement City and used
their CDBG funds.
They received about $2 million per year .
Lynn Yocum noted that if Orem didn't get the low to moderate income
people to sign up, they lost the money.
Carl Wanlass said the City could apply through Mountainlands, but
they would be competing with another town that wants a water tank .
Mayor Barratt reported that Councilmember Belmont, Carl Wanlass,
and he met with Senator Hatch's office and Carl Wanlass brought up
that CDBG grants were just given to Orem and Provo.
Councilmember Belmont stated that she had the payroll sheet and
could not find Steve Bailey. Carl Wanlass stated that he was not
paid from the Fitness Center but out of Recreation. She asked how
many full time employees were at the Fitness Center. Mr . Wanlass
responded that there were three and close to 100 part time .
Dale Gunther asked about selling concessions.
Mr. Wanlass
responded that the facility was not built for concessions.
Lynn Yocum stated that in the store, most items were a straight 40%
mark up .
Councilman Hunter left the meeting .
Dale Gunther asked about leasing outside for concessions like snow
cones .
Lynn Yocum said that they had a drink wagon on the deck .
Councilmember Belmont acknowledged that it was better this year .
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Lynn Yocum welcomed anyone to come up and
judgement to give some alternatives to try.

before

they

pass

Carl Wanlass noted that he had contacted Springville and they were
subsidizing their indoor pool this year $210,000.
Dale Gunther
internally.

said

they

needed

to

get

some

ideas

generated

Lynn Yocum said that if you looked at the facility operations as a
whole compared to other cities where the full time wages are pulled
out of Fitness Center funds, all the other cities had the full time
people pulled out of the general fund. There was not another City
in the State of Utah that did that.
The programs paid for
themselves.
She wished they could take cost down for gas and
electrical and allocate full time wages to another place.
Dale Gunther said they needed to push toward the business end and
compare the Fitness Center to a business.
World Gym was not
subsidized.
Ms. Yocum responded that they did not have a pool and a pool was
expensive .
Councilman Blake stated that was the reason for the relationship
with the World Gym and the cross discount.
He was curious as to
why there was not a stronger response.
Mayor Barratt stated that his son sold memberships for World Gym
and that he was told by him that no one was really interested.
Councilman Blake asked how he sold the passes.
Mayor Barratt explained that his son had some free passes and when
they got used he would call them up and see if they wanted to buy
a pass.
Mayor Barratt explained that World Gym was a franchise.
The man
that had responsibility for 1300 facilities and explained that they
had to have a sales force as when one walked out the door, they
needed to pick up two. They had to have a $50 a month membership
fee as that was their profit.
It was a real balancing act.
Councilman Blake noted that the Sports Mall had swimming and tennis
and they sold separate memberships. It was refreshing to hear the
interest in the community of tennis. There was a natural place to
put tennis courts by the Fitness Center.
Mayor Barratt said that membership in the Sports Mall was
expensive. He tended to believe that the Fitness Center needed to
be accessible to all in the community.
Councilman Hampton stated a sports mall catered to people with a
higher income.
11
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Dale Gunther stated that he didn't mean to be offensive but that he
had heard Ms. Yocum say that they were doing as well as other
Cities. If the attitude was that there was no way that they could
make money and if you have any suggestions come and tell me, it
needed to change.
Lynn Yocum responded that it was shown throughout the surveys that
a small water park at the Fitness Center would bring admission fees
up t o about $ 7.
Dale Gunther reported that the Bank of American Fork had to serve
low income people.
There was a regulation that they had to
demonstrate that they were serving low and moderate income people.
Management was the key. He would like to hear that they were going
to put on their thinking hat and determine some things that they
were going to do.
If he had a $100,000 deficit, he would figure
out ways to do it.
He would be happy to come up there and help
them figure out ways to do it.
Carl Wanlass welcomed that because at the Fitness Center so many of
t he costs were fixed, and labor was almost fixed as they were
mandated.
Lynn Yocum stated that the place was packed.
Mr. Wanlass felt that the key was to increase revenue.
He had
recommended 10%. If the Council wanted a 50% increase, they could
do that.
They tried to be competitive with other communities and
to make sure that it was affordable so everyone could use it and
that it was not vacant.
He did not think that there was much the
City could do to create other revenues. Maybe they could set up a
snack bar.
A snack bar had quite a bit of labor versus a
merchandise store that had very little labor.
When you go up to
the Fitness Center, those people were working.
Lynn Yocum noted they were dealing with a lot of public constantly.
She welcomed Mr. Gunther's expertise on some of those matters.
Dale Gunther stated that he would go up and visit with her.
Councilman Hampton suggested that they have the CFO from the Sports
Mall look at the entire operation as he may have some things that
would surprise us. They had been talking about tennis courts and
maybe that was what the City should be doing.
Lynn Yocum noted that tennis courts would be highly favorable.
Councilman Hampton stated that the CFO's job was to make money for
the Sports Mall. He would know what would pay and what would not .
Lynn Yocum commented that the weight room had helped and that it
was always packed.
Councilman Blake felt it was a good idea and maybe worth paying
some consulting fees to someone like that.
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Mayor Barratt stated that they needed to do it.
After they got
Dale Gunther's response, the Council would talk about it. If they
still thought that they needed to get someone from the outside to
address the issue, they could.
Councilman Blake stated that they could increase fees more than
10%, not 50%, but maybe 15% and increase the nonresident slightly
more .
On the expense side, he wanted to consider programs that
would facilitate more volunteerism especially in highly visible
facilities like the Recreation Center.
He felt it would be a
worthwhile objective to try to decrease the expenses overall by
10%.
Lynn Yocum reported that they tried to have volunteers at the front
desk.
Mayor Barratt stated that the concern was what you do when they
decide they did not want to come to work.
The City needed to
render basic service and they need people at the facility.
Councilman Blake elaborated that with current technology that they
could address that issue.
You can have a long list of people
willing to volunteer and with automated phone systems that could be
activated.
Dale Gunther guessed that they had about 700 persons per day, 4200
people per week. That was a lot of traffic. If the City could get
a $1 per day from each one in some other revenue, they would have
a l ot .
Lynn Yocum agreed that was viable through concessions.
Councilmember Belmont reported that she had an uncle that owned
some theaters in southern Utah. He used to have free matinees on
Saturday for all the kids and he made the profit on the concession
stand.
Dale Gunther agreed that a whole lot could be done about the fixed
costs.
George Brown suggested that they look at some of the nonessential
services where people could rent the space.
Mr. Gunther
winter time
weight room
and evening

felt that the track was very under utilized.
In the
it was the only place to go.
He observed that the
was full.
The pool was under utilized in the winter
when he had been there.

Lynn Yocum reported that American Fork Pool was the highest square
foot usage pool in the State.
Mayor
Barratt
asked Mr.
Gunther
if
he
could have
some
recommendations back into him within a month and Councilman Blake
to give him some of his thoughts in writing on where volunteers
could work and an estimated cost savings.
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George Brown asked about the $100, 000
Center for equipment purchases.

budgeted at

the

Fitness

Mr. Wanlass noted that the bulk of that was the weight room and the
trailer but that was reduced. In the upcoming year, there was only
$15,000 budgeted.
Carl Wanlass reviewed the Perpetual Care fund noting that there was
nothing out of the ordinary there.
Carl Wanlass reviewed the RDA fund.
the last RDA meeting.

It was the same as reviewed at

The Council reviewed the Capital Improvement budget. Carl Wanlass
noted that there was an updated Section 6. In the park impact fund
there was about $135, 000.
They had funded from the Capital
Improvement fund, $342,000. They were renting out two houses for
$9,000.
Carl Wanlass continued that the bulk of the reserve was used to
acquire the Hunter Park and after that, they would have about
$135,000.
If they sold the house on 700 North, there would be an
additional revenue. From the park impact fees he was projecting an
additional $150,000 and $200,000 transferred from the General Fund.
Councilman Blake asked about the BLF and if it was different from
last year .
Mr. Wanlass explained that $100,000 was going to the debt service
fund and $50,000 was going to the capital improvement fund, but
this next year the entire $150 , 000 was going to the debt service
fund.
With regard to expenditures, Mr. Wanlass noted that there were
restricted funds such as the park fees and some for a new fire
truck. About $40,000 of those funds came from the sale of a fire
truck.
There was $750, 000 for new police vehicles.
There was
$22,000 for a truck in the inspection department and $20,000 for a
small
replacement
truck
for
the
recreation/fitness
center
department.
Carl Wanlass explained that he had $50,000 in the parks department
for equipment but that was mainly for a new loader. The cost for
a new loader was about $100,000.
They would finance it for two
years.
In the public works there was $185, 000 including an
emergency generator, a bike storage area, and a heavy duty
equipment lift.
There was $15,000 for roll up doors on the new
bays on the south end of the complex and $25,000 for a retaining
wall along the creek so that the stock pile of salt and dirt do not
go down the creek . There was $5,000 for a remodel inside of the
old shop area .
In the Administration there was $100,00 for new computer equipment
and software.
There was $35, 000 to finish off the cemetery
expansion for topsoil, sprinkling system, and hydroseed .
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Mr. Wanlass continued that under building and property he had
budgeted for administration expansion for office space. There was
$147,000 restricted for the Developmental Center Park and
Amphitheater.
Councilmember Belmont
morning at 10:00 a.m.
develop a concept plan
rest rooms, lighting,

reported that she had a meeting on Tuesday
with the Landscape Architect and they would
for those things that could be improved like
and parking.

Carl Wanlass reported that a contractor had donated $2,000 if the
City would match the $2,000 for a snack bar at Greenwood Park.
There was a $137,000 annual payment on the Hunter Park. The Hunter
family had suggested the name be changed to the Parker Park as they
were the original owners.
Mayor Barratt noted that the Mitchell family asked that their name
be retained .
Mr. Wanlass noted that there was $21,000 for Val Vista Park.
It
was one of the few parks that did not have to have top soil brought
in. They just cleaned it up and leveled it off.
Mayor Barratt asked if there were any items that the Council had
concerns about or wanted to see some changes in.
Carl Wanlass explained that there were no funds provided for
downtown parking. This was about the lowest they had ever funded
for Capital Improvements.
They took a big hit by getting money
over to debt service.
Councilmember Belmont was concerned about an Economic Development
Director as she felt that person would be working at cross purposes
with the downtown.
Right now , there was a huge progress made
downtown.
She felt if may be better at a later date.
Councilmember Belmont was concerned about the street decorations.
The Beautification Committee started that many years ago and then
it was taken over by the Parks Department. At the time they had a
vision of what Main Street should look like at Christmas time. The
purchases since that time were not an artistic presentation. She
suggested some kind of committee with those that had that artistic
vision.
It should be either the Beautification Committee or the
Arts Council.
There was $10,000 requested, but nothing funding
right now.
Mayor Barratt agreed that something needed to be done.
about the tree and the clock.

He asked

Councilmember Belmont stated that they would be trimming the tree.
The clock was placed where it was as that was where it had always
been and it belonged there.
The inside of the clock was back in
Michigan.
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Councilman Hampton noted that it was hinted that the City ought to
look more at the business end. The first thing a business did to
be profitable was to make sure that they were marketing the most
beneficial why they could. That was what the Economic Development
Director would do for the City and would not have to be at cross
purposes with the downtown . If they were interested in increasing
revenue, then an Economic Development Director was merited.
Councilmember Belmont stated that they should not become an agent
for Woodbury Corporation.
This was a successful town and people
wanted to come into town.
Councilman Hampton observed that Councilmember Belmont had
previously said that they were not the right kind of businesses
that were coming in.
Dale Gunther commented that $62,000 had been requested in a special
improvement district.
He was confident that he could sell it to
downtown property owners. He asked if this was the final decision.
Mayor Barratt stated that the public hearing would be this coming
Tuesday .
George Brown added that there were a lot of good comments about the
pocket park and it was exciting people about the potential of
downtown .
OTHER BUSINESS
There was no other business.
ADJOURNMENT

Thti:k~tQ(d

at 6:35 p.m.

M~a~r1~

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder

Deputy Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
JUNE 13, 2000
NOTICE AND AGENDA
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on June 13, 2000, in the American Fork City
Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p . m. The agenda
shall be as follows:
PUBLIC HEARING
6:30 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the budget for
fiscal year ending June 30, 2001.
7:00 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the site plan for
the Timpanogos Valley Professional Plaza PUD at 10 South
1100 East.
7:10 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the site plan for
the Automall Business Center at 518 East Automall Drive .
7 : 20 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the site plan for
the Courtyard Pointe #2 Office Condominiums at 751 East
Quality Drive in the Utah Valley Business Park.
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period - limited to two minutes
per person.
Quarterly report by the Cemetery Committee.
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports.
Mayor's report.
ACTION ITEMS

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

6.
7.

Discussion and action regarding businesses at the location of
1063 East 50 South.
Discussion and action regarding the downtown building project .
Review and action on appointments to Citizen Committees and
Boards .
Review and action on the appointment of Ray Garrett as the
Cemetery Sexton.
Review and action on an Ordinance amending certain provisions
of the Development Code to allow for private streets, gated
communities, establishing limits on approvals for site plans
and final plats, prohibiting derelict parcels and residual
lots, and providing for enforcement of these amendments.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving the Carson zone
change at 550 North 850 West from the existing RA-1 to the R19000, Single Family Residential zone.
Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method
of satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the
1

8.
9.
10.
11 .
12.
13 .
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19 .
20.
21.
22.
23.

plat recorded.
a.
Review and action on the West Side Farms Subdivision Plat
A at 550 North 850 West.
b.
Review and action on the Utah Valley Business Park Plat
L Condominium Project an amendment & re-subdivision of
lots 38 & 39 of Utah Valley Business Park Amended Plat J
at 751 East Quality Drive.
c.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving a site plan
for Courtyard Pointe #2 at 751 East Quality Drive .
d.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving a site plan
for the Automall Business Center at 518 East Automall
Drive.
e.
Review and action on the Timpanogos Valley Professional
Plaza Plat A PUD at 10 South 1100 East.
f.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving a site plan
for the Timpanogos Valley Professional Plaza PUD at 10
South 1100 East.
Review and action on a Resolution indicating the City's intent
to annex the Lamoreaux #2 Annexation consisting of 6.75 acres
at approximately 1750 North 900 East.
Review and action on a Resolution indicating the City's intent
to annex the Cooper and Hansen Annexation consisting of 9.71
acres at approximately 410 North 1100 East.
Review and action on a Resolution indicating the City's intent
to annex the Wosnjuk Annexation consisting of 2.73 acres at
approximately 1090 East 600 North.
Review and action on a water transfer agreement with Fred &
Marianne Roberts .
Review and action on a revised utility use agreement with
Lindon City.
Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders.
Report and action on Planning Commission items.
Review and action on the May 23, 2000, minutes.
Review and action on the May 25, 2000, work session minutes.
Review and action on the June 6, 2000, work session minutes.
Review and action on the June 8, 2000, work session minutes.
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
Review and action on entering into an Executive Session to
discuss litigation and property acquisition.
Discussion and action on a settlement agreement.
Discussion and action on property acquisition.
Adjournment.
2000.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
JUNE 13, 2000
ATTACHMENT
PUBLIC HEARING - 6:30 P.M. - RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR ENDING JUNE 30, 2001

The American Fork City Council met in a public hearing on June 13,
2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 6:32 p.m.
Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont, Keith
Blake, Don Hampton, Tom Hunter, and Ricky Storrs. Others present
included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn, Howard Denney, Rod Despain,
Mr. & Mrs. Bill Jacob, Ginger Hunter, Barbara Christiansen, Jim
Clinton, Dale Gunther, and 2 citizens.
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive
public comment regarding the budget for fiscal year ending June 30,
2001.
Carl Wanlass noted that there was one change since the tentative
budget. It was a $12,000 change in the capital improvement budget
and was included in the evening's handout.
There had been four
work sessions on the budget and they would probably have another.
Bill Jacob stated that under the Special Revenue Fund, he could not
find anything that identified the downtown development fund.
Carl Wanlass stated that the budget did not show balance sheets,
just revenues and expenditures.
Bill Jacob stated that he
disappeared in about 1992.

had

all

the

audits

and

that

it

Councilman Blake stated that he had seen it the other day in one of
the balance sheets in the monthly report and it contained about
$65,000.
Councilman Hampton stated that it was a monthly report and it was
available to the public. He had seen it very often.
Mr. Jacob asked why the auditors miss it.
Councilman Hampton stated that they do not miss it, it was there.
Bill Jacob stated that the auditor's could not find it.
Councilman Hampton stated that he could have a copy of the monthly
statement.
It was in fund number 25.
Dale Gunther commented that there was nothing put in the budget to
fund a request from the downtown.
He asked them to consider it
seriously. He noted that there was about $50,000 in the budget to
hire an economic development director.
Downtown American Fork
Inc., a nonprofit organization was served by a number of volunteers
in the community and they had put countless hours into trying to
1
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develop downtown. They appreciated very much what the City did in
funding the pocket park.
It was looking good.
It could be
finished by the end of the month. They needed to focus next on the
parking to get it to be utilized for shoppers coming to the
downtown.
If they had paid minimum wages to the volunteers for
their hours, they would have gotten well over the money they had
put into it so far. People loved to serve as long as they had some
incentive and something happened.
It would really be seed money
that the City would get back in increased sales tax revenue.
He
asked that their request be placed in the budget.
Mr. Gunther explained that they had asked for a Special Improvement
District that would raise about $96,000 and they had asked the City
to contribute $65,000 to that fund on an annual basis. Last year
the City put $76,000 toward the park.
He had given each
Councilmember a copy of the request.
Councilman Hampton responded that this was one of several items
that members of the Council would like to see discussed at their
next work session that Carl Wanlass mentioned.
Mayor Barratt stated that they would be having another work
session.
Each member of the Council had individual projects that
they would like to see funded or things that they would like to do.
They needed to be addressed in the work session.
Bill Jacob commented that evidently Councilman Blake had some
information on the downtown development fund. About a year and a
half ago, he, and Carl Wanlass, Dale Gunther, and Councilman
Hampton were going to sit down and track it. He asked Councilman
Blake if he would take that responsibility and track the fund from
day one to the present.
Councilman Blake stated that the only thing that he saw was a
current balance sheet.
Mr. Jacob stated that in discovery, the City answered that they did
not have a closing statement on the Chipman Warehouse property.
Carl Wanlass stated that · they had supplied everything that they
had.
He stated that Kevin Bennett had all the documentation and
had given it to the court.
Councilmember Belmont commented that there would be one more work
session on the budget.
What Mr. Gunther had just brought up was
one of her big concerns.
The downtown merchants were now very
enthusiastic and she wanted to make sure that there was time to
discuss that.
Another item was the building for $35, 000 for
leasing space or additional office space in the Buildings and
Grounds.
·
Mayor Barratt stated that at the work session, they would just
discuss those items that members of the Council wanted to discuss.
Where they give in one place, something else had to be deleted. He
asked that Councilmembers submit a list of their concerns to
2
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himself or Mr. Wanlass.
The work session would be held on Thursday, June 15, 2000.
Councilman Hunter stated that he would be out of town.
Mayor
Barratt asked that he provide a list of his concerns prior to his
departure.
Councilman Blake noted that in the document that he had submitted,
one of the things the City could do was to encourage the creation
of an American Fork City Foundation to seek donations in general or
for special projects.
He would also encourage some volunteer
effort in different departments and he would like to see that time
logged as it would be useful to see.
He would like to see a
vehicle established to encourage and facilitate donations and
community service. He felt good things could come from it. Mayor
Barratt agreed .
There being no further comment, the hearing adjourned at 6 : 51p.m.
PUBLIC HEARING - 7:00 P.M . - RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE SITE PLAN FOR THE TIMPANOGOS VALLEY PROFESSIONAL PLAZA PUD AT
10 SOUTH 1100 EAST
The American Fork City Council met in a second public hearing on
June 13, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:00 p.m.
Those
present included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilrnernbers Juel Belmont,
Keith Blake , Don Hampton, Torn Hunter, and Ricky Storrs.
Others
present included Howard Denney, Richard Colborn, Mr. & Mrs. Bill
Jacob, John Lundin, Steve Sowby, Dale Gunther, Ginger Hunter,
Barbara Christiansen, and Ken Kelter.
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive
public comment regarding the site plan for the Tirnpanagos Valley
Professional Plaza PUD at 10 South 1100 East.
He asked for
comments.
Councilrnernber Belmont noted that the site plan now showed assigned
parking in front of each building and the other side would be
parking for anyone.
John Lundin explained that the landscape plan was the same except
that his landscaper had suggested some additional shrubs.
There being no further comment, the hearing adjourned at 7 : 04p . m.
PUBLIC HEARING- 7:10P.M. -RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE SITE FOR THE AUTOMALL BUSINESS CENTER AT 518 EAST AUTOMALL
DRIVE

(

The American Fork City Council met in a third public hearing on
June 13, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:11 p . m.
Those
present at the previous hearing were present at this hearing along
with Rod Despain, Carl Wanlass, Guy Hatch, and 2 additional
citizens.
3
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Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive
public comment regarding the site plan for the Automall Business
Center at 518 East Automall Drive. He asked for comments.
Howard Denney noted that this one lot was being constructed in
three phases. The first two would be office buildings . This was
the first phase of the lot. The second phase had been through the
Planning Commission .
Guy Hatch explained that he planned to break ground on Phase 1 on
Friday or Monday, Phase 2 in about a month, and Phase 3 including
a gas station and stores sometime after that. He noted that it was
a tough piece of property to build on with the gas line, but that
they knew that going in.
Councilmember Belmont was concerned about the existing trees and
encouraged their preservation.
There being no further comment, the hearing adjourned at 7:16p.m.
PUBLIC HEARING- 7:20 P.M. -RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE SITE PLAN FOR THE COURTYARD POINTE #2 OFFICE CONDOMINIUMS AT
751 EAST QUALITY DRIVE IN THE UTAH VALLEY BUSINESS PARK
The American Fork City Council met in a fourth public hearing on
June 13, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:20 p.m.
Those
present at the previous hearing were present at this hearing along
with Paul Washburn and 2 additional citizens.
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive
public comment regarding the site plan for the Courtyard Pointe #2
Office Condominiums at 751 East Quality Drive in the Utah Valley
Business Park. He asked for comments.
Ken Kelter displayed the site plan and explained that they would be
using two lots.
It would be a 2-story building similar to the
other two that they had done in the past.
Howard Denney noted that there would need to be the installation of
an oil and water separator, another letter from the LDS Church as
a downstream water user, and that the parking spaces comply with
City Ordinances.
Ken Kelter reported that they had been through the parking with Ron
Morrill earlier in the day and it was satisfactory.
Howard Denney noted that the street was in, but that a bond would
need to be posted for the other improvements.
There being no further comment, the hearing adjourned at 7:26p.m.
REGULAR SESSION

(

The American Fork City Council met in a regular session on June 13,
2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:30 p.m.
Those present
4

included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont, Keith
Blake, Don Hampton, Tom Hunter, and Ricky Storrs. Others present
included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn, Howard Denney, Rod Despain,
Kevin Bennett, Jay Christensen, Terry Fox, Ken Kelter, Mr. & Mrs.
Bill Jacob, Peter Moyes, Ginger Hunter, Janice Otteson, Linda
Walton,
Judy
Price,
Jim
Clinton,
Dale
Gunther,
Barbara
Christiansen, Ray Garrett, Jess Green, Jim Matsumori, Blake Wade,
Scouts from Troop 332, and 10 citizens.
Stephen Montano led the audience in the Pledge of Allegiance and
Linda Walton offered the prayer.
TWENTY MINUTE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD - LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES PER
PERSON
There were no comments by the public.
REPORT OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR
Carl Wanlass had nothing to report at this time.
COUNCIL REPORTS
Councilmembers Hunter and Belmont had nothing to report at this
time.
Councilman Hampton asked that there be a report from the Family
Literacy Center on the next agenda.
Councilman Storrs reported that the Steel Days Celebration was
coming along and that tickets for Blackhawk were selling good.
Councilman Blake expressed appreciation for the four budget work
sessions that were held. There was some public to each one. There
were some difficult decisions ahead with respect to the budget. He
was grateful for the process.
MAYOR'S REPORT
Mayor Barratt stated that there would be a work session at City
Hall on Thursday, June 15, 2000, at 6:30 p.m. to go over changes
that the Council wanted to see made to the budget.
ACTION ITEMS
DISCUSSION AND ACTION REGARDING BUSINESSES AT THE LOCATION OF 1063
EAST 50 SOUTH
Mayor Barratt stated that Mr. Wilson was not in attendance.
He
intended to meet with Mr. Wilson. This item was deleted from the
agenda.
DISCUSSION AND ACTION REGARDING THE DOWNTOWN BUILDING PROJECT
Mayor Barratt recommended to the City Council that they keep to the
5
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design that kept Church Street open and that they build a police
and courts facility on the northeast corner of the property and
that they begin the process of going to bond for that facility. He
asked for discussion from the Council.
Councilman Blake moved that as the concept plan was drawn and from
the input sessions that they proceed to build the police and courts
as the first phase and to include the associated landscape with it
(including parking), leave Church Street open and proceed with the
detail to present that at an August Bond Election with the idea of
phasing additional items in perhaps a November Bond.

Councilman Hampton asked if it included all parking areas east of
Church Street which Councilman Blake answered that it did and that
it be done in cooperation with the Community Church.
Councilmember Belmont asked if the building was to be a two or a
three-story building.
Peter Moyes from MHTN Architects answered that part was two story
and part was three stories. They needed to go back and verify with
the court that they were willing to take that much space up front.
Councilmember Belmont asked if the pricing would come out with the
reports and they would get a dollar amount so that the citizens
would know.
Peter Moyes explained that they would get a guaranteed price.
Everything would be open book.
It would be stated in the
proposition.
Councilmember Belmont asked if they would be having additional
meetings.
Mayor Barratt stated that there would be a number of meetings.
Councilman Storrs asked Councilman Blake how soon he meant when he
referred to other phases including fire and ambulance.
Councilman Blake stated that there were still some decisions with
regard to that.
This would give the opportunity to look at the
fire and ambulance. The 300 East site had been proposed and it was
a good site.
To this point there had not been any concern
expressed about that from people. He felt the two options were to
go to the 300 East site or to remodel the existing facilities.
Mayor Barratt stated that the police and courts would take about
two years to build. During that time they would determine what was
happening with the fire and ambulance.
Councilman Hampton asked if it needed to be included in the motion
that staff prepare the proposition.

(

Mr. Wanlass stated that the documents would need to be prepared for
the next meeting.
6

Councilman Blake added to his motion that staff be directed to
prepare the bond documents for the June 27, 2000, Council meeting.
Councilman Hampton seconded the motion.

Dale Gunther noted that the Special Improvement District should be
coordinated and the same architects be involved in the whole
process and that the time frame be about the same.
Mayor Barratt stated that they would not include that in the motion
at this point. He felt it could be talked about at a later time.
He did not see any objection to that .
Bill Jacob explained that there had been quite a bit of input
regarding the fire and ambulance. He agreed with Councilman Storrs
that the fire and ambulance should be included in this bond. There
were a lot of citizens in the community who felt the dire need for
an upgraded ambulance and public safety and courts.
He did not
know how that was going to be handled.
He did not hear anything
positive with that respect.
If it was needed last November, why
wasn't it now .

(

Councilman Blake stated that this was consistent with the phasing
that was talked about. There was a lot of public input on the fire
and ambulance, but there were no negative comments on the 300 East
site and that it was a good alternative.
With the phasing, they
could move the police and courts ahead with respect to the August
Bond and there was another chance in November.
They were not
trying to take those out of the agenda, but it was more prudent to
proceed with the recommended phasing.
Bill Jacob disagreed. He stated that public safety was the concern
at that time in November.
They anticipated a February Bond and
then a May Bond. He felt that they should wait until November and
put the whole thing on the ballot.
The difference in the three
months did not mean much in terms of getting started on the police
and courts . The issue of using funds from the sale of the Heritage
was not being addressed. With those funds the whole thing could be
funded with no tax increase.
That issue had slipped out of the
picture .
Councilman Blake stated that it was still an option.
Dale Gunther noted that in his conversation with the Court
Administrator, they want it completed by the Fall of 2002 and in
order to meet that schedule they needed to go to a Bond Election in
August.
Peter Moyes stated that the Court Judicial Planning Sessions were
held in August. The August deadline was not tied to construction,
but the need to see a commitment by August, and that was driving
it.
One of the recommendations of the Committee, Dale Gunther observed,
was to look at the existing fire and ambulance building to see what
7
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the potential use was and what the cost was to make
a period of time.
That was also couched in the
offices and to see if the Harrington was feasible.
him that if they wanted the police and courts, they
a bond election in August.
They needed to look at
first.

it useable for
need for City
It seemed to
needed to have
that building

Councilman Hampton agreed.
Bill Jacob disagreed. The fire and ambulance were presented to the
public in November and if they had been parted out, it would have
passed. At the meetings there was a strong effort to get it into
a single package early on.
He felt there would be some polarity
put into the matter if they don't give that some consideration.
Councilman Blake asked Mr. Jacob what the linkage was between this
and having or not having fire and ambulance.
Bill Jacob answered that the linkage was that the citizens needed
to be assured that they were going to have adequate public safety.
That was the message that had been sent and agreed too in November.
The funding mechanism and the way it was presented to the public ,
without information, without parting it up, that was what defeated
it. The public wanted the facilities.
The Heritage was supposed
to play a big part with the citizens getting what they wanted with
no increase in taxes. That kept eluding the discussion. They did
not care about the location, but that it was going to happen .
Mayor Barratt stated that the police and courts would go to bond in
August and the fire and ambulance would follow shortly.
Through
the studies and after the police department had moved out of the
building, that may be more than adequate for their needs . Until
they look at it, they did not know. They did know that they needed
a police and courts building and a fire and ambulance facility.
They were going to do it in an orderly fashion.
Bill Jacob noted that the orderly fashion was taking a long time .
Mayor Barratt agreed. He noted that it was easy to sit in the back
of the room and take pot shots. He felt that the Council had done
a great job and there was a motion.
The motion was restated.
Jess Green stated to Mayor Barratt that if he would do what he said
he would do a few minutes ago, that he would have his full support.
Peter Moyes noted that they had been looking at a full
and ambulance and that was driving the design.
Since
there had been some discussion if fire would be going
That had been the focus. They needed to take a step back
that should be the focus.
Mayor Barratt agreed.
8

time fire
that time
to 24/7 .
to see if

Councilman Blake stated that was
reSjard to funding, he clarified
funding sources, one of which was
point was that there were ways to

the reason for phasing.
With
that there was a long list of
the sale of the Heritage.
The
do it without a tax increase.

Dale Gunther asked to understand Mr. Jacob's concern regarding fire
and ambulance going out on 300 East.
Mr. Jacob stated that he did not care about the location .
that the public knew they were going to get it .

He cared

Councilman Blake suggested an amendment to his motion that it was
the Council's intent to address and improve the fire and ambulance
facilities in the next phase .
Bill Jacob stated that in his opinion, the citizenry wanted to be
assured that they were going to get adequate public safety
facilities.
It was simple to add into the bond the fire and
ambulance facilities and add in a number , whether it was used on
300 East or the existing facility and let the people vote for it.
He represented a couple of people in town and that was what they
understood.
There was a little wisdom in doing it in one bond
election. People wanted to know what was going on.

(

Mayor Barratt explained that they City did not even have a number
to put in. They did not have a design of fire and ambulance. He
felt it was in the best interest of the City to go slow on this.
Janice Otteson stated that she was a marketing and sales person and
that it made sense to her that if they did one bond and used the
money they were going to use on the second bond to advertise and
pump up public awareness that this bond would bring a new fire
department, police department, and courts. The last bond election
was lost because nobody knew what was going on.
She stated that
only because she came here did she know what was going on because
the Council did not tell anyone else and it was not in "that
newspaper." The City needed to shine like a star.
Dale Gunther asked the way to present that alternative on the fire
and ambulance on the bond election.
Mayor Barratt stated there were unknowns.
figure.
Last time it was $2 . 3 million.

They could plug in a

Councilman Blake moved to amend the motion to add a second
proposition to do a fire and ambulance facility either the current
public safety building to be remodeled or a new one to be built on
the 300 East site and that dollar figures would be prepared as to
what that was expected to be.

(

Mr . Jacob noted that it had been discussed that there was about $5
million that could be bonded for without a tax increase . On that
basis if the Heritage was sold, the fire and ambulance could be
done also .
9

Judy Price asked if the 300 East site could just be left open.

(
Mr. Gunther stated that one of the concerns he had was that people
might think it might go back up to the 400 North site and that was
a negative.
Councilman Hampton stated that Ms. Otteson made a good point and if
they had her assistance along with others in marketing, the
community would know that it was not 400 North and they would know
what they were going to do.
Councilman Hampton added the amendment in his second.

Councilmember Belmont asked about the price tag and if the
proposition would say that if you voted for this there would be no
tax increase and if you voted for this there would be a tax
increase.
Councilman Hampton stated that it would be disclosed along with the
education program.
Councilmember Belmont stated that all she heard was that people did
not want a tax increase.
City Bond Counsel Blake Wade stated that the proposition language
would be silent on whether there would be a tax increase or not.

(

Daniel Copper asked that since the central block was going to be
built in phases was there adequate parking on the site that was
called for under the City's Code.
Councilman Blake stated that there would be and with this scenario
there was more parking than what was proposed at the last bond.
Jess Green stated that his support was on a single building. They
had it right the first time where they would give consideration for
fire and ambulance after the exit of the police department from the
building. He could not support another addition to something where
they could not give adequate numbers. He could not support going
to a bond on the second proposition .
Mayor Barratt
spoken.

thanked Jess

Green and

stated

that

it was

well

Jay Christensen was listening to Councilmember Belmont talk about
people not wanting to have their taxes raised. It depended on whom
you talked to. Some have talked to him and would not mind a small
tax increase.
It was the age of the people and whom they
represented. He felt it should be a proposition. When the library
was passed, it was down the road for fire and ambulance . Now it
was two years later and where were they?
Councilmember Belmont stated that American Fork was the highest
taxing community in the State of Utah.
10

There was opposition to that statement from members of the Council .

(
Jay Christensen stated that
shortly with a tax increase .

Highland/Alpine was

going

to bond

Councilmember Belmont stated that they were evidently talking to
different people . She voted against it last time simply because of
the tax increase, otherwise she would have voted for it. Now they
were back again asking for a tax increase. She could not do that .
Carl Wanlass noted that prior to the passage of a Bond Resolution,
they needed the cost figures for each proposition for June 27.
They would need to have the conceptual designs by the first part of
July .
Mayor Barratt stated that from what he could tell, the Council was
going to go with the old conceptual design.
There was a lot of
work that the architects had to do.
Councilman Blake felt that they could just plug in a figure .
Mayor Barratt explained that was the point that Jess Green made .
They didn't know.
Councilman Blake noted that they would be independent propositions.
Councilmember Belmont liked the first motion.
Carl Wanlass noted that there was a lot of economy of scales to one
election . .
Bill Jacob stated that if they parceled it up last time they would
have gotten it.
Councilman Hampton commented that they could bond up to a maximum
amount and they did not have to use it all.
Mayor Barratt explained that the proposal was that they go to bond
with the conceptual plan to leave Church Street open with the
police and courts to be built on the north east corner and with a
second proposition which was only the fire and ambulance with an
amount not to exceed. They could vote on both propositions.

Mayor Barratt called for a voice vote:
Councilman Hunter, Yea.
Councilmember Belmont, Nay. Councilman Hampton, Yea. Councilman
Storrs, Yea. Councilman Blake, Aye. The motion carried.
There was some applause.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON APPOINTMENTS TO CITIZEN COMMITTEES AND BOARDS
There were no appointments .
QUARTERLY REPORT BY THE CEMETERY COMMITTEE
11
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Judy Price stated that the Cemetery Committee had a great idea and
a fun idea. She explained that when she was in Boston to the Main
Street conference they went to a work shop that people put on from
Bonapart, Iowa. There were about 800 people in the town. They had
a Cemetery Tour complete with a cast of characters.
They had
talked to American Fork Arts Council Director Varlo Davenport and
had his support.
It was projected to be done around July 24th.
They would do it on July 28 and July 29, at 7:00 p.m.
She
introduced Shirley Hatfield who had done a lot of research and was
an incredible writer.
Shirley Hatfield related one of the stories that would be
presented.
There was some applause.
Some of the characters that
could be depicted were Steven Chipman, Catherine Cunningham Adams
(the third wife of founding father Arza Adams and survivor of the
Willie & Martin Handcart Company) , William Grant (whose legacy was
music and was the leader of the brass band) , Martin Hansen, Bishop
Bromley, and three brothers from the Schofield Mine Disaster.
A gentleman asked that the stories be provided in print and put out
in the community.
Ms. Price stated that they would be in a booklet that would be sold
at the Cemetery.
Ray Garrett stated that when the idea was presented to the Cemetery
Staff they thought it could be a lot of fun and that it could be an
annual trip into the past where they could decorate , have horse
drawn wagons going to different sites.
The Cemetery staff gave
their full support .
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE APPOINTMENT OF RAY GARRETT AS THE CEMETERY
SEXTON
Councilman Storrs moved to appoint Ray Garrett as
Sexton.
Councilman Hampton seconded the motion.
favor.

the Cemetery
All were in

Councilman Storrs welcomed Ray Garrett back.
City Recorder Richard Colborn issued the Oath of Office.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CERTAIN PROVISIONS OF
THE DEVELOPMENT CODE TO ALLOW FOR PRIVATE STREETS,
GATED
COMMUNITIES, ESTABLISHING LIMITS ON APPROVALS FOR SITE PLANS AND
FINAL PLATS, PROHIBITING DERELICT PARCELS AND RESIDUAL LOTS, AND
PROVIDING FOR ENFORCEMENT OF THESE AMENDMENTS
Councilman Hunter moved to adopt Ordinance No. 2000-06-17 amending
certain provisions of the Development Code to allow for private
streets, gated communities, establishing limits on approvals for
site plans and final plats, prohibiting the establishment of
derelict parcels and residual lots. Councilman Storrs seconded the
motion.
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Councilmember Belmont explained that she had nothing against gated
communities and private roads and that she would not mind l iving in
one herself.
She reported that she had a lot of input from the
neighbors in that area that were not terribly happy about it. She
had always upheld the neighborhoods.
She felt that these areas
were good areas, however, and would vote in favor it.
All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN ORDINANCE APPROVING THE CARSON ZONE CHANGE
AT 550 NORTH 850 WEST FROM THE EXISTING RA-1 TO THE R1-9000, SINGLE
FAMILY RESIDENTIAL ZONE
Mayor Barratt noted that Wade Carsen was present if anyone had
questions.
Councilman Hampton moved to adopt Ordinance No.
2000-06-18
approving the zone change at 550 North 850 West from the RA-1 to
the R1-9000 zone on condition that it was limited to the area
located within the proposed Plat A, the approximate southern 1/3 of
the application area, and subject to completion of all outstanding
conditions for final approval of the Westside Farms Plat A
Subdivision. Also, action on the remaining 2/3' s would be withheld
until receipt of a final plat for the remaining area.
Councilman
Hunter seconded the motion. All were in favor.

(

REVIEW
AND
ACTION
ON
SUBDIVISIONS,
COMMERCIAL
PROJECTS,
CONDOMINIUMS, AND PUD'S INCLUDING 1) PLAT APPROVAL; 2) METHOD OF
SATISFACTION OF WATER RIGHTS REQUIREMENTS; 3) POSTING OF AN
IMPROVEMENT BOND OR SETTING OF A TIME FRAME FOR IMPROVEMENT
INSTALLATION; AND 4) AUTHORIZATION TO SIGN THE FINAL PLAT AND
ACCEPTANCE OF ALL DEDICATIONS TO THE PUBLIC AND TO HAVE THE PLAT
RECORDED
a.

Review and action on the West Side Farms Subdivision Plat A at
550 North 850 West
Councilman Hampton noted many conditions that had not yet been
met.
Howard Denney explained that there was concern because there
were no easements for the sewer or the storm drain.
Councilman Hampton moved to delay final action until the
easements were provided for and the other conditions were met.
Councilman Hunter seconded the motion. All were in favor.

b.

Review and action on the Utah Valley Business Park Plat L
Condominium Project an amendment & re-subdivision of lots 38
& 39 of Utah Valley Business Park Amended Plat J at 751 East
Quality Drive
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the final plat of the
Utah Valley Business Park Plat L Condominium, an amendment &
re-subdivision of lots 38 & 39 of Utah Valley Business Park
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Amended Plat J at 751 East Quality Drive and authorize the
Mayor to sign the plat and have the plat recorded on the
condition that a bond is provided for the common improvements.
Councilman Storrs seconded the motion. All were in favor.

(

c.

Review and action on an Ordinance approving a site plan for
Courtyard Pointe #2 at 751 East Quality Drive
Councilman Hunter moved to adopt Ordinance No. 2000-06-19
approving the site plan for Courtyard Pointe #2 at 751 East
Quality Drive subject to the 1) addressing of conditions of
approval as set forth in the letter from the down stream water
users; 2) the number of parking spaces to comply with the City
standard based on building area calculations from the building
department; 3) amend the plan to show curbing to separate
adjacent parking areas on the north side of the building; and
4) installation of an oil separator in the existing sump box
in the street. Councilman Hampton seconded the motion. All
were in favor.

d.

Review and action on an Ordinance approving a site plan for
the Automall Business Center at 518 East Automall Drive
Mayor Barratt noted that this was the subject of the 7 : 10p . m.
public hearing earlier in the evening .
Councilman Hunter moved to adopt Ordinance No. 2000-06-20
approving a site plan for the Automall Business Center subject
to the following:
1) Address conditions of approval as set
forth in a letter from down stream water users; 2) the final
number of required parking spaces to be adjusted following the
receipt of building area calculations from the building
department; and 3) the receipt and review of the drainage
calculations; 4) construction of off-site improvements on 500
East Street; and 5) City to accept bonding for public and
essential common improvements prior to issuance of building
permits. Councilman Hampton seconded the motion. All were in
favor.

(

e.

Review and action on the Timpanogos Valley Professional Plaza
Plat A PUD at 10 South 1100 East
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the Timpanogos Valley
Professional Plaza Plat A PUD at 10 South 1100 East and to
authorize the Mayor to sign the plat and have the plat
recorded subject to:
1) construction drawings to be amended
to show adjustment in alignment of sidewalks and curb and
gutter; and 2) the posting of a bond to ensure construction of
required public and essential common improvements. Councilman
Blake seconded the motion. All were in favor .

f .

(

Review and action on an Ordinance approving the site plan for
the Timpanogos Valley Professional Plaza PUD at 10 South 1100
East
14

Mayor Barratt noted that this was the subject of the 7:00p.m .
public hearing that was held earlier in the evening.
Councilman Hampton moved to adopt Ordinance No. 2000-06-21
approving the site plan for the Timpanogos Valley Professional
Plaza PUD at 10 South 1100 East subject to the delivery of a
detailed landscape plan.
Councilman Storrs seconded the
motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION INDICATING THE CITY'S INTENT TO
ANNEX THE LAMOREAUX #2 ANNEXATION CONSISTING OF 6. 75 ACRES AT
APPROXIMATELY 1750 NORTH 900 EAST
Councilman Blake noted that this left some property that would not
be in the City.
Councilmember Belmont asked what the intent of the property would
be.
Paul Washburn noted that there would be commercial in the front and
housing to the rear.
Councilman Storrs moved to adopt Resolution No. 2000-06-20R
indicating the City's intent to annex the Lamoreaux #2 Annexation
consisting of 6.75 acres at approximately 1750 North 900 East.
Councilman Hunter seconded the motion.

Councilman Blake noted that at the work session it was reported
that the area was not actually in the master plan , but there was an
agreement with Cedar Hills in conjunction with running the utility
lines for Lone Peak High School.
All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION INDICATING THE CITY'S INTENT TO
ANNEX THE COOPER AND HANSEN ANNEXATION CONSISTING OF 9.71 ACRES AT
APPROXIMATELY 410 NORTH 1100 EAST
Councilman Hampton moved to adopt Resolution No. 2000-06-21R
indicating the City's intent to annex the Cooper and Hansen
Annexation consisting of 9. 71 acres at approximately 410 North 1100
East. Councilman Hunter seconded the motion.

Mr. Leo Limes from Welcome Home Real Estate explained that about 4
acres would be used for an LDS Church site. The remaining property
would be for housing. The exact location of the Church had not yet
been determined.
All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION INDICATING THE CITY'S INTENT TO
ANNEX THE WOSNJUK ANNEXATION CONSISTING OF 2 . 73 ACRES AT
APPROXIMATELY 1090 EAST 600 NORTH
Councilman

Hampton

moved

to

adopt

15

Resolution

No.

2000-06-22R

(

indicating the City's intent to annex the Wosnjuk Annexation
consisting of 2. 73 acres at approximately 1090 East 600 North.
Councilman Blake seconded the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION
MARIANNE ROBERTS

ON A WATER

TRANSFER AGREEMENT

WITH

FRED

&

Rod Despain noted that this was a familiar process to the staff and
was meant to protect the water rights of the Roberts'.
Councilman Storrs moved to approve the water transfer agreement
with Fred & Marianne Roberts.
Councilman Hampton seconded the
motion.
All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A REVISED UTILITY USE AGREEMENT WITH LINDON
CITY
Bill Jacob read a statement from George E. Brown, Jr. regarding the
Agreement with Lindon City. It is included in these minutes as an
ATTACHMENT .

Mayor Barratt explained that Item 10 of the agreement in which the
portion that read "with an option to extend for five additional
years with the approval of the American Fork City Council" should
be deleted.
The penalty of $5,000 per year should be changed to
"$5,000 per month or portion thereof."
Councilman Hampton also noted that in the last sentence of Item 10,
it should read "other charges" not "other changes" and in Item 11
the word "and" at the beginning of the third line should be
deleted.
Councilman Hampton liked Item 11 in that Lindon indemnified
American Fork for all damages of any kind relating to this
connection.
Councilman Blake noted that these items were consideration.
Councilman
agreement.

Hampton

asked

if

Kevin

Bennett

had

reviewed

the

Kevin Bennett stated that he had rewritten it.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the utility use agreement with
Lindon City with the noted changes.

Bill Jacob asked Councilman Blake if he was saying that there was
adequate consideration.
Councilman Blake explained that what he was stating was that the
agreement did provide for consideration using both fees and as well
as allocating the property tax to it.
There was significant
consideration on both sides.
A gentleman asked if they had put a pencil to the figures.
16

Councilman Blake noted that
nonresident user fee.

Lindon City would pay the monthly

A gentleman wanted to know what the dollar figure would be to
American Fork.
Kevin Bennett commented that at the Thursday work session and with
Mr. Brown present, he reported that what Mr. Brown had said was
correct if it amounted to a gift. This was not a gift. It was an
arms length transaction under a specific statute. Under Title 11
communities could enter into agreements. The fair market value did
not come into play
Councilman Blake stated that Lindon would pay the monthly
nonresident fee, the impact and connection fee, the applicable fees
to the sewer district including the capital facilities charge, and
the applicable municipal portion of any real and personal property
assessed by Utah County .
Carl Wanlass stated that the benefit to American Fork was about
$3,000 annually.
Councilman Blake seconded the motion.
Jess Green noted that they were just dealing with a single piece of
property.
Mayor Barratt stated that they were.

It was Air Stream Mechanical.

Jess Green noted that his concern was the property on the north
side of I-15 coming to American Fork.
Kevin Bennett also added that the Timpanogos Sewer District needed
to approve the agreement.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.
Voting was as
follows: Aye, Councilmembers Blake, Hampton, Hunter, and Storrs.
Nay, Councilmember Belmont. The motion carried.
Councilmernber Belmont explained her nay vote in that there were no
guarantees that they would not go to Pleasant Grove.
Mayor Barratt stated that was true,
would not.

but he guaranteed that they

Councilman Blake hoped that this kind of agreement would facilitate
an era where they had increased cooperation with surrounding
communities.
REPORT AND ACTION ON CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS ITEMS INCLUDING CHANGE
ORDERS
There were no change orders.
REPORT AND ACTION ON PLANNING COMMISSION ITEMS
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Councilman Hampton moved approval of purchase requests over $1,000
as reviewed by the Finance Committee. Councilman Hunter seconded
the motion. All were in favor.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the manual expenses as
reviewed by the Finance Committee. Councilmember Belmont seconded
the motion. All were in favor.

Councilman Hampton noted that the fund raiser that Judy Price
described on behalf of the Cemetery would require some seed money
of $1,000.
It would be used for tickets, booklets, advertizing,
etc.
He asked if that was something that could be identified in
the budget. Carl Wanlass stated that it was.
Councilman Hampton moved to provide $1,000 as seed money for the
fund raiser that Judy Price had described on behalf of the Cemetery
Committee.
Councilman Blake seconded the motion.
All were in
favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON ENTERING INTO AN EXECUTIVE SESSION TO DISCUSS
LITIGATION AND PROPERTY ACQUISITION
Councilman Hunter moved to enter into an Executive Session to
discuss litigation and property acquisition.
Councilman Blake
seconded the motion. All were in favor.

The American Fork City Council met in an Executive Session to
discuss litigation and property acquisition at 9:29p.m. Those in
attendance included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Keith Blake,
Ricky Storrs, Don Hampton, Juel Belmont, and Tom Hunter. Also, in
attendance were City Attorney Kevin Bennett, City Administrator
Carl Wanlass, City Planner Rod Despain, City Engineer Howard
Denney, and City Recorder Richard Colborn.
The Executive Session concluded at 9:54 p.m.
Councilman Storrs moved to return to regular session at 9:54 p.m.
Councilman Blake seconded the motion. All were in favor.

DISCUSSION AND ACTION ON A SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
There was no discussion on this item.
DISCUSSION AND ACTION ON PROPERTY ACQUISITION
There was no discussion on this item.
ADJOURNMENT
Councilman Hampton moved adjournment at 9:54 p.m.
Storrs seconded the motion. All were in favor.

i_ll.

&PL

Richard M. Colborn, City Recorder
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STATE:tvfENT OF GEORGE E. BROWN, JR.
I have been concerned about the city allowing Lindon City to establish a sewer
connection to the Timpanogos Service District without American Fork City receiving fair market
value for the connection. I want to bring to the attention of the governing body the statements of
the Utah Supreme Court regarding fair market value of city assets. The following are quotes
from the Supreme Court of the State of Utah:

(Price Development Company vs. Orem City,

SUPREME COURT OF UTAH, 2000 UT 26,387

Utah Adv. Rep. 78, 2000 Utah LEXIS 21, January 28, 2000.)

(

Price's final challenge is the contention that Orem's required expenditures under the agreements
are not supported by adequate consideration flowing to the City and, therefore, amount to an
illegal gift of public money and property, all in violation of article XI. section 5 of the Utah
Constitution, section 10-8-2 of the Code, and our prior holdings in Salt Lake County
Commission v. Salt Lake County Attorney, 1999 UT 73, 985 P.2d 899 (Utah 1999); Lowder,
711 P.2d 273: and Sears v. Ogden City, 533 P.2d 118 (Utah 1975), aff'd on rehearing, 537
P.2d 1029 (Utah 1975).
Section 10-8-2 of the Code, in which the legislature conferred the general power of appropriation
on city governing bodies, provides that they may appropriate money for "corporate purposes
only," and those are defined as "any purpose that .. . provides for the safety, health, prosperity,
moral well-being, peace, order, comfort, or convenience of the inhabitants of the city." Utah
Code Ann. § 10-8-2(1)(a), (2) (1999). Again, there is no provision within section 10-8-2 which
allows a city to give away public money. And this court has held that although this section is
silent on the subject of necessary consideration for any appropriation, in fact, public property is
held in trust for the public and may not be disposed of other than "in good faith and for adequate
consideration." Sears, 533 P.2d at 119: accord Lowder, 711 P .2d at 282: Salt Lake County,
985 P.2d at 909-10. "Adequate consideration" means that the local government must show that
there is a clear "present benefit that reflects ... fair market value" for whatever is given by the
local government. ld. at 910 (quoting Lowder, 711 P.2d at 282). A future benefit will not
suffice, nor will a benefit that is of uncertain value. See Lowder, 711 P.2d at 282. Price argues
that the benefits under the agreements do not meet this standard as a matter of law.
We therefore hold that when a legislative body enters into a transaction where public money or
property is given in exchange for something, the good fai h legislative judgment that the net
exchange is for fair market value flowing to the entity needs to be .supported by documentation
within the legislative record of an independent determination of the value of the exchange. That
information should be available to anyone seeking to review the transaction.
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(

We note for the benefit of the trial court, and for local government units considering transactions
in the future, that in practice, the ability of a local government determination of a net fair value
exchange to withstand attack will be in direct proportion to the thoroughness of the evaluation of
the transaction entered into and to the independence and skill of the evaluators. For example, in
the present case, if the information relied upon by the City in determining that the agreements
met the relevant legal standards were all prepared by the private parties to the exchange, and
were not independently analyzed by persons with sufficient legal and economic expertise to be
able to make an informed judgment about the legal equivalence of the annual values exchanged,
and who lacked the data necessary to make a solid appraisal of the net benefit to the City in each
year of the agreements, then the presumption of validity that attaches to the transaction's
valuation would be fragile at best. On the other hand, if the City had an independent analysis
performed by qualified people, had before it all information necessary to appraise the real net
economic benefits to the City from the transaction over time, and considered carefully the legal
standards that the agreements had to meet, then the presumption of validity would amount to a
serious obstacle to a challenger seeking to set the agreements aside. Local government units have
it within their power to make such transactions relatively secure from challenge.
I urge the governing body to following the requirements set forth by the Supreme Court
of the State of Utah. Thank you for your time and consideration.

AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
JUNE 15, 2000
NOTICE OF WORK SESSION

I

Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in a work session on Thursday, June 15, 2000, in the American
Fork City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 6:30 p.m.
The agenda shall be as follows:
WORK SESSION
1.
2.
3.

Review of the budget for fiscal year ending June 30, 2001.
Other business.
Adjournment.

Dated this 14 day of June, 2000.

((__ Yl,(QQt
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder

(

I

AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
JUNE 15, 2000

(
WORK SESSION

The American Fork City Council met in a work session on June 15,
2000 , in the City Hall, commencing at 6:33 p.m.
Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmernbers Juel Belmont, Keith
Blake, Don Hampton, and Ricky Storrs.
Councilman Hunter was
excused.
Others present included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn,
Dale Gunther, Barbara Christiansen, and George Brown.
Mayor Barratt stated that they needed to have a special session to
deal with the bond and the letter from Jack Wixom. There were some
concerns as to whether they could have all the information.
It
would be on Monday, June 19, 2000, at 4:00 p.m. The only item on
the agenda would be the discussion and action concerning bond
propositions.
REVIEW OF THE BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR ENDING JUNE 30, 2001
Carl Wanlass stated that he would review the concerns that had been
submitted and that additional concerns could also be addressed. He
explained that he had broken the concerns down into four
categories: revenue, expenditures, capital improvements,
Regarding the motor vehicle tax, he explained that due to the new
standardized tax, the City would be down about $75,000 in revenues.
Mr. Wanlass reported that the Council desired an increase in boat
harbor fees for the out of town users.
Councilman Blake noted that Councilman Hunter had suggested a $3
increase for out of towner's.
Residents would be $5 and out of
towner's would be $8. He agreed.
Carl Wanlass noted that another revenue issue was to charge the
Tri-City Golf Course a fee for the rent of the City property. This
issue had been discussed for about 15 years.
Right now the Golf
Course was renting about 88 acres from the State for $10,000.
Councilman Blake reported that Councilman Hunter thought that the
green fees could be raised without too much of a problem.
Councilman Blake suggested the rent be $30,000 or $40,000 annually.
Mayor Barratt thought that $10,000 would not be too hard and that
they could get $15,000 or $20,000.
Councilman Blake felt
range.

it was appropriate to be in the

$40,000

Carl Wanlass reported that the Golf Course was negotiating to
purchase the 88 acres that they rented from the State.
1
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Councilman Storrs talked about getting rent from the riding club.
If the City was going to get a lease from the Golf Course he felt
they should do the same with the Riding Club.
Mayor Barratt asked how getting a lease from the Golf Course would
affect Pleasant Grove and Lehi.
Carl Wanlass noted that the Golf Course was a separate entity.
felt it would be an item of a lot of discussion.
Mayor Barratt thought that $40,000 was asking for a fight.
decided to put $40, 000 in the budget and put $10, 000
expenditure side with a restriction on the other $30,000.

He

It was
on the

Councilman Hampton noted that the original golf course agreement
may need to be looked at by Kevin Bennett.
Mayor Barratt stated that they needed to talk to the riding club.
They needed to have some responsibility.
Mr. Wanlass noted that Tri-City Golf Course had low fees because
they had not had any land costs.
Mayor Barratt reminded them that the three cities had subsidized
the course for a long time. They do not want to get back into that
business.

(

Carl Wanlass reported that he had not heard anything about
participation from the other communities regarding the library.
Mayor Barratt stated that the other communities want to meet.
asked that Councilman Blake initiate that meeting.

He

Mr. Wanlass explained that the share would be on a per capita
basis.
At this point he had not budgeted any dollars for that.
Orem was redoing their nonresident fees.
The increase in fees at the Fitness
Councilman Blake wanted a 15% increase.

Center

was

discussed.

Mr . Wanlass had provided for 10% increase, but only budgeted a 5%
increase because he felt there would be a decrease.
Councilman Blake did not think that there would be.
He suggested
a 15% increase with a 10% discount if they prepaid. The advantage
was the cash flow and the commitment.
Mr. Wanlass stated a 5% budget increase would decrease the subsidy
by $25,000 from what was there now.
Dale Gunther felt that the revenue opportunity was great as there
were a lot of people that went through the Fitness Center.

l

Carl Wanlass explained that about five years ago Orem increased
their fees and it killed them.
2
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Councilman Hampton felt that the results of the thousand passes
test suggested that they were at the edge and that an increase of
just 5% was wise.
If it was a real attractive deal, they would
have had more.
Councilman Blake suggested a 10% increase in pass fees with a
budgeted increase of 5% in expenditures.
Also, formalize a 10%
discount if they paid in advance for two years and a 7% discount if
they paid in advance for one year.
This would be after the 10%
increase.
Mr. Wanlass noted that child care would be raised to $2 per hour.
Councilman Blake commented that American Fork had great tasting
water and they should consider bottling it and selling it. Other
cities had done it.
It was a small investment to do it.
Councilman Storrs felt it was a good idea as did Councilmembers
Hampton and Belmont.
Under expenditures, the position of the Economic Development
Director was discussed. Councilman Blake suggested that it could
be combined with the data processing person.

(

Mayor Barratt stated that he was not against an Economic
Development Director. He did not know if they wanted to spend that
kind of money on a learning curve right now.
He had talked with
Councilman Hampton about the possibility of Linda Walton taking on
that additional duty.
Councilmember Belmont related that she had a long discussion about
that with Linda Walton. She was worried about the criteria, but if
it was Linda Walton, she would not have a problem.
Linda Walton
understood the need.
Mayor Barratt stated that he would talk about data processing at a
later time in the meeting.
Councilman Blake felt it made sense.
Councilman Storrs was agreeable to that.
Councilman Hampton noted that he had talked with Dale Gunther and
asked him to visit with her.
Mayor Barratt stated that she could provide the City a plan of
attack, a strategy, a policy.
There was the talent within the
community and they needed to use it.
Councilman Hampton noted that the Chamber would support it . Linda
Walton would do it on a contract, the same way she was doing it for
Downtown American Fork, Inc. for $18,000 and there ought to be
about $5,000 expenses.
Dale Gunther reported that after Councilman Hampton had talked with
3
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him he talked with her.
She was spending 20 hours for Downtown
American Fork Inc. and could do another 20 hours on contract for
$18,000.
He felt that this was a great way to go now that they
were up and running. He asked for help on the special improvement
district.
He felt it would give the City the break in time that
they needed.
George Brown felt it was critical to prepare a policy for Economic
Development.
There hadn't been a policy in the past.
He agreed
that she would do an excellent job.
Mayor Barratt discussed the Data
Councilman Blake to help steer the
than hire a position.
If it was
involved in, it would help.
The
readily available that could keep
was needed .

Procession position.
He asked
City toward a consultant rather
something that he wanted to be
City was going to need someone
it up to date and aware of what

Carl Wanlass agreed with that part, but he needed someone to assist
on the financial side of things. His intention was that it would
be a duel position. They did not need a "guru" in data processing
but someone with some technical knowledge.
George Brown asked if Ed Anderson helped with the financial.

(

Mr . Wanlass answered that Ed Anderson did payroll and assisted with
accounts payable.
George Brown noted that there was a real advantage with the City's
computer system in that there was no chance for cyber terrorism.
He agreed that they could take the burden from some of the jobs if
the City had more sophisticated computers and programs.
Mayor Barratt told Mr. Wanlass to leave that in the budget.
Carl Wanlass reminded the Council that City Engineer Howard Denney
had made a presentation for an Assistant Engineer.
Mayor Barratt stated that it was unbelievable the number
meetings that Howard had to go to. This would be good.

of

Councilmember Belmont felt that he was overloaded.
Carl Wanlass stated that no one would be hired until there was a
contract with the feds.
Carl Wanlass stated that he had provided a memo from Chad Hendry
about services with a City newsletter.
It intrigued him a little
from the standpoint that it would be information to the citizens
right down to the department level.
A lot was in the newspaper,
but this could provide greater detail.
Councilman Blake felt that if they had a Foundation that the
Neighbors in Action could coordinate it. He was willing to seed a
donation to get it started. He would rather it start that way than
4
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by using City funds.
Mayor Barratt agreed.
Mr. Wanlass stated that he needed to pick up another $5,000 in the
Police Department for the K-9 dog.
He would put a separate line
item in the budget for the excess donations.
Carl Wanlass explained that he had failed to budget in
Mountainland dues in the amount of $3800, but would do so.

the

Mr. Wanlass noted that the dispatch user fees were going to go up.
It was going to be $150 per officer per year plus $1.10 per call.
Councilman Storrs noted that there was a previous discussion about
a north end dispatch. The City needed to take a hard look at it.
Councilman Blake discussed a tax on cell phones that would be based
on the billing address at $1 per phone per month. He would rather
see that than an increase in franchise tax.
It was a place that
was being missed.
Mayor Barratt noted that the advantage of the franchise tax was
that those that used a lot, paid a lot.

(

Councilman Blake felt it was a regressive tax of low income
persons. He noted that he had talked about electrical generation
in the past.
There were some new possibilities there .
He would
not like to , raise franchise taxes this year on the heels of a
failed bond election that was related to a tax increase.
Mr. Wanlass stated that it would be on Mountain Fuel and Utah Power
and would generate about $100,000 per year.
Alpine was at 6% ,
American Fork at 5%, Highland at 6%, Lehi at 6%, Mapleton at 6% for
gas and 5% for electricity, Provo at 6%, and Pleasant Grove at 5%.
Councilmember Belmont reported that people tell her that they did
not want more taxes. She felt the best way to raise the money was
to look into a cell phone tax.
Mayor Barratt stated that it wouldn't help much this budget.
He
asked what the Council wanted to do.
They needed to give some
direction to Mr. Wanlass.
Councilman Blake explained felt that the City was not at
maximum now and it would go up to what others were paying.
Councilman Storrs was okay with the franchise tax.
at the cell phone tax to take its place later on.

the

The should look

Dale Gunther asked what it would mean to the average household.
Carl Wanlass stated that it would mean about $1 per month to the
average household. It could be in place in a short period of time
and would be on the June 27, 2000 Council agenda.
5
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Councilman Blake suggested delaying the increase for six months.
Carl Wanlass noted that if the franchise tax stayed in place, the
funds really needed to go to the capital improvement fund.
Mayor Barratt felt it was better to keep yourself covered rather
than go back in midstream and tell the public that we did not do
our homework and that property taxes would need to be raised. He
stated that there was a need in the water department for another
water tank and well.
One had been talked about on the Hunter
Property.
Horrocks noted that it really needed to be situated a
mile and a half into Highland.
Councilman Blake stated that he would still rather wait on the
franchise tax.
Carl Wanlass suggested that it be left in the budget and move
$100,000 of that revenue into the capital improvement fund and if
the Council decided that they wanted to reduce it, they would know
where the cuts would come from.
Councilman Hampton favored going to 6%.
in January for a possible reduction.

He would like to review it

Councilman Blake felt that funding for interns should be a priority
and ought to be done. Mayor Barratt agreed.

(

Carl Wanlass noted that he had $23,000 for the Veteran's Hall for
the roof and stucco. The Val Vista Park had $21,000 for leveling
and some top soil. The cost to bring it up to the same condition
as Kimberly Park would be about $62,000.
Councilman Blake asked why that was so high on the priority list.
Mr. Wanlass explained that Val Vista and Lions Park were the ones
that people were calling on. Cal Houghton also felt those were the
ones that needed to be done.
Councilman Blake felt that tables and benches
across from the LDS Temple at a small cost.

could be placed

Councilmember Belmont reported that the Landscape Architect would
help them apply for grants for a sprinkler system in the area
around the amphitheater.
Councilman Hampton commented that it was nice to get it done, but
there were some more uses for the money.
Mayor Barratt suggested that the $21,000 be left there,
designated as to where it would be used.

but not

Councilman Hampton felt that keeping the momentum of downtown was
more important than funding Val Vista Park at this time.
Councilman

Blake

suggested

that
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was

$65,000

in

the
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developmental fund from the Chipman Warehouse.
Mayor Barratt noted that there was someone in a Historical Area
that wanted to use the funds.
The Council needed to grant the
request or turn it down and then take the remaining funds and give
it to the downtown.
It would give them a minimum of $49,000 and
close that account.
Dale Gunther felt that it would put them in a bad situation and
that the funds needed to be kept in a revolving loan fund .
Councilman Blake commented that they could use them downtown.
He
had asked Kevin Bennett about it the other night at the end of
Council and one recommendation from him was, that since litigation
was_~ here,
one way to close the litigation was to liquidate the
funds and use them downtown.
Mayor Barratt stated that he had consulted legal counsel outside of
Kevin Bennett and they recommended, and this was what he felt they
should do , and that was that you just need to do it , resolve it,
and take care of it.
Dale Gunther stated that he would rather have nothing than to use
those funds.
He was trying to unite downtown and this would be
divisive.

(

Councilman Blake asked if
behind it.

that was because

of

the

controversy

Mayor Barratt responded that was right.
There were other
individuals that had asked for it. He was going to go ahead then
and contact those individuals, if the downtown didn't want it, and
to tell them to make application for it.
Dale Gunther asked if Mayor Barratt saw where he was coming from.
This would be a devisive thing.
Councilmember Belmont commented that they should not just give it
to somebody if it was earmarked for a rotating fund.
Mayor Barratt stated that they would simply go ahead and they need
to loan a portion of it out and they needed to do something with
it.
Councilmember Belmont noted that Park City just had matching grants
and it turned it over, but they did not give it to anyone.
That
person had to match that grant.
Mayor Barratt stated that was the same situation here. Nobody was
making application for it as long as the litigation was going on,
it was tying up those dollars. This was a way to fund that project
so that they could get moving with it. But, if they have no desire
for it, politically because it was a difficult situation, they were
going to have to find another source.
7

Mr. Gunther noted that it was not only a political situation , but
one of their recommendations was that the City increase that to a
revolving loan fund so that it could be part of the downtown and
the merchants could do some restorations with that fund. That was
really a partnership fund. He thought that the 1992 Plan that was
proposed, recommended that so they went on record as saying let's
increase that fund as well as doing the other things.
Councilmember Belmont stated that Park City would give $5,000 to
any homeowner or business owner, but they must match.
Mayor Barratt exited the meeting.
the Chairmanship.

Mayor Pro-tem Hampton assumed

Councilmember Belmont stated that they had a very good program and
they have upgraded a lot of those falling down buildings in
downtown Park City. She hoped that was what they were going to do.
She did not want it given to someone as a gift .
Councilman Blake stated that it wouldn't be giving, it would be
like investing in streets, or curbs, or paying for the cost of
improvement in the downtown. Maybe it was better just to have it
as a .
Councilmember Belmont stated that it could be done just the same
way that Park City did, but she hated to see someone get a gift and
not have to pay anything back, nor not even have to match it.
Councilman Blake stated that the place they would put it would be
like the city streets, or the city curb, or the city pocket park .
If they used it in funds like that , it would not be a g i ft to
anyone, it would be paying for improvements.
Councilmember Belmont commented that if they gave someone $5,000,
then they must match it with $5,000.
Dale Gunther commented that it wouldn't be paid back
Councilmember Belmont agreed that one would not be paid back .
Dale Gunther's memory of that fund was that it was set up to be a
revolving loan fund.
Councilman Hampton reported that it was, but it was set up by a
Council just like this was a Council and a Council like them could
make it a grant program instead.
Mr . Gunther thought that it was part of the gift .
Councilman Hampton stated that it was not .
Mayor Evans had said
that they would use it as a revolving loan fund and the Council
said good, let ' s do it.
Councilmember Belmont stated that all the other cities who had
historic cores, have so many different ways of doing it and it
8
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really helped to rejuvenate the business district.
Councilman Hampton stated that there was nothing that they could
decide now .
Dale Gunther expressed that he hoped that they understood the
political situation. One of his goals was to unify the merchants
downtown .
Councilman Blake stated that it would be nice to resolve that
litigation. He really did not understand the reason behind it . It
seemed that the reason for litigtion was that they made an
application and they weren't specific in what they wanted to do and
it was just churning.
They expected the application to be
approved.
His understanding of the controversy was that the
Council was saying that it should be told them what the money was
going to be used for. The answer was no, we were just going to use
it downtown.
George Brown stated that the application was approved.
Not only
did the Finance Committee approve it but the City Council had
approved it and then later on they wanted to know its use.
Councilman Hampton stated that they should not be discussing that
item.
Councilmember Belmont wanted the City look into what other Cities
did on the grant program .
Councilman Hampton stated that in looking at the recommendation ,
t hey were talking using staff for $25 , 000 of it for snow plowing
and landscaping services. The City could identify $40,000 and set
conditions on the SID that before the SID proceeded they had to get
80% of the merchants' support.
He did not want to see them lose
momentum.
Councilmember Belmont commented that if Linda Walton became the
Economic Development Director the remaining portion of the budgeted
funds could go downtown.
Carl Wanlass stated that was true, but reminded the Council that
those positions were funded from the franchise tax increase .
Councilman Blake noted that some of the proposal
maintenance in it. The City could do some of that.

had

Councilman Hampton felt that some could be done by the City.
wanted to identify $40,000 that could be provided.

some
He

George Brown stated that there were a lot of good comments about
the downtown pocket park.
Councilman Blake discussed some line items.
In the Building and
Grounds particularly the Library and Public Works, they had asked
for one amount and what was funded was much greater.
It looked
9
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like a contingency.
Carl Wanlass noted that his
contractor had been paying .

figures

were

based

on

what

the

Councilman Blake added that another was in the vehicles supplies
and maintenance in the police where they had only asked for $65 , 00 0
and there was $82 , 000.
Philosophically he would like to see the
contingency budgeted separately. If the Police Chief said he could
do it for $65,000, it should be left that way.
Carl Wanlass noted that the budget process began a few months ago
and that figure was provided in February before the gas increase.
Councilman Blake noted that it may well be
like to see Department Heads charged with
their budget .
Some departments go over,
overal l it evened out.
Philosophically,
accountability.

needed, but he would
accountability within
some were under , but
there would be more

Carl Wanlass agreed with the accountability part,
some difficulty in budgeting for utilities or gas.

but there was

Councilman Blake felt by putting it in a contingency account it
would strengthen the accountability of the department heads and
then let them keep within their budget, and if they were up against
it, then let them make their request .
George Brown noted that there was a policy to allow the police to
use their vehicles for personal purposes.
Maybe with the gas
situation they should be used only for official business.
Councilman Blake stated that part of the benefit of that was to
keep the cars out in the community where they were visible. Since
the Police Chief was accountable for his budget, maybe he could
make some of those adjustments.
Councilman Hampton noted that it was much harder for a department
head to say no to his people, when he had extra funds already
available in his budget than if they were separate and required
either Finance Committee approval or Council approval. Mr . Wanlass
did a good job, but he knew that when pressure came, it was harder
to say no to someone if the funds were already allocated for their
department. He felt it gave the city administrator, the department
heads, and the Council more budgetary options for accountability .
Councilman Blake suggested that, in general, Mr.
places where the requests were quite different.

Wanlass

scan

Mr . Wanlass noted that when you look at their history, it was not
reasonable .
Councilman Blake felt that was when the department heads could get
taught.
He was mainly looking now at the public works, library,
police, and a possible review of a few others.
It was the
10
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philosophy that was different.
Carl Wanlass stated that if that was what was wanted, he would do
it .
George Brown asked if there were any department budgets that were
not used up for the current year.
Councilman Hampton stated that there were a couple.
Carl Wanlass stated that those funds would go to offset those that
were over. There would be a deficit this year.
Councilman Hampton observed that you were never going to have a
department guess right on.
The latitude of taking from one to
another was needed.
Councilman Blake asked that some of the departments be looked at
and to create a contingency fund for those.
Councilman Blake had some other items, but would wait to address
them with Mayor Barratt.
Councilman Storrs had no other items.
Councilmember Belmont had a concern about the $35,000 for leasing
office space or for a building for additional administrative space.
She did not want a trailer. That needed to be discussed.
Carl Wanlass explained that would be
brought to the Finance Committee.

reviewed and decided and

Councilman Hampton had one additional thing which was to get some
room to add additional funds for park improvements and to make it
a priority. They did get a lot of calls.
Councilman Hampton asked if any of the public works' $185,000 could
wait a year and move some up to the parks.
Mr. Wanlass explained
remaining bond money.

that

most

was

restricted

and

was

the

George Brown noted that there was a brochure at the Library
Dedication that said that it was $200,000 under budget. The Mayor
said that it was $25,000 under budget. He wanted to know where the
figures came from.
Councilman Blake
orders.

thought

it might be

the difference

in change

George Brown stated that the figures came from the architects.
Carl Wanlass reported that he talked with the architects and they
didn't know where the figures came from either.
11
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Councilman Hampton stated that we were just about even right now.
Councilman Blake would like to see some more into capital funds.
There was about $500,000 in reserve put into the debt service and
there was a $1.2 million contingency fund that was tied to the
homebuilder's litigation.
He suggested that some could go into
capital projects.
ADJOURNMENT
The work session adjourned at 8:07p.m.

~h,Qjt
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
JUNE 26, 2000
NOTICE OF SPECIAL SESSION AND AGENDA

(

Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in Special Session on June 26, 2000, in the American Fork City
Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 4:00 p.m. The agenda
shall be as follows:
SPECIAL SESSION
1.
2.
3.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call .
Discussion and action on entering into an Executive Session to
discuss litigation and acquisition of real property.
Adjournment.
June, 2000.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
JUNE 26, 2000

(

SPECIAL SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a special session on June 26, 2000, in the City Hall,
commencing at 4:03p.m. Those present included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel
Belmont, Don Hampton, Tom Hunter, Ricky Storrs, and Keith Blake. Others present included
Carl Wanlass, Kevin Bennett, Howard Denney, Rod Despain, Terry Fox, Melanie Marsh, and
George Brown.
Mayor Barratt offered the prayer and Kevin Bennett led the audience in the Pledge of Allegiance.
DISCUSSION AND ACTION ON ENTERING INTO AN EXECUTIVE SESSION TO
DISCUSS LITIGATION AND ACQUISITION OF REAL PROPERTY
Councilman Hunter moved to enter into an Executive Session to discuss litigation and
acquisition of real property. Councilman Hampton seconded the motion. All were in
favor.

The American Fork City Council met in an Executive Session to discuss litigation and property
acquisition at 4:10p.m. Those in attendance included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers
Keith Blake, Ricky Storrs, Don Hampton, Juel Belmont, and Tom Hunter. Also in attendance
were City Attorney Kevin Bennett, City Administrator Carl W anlass, City Planner Rod Despain,
City Engineer Howard Denney, and Deputy Recorder Melanie Marsh.
The Executive Session concluded at 5:36p.m.
Councilmember Belmont moved to return to the special session at 5:36 p.m. Councilman
Storrs seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Mr. Wan1ass reported that there are two change orders for the library. He pointed out that on1y
one of the change orders was included in the packet.
Councilman Blake asked if the change order gives a net figure for the final amount.
Mr. Wanlass said "I do not think we are done. "
Councilman Blake asked how much is left in the budget funds .
Mr. Wanlass said about $20,000.

Councilman Blake asked Mr. W an1ass if he thought there would be more change orders on the
1
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library.
Mr. Wanlass said he has a call into the contractors, but they have not responded back. He said
there is still one issue that needs to be addressed, which is the west wall where there is water
floating down it. He said they are trying to determine whose fault it is that there is water floating
down the west wall.

Councilman Blake said that would be an insurance issue.
Mr. Wanlass said the issue regarding the west wall is covered under the contractor's insurance.

Certified Tax Rate
Mr. Wanlass said he received the certified tax rate from the County. He passed out a copy of the
certified tax rate.

Councilman Blake asked if the certified tax rate is what the City expected.
Mr. Wanlass said the certified tax rate is lower than what was expected.
Councilman Blake asked how much lower is the certified tax rate from what was expected.
Mr. Wanlass said the certified tax rate is about $75,000 less than what he expected.
Councilman Blake asked if the County sets the rate.
Mr. W anlass said that the County does set the certified tax rate. He explained that the County
bases the certified tax rate on what they received last year. He stated that property taxes always
stay neutral. He explained that growth is really the key to setting the certified tax rate.
Councilman Blake asked if the County projects new growth.
Mr. Wanlass said that the County does project new growth.

Adjustments to the Current Year Budget
Mr. Wanlass passed out the adjustments to the current year budget.
Mayor Barratt said the City Council needs to address what it is going to do with the equestrian
park in regards to the $15,000 that the City needs to pay to the County.
Councilman Storrs said that he had been told that Highland City had not paid anything to the
County for the equestrian park.
Mayor Barratt said that Highland City has paid $15,000 plus the running of the water lines. He
said Highland City is going to have to run secondary water as well as culinary water. Mayor
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Barratt pointed out that Highland basically only runs culinary water to the fire hydrants. He said
Highland City will have to run two water lines into the equestrian park. He pointed out that the
County is requesting an 8-inch water line. Mayor Barratt said Highland City only ran a one-inch
line so that has to be worked out. He said Highland is being asked to pay another $5,000 fo r a
total of $20,000 and it needs to run the water lines.
Mayor Barratt said that American Fork City has paid two $5 ,000 payment. One was paid in 1995
and another in 1998. He stated that Lehi City has paid in full .
Councilman Blake asked if it will be closed out, if the City pays the $15,000.
it would be closed out if the City pays the $15,000.

Mayor Barratt said

Mayor Barratt said the Little Buck-A-Roo Rodeo was going to be held at the equestrian park
during Steel Days. He said the Little Buck-A-Roo Rodeo is going to put in a grand stand and a
few things like that. He said there are also other cities that are doing other things at the
equestrian park. He said the County is going to build some pavilions at the equestrian park. He
said the County would like to see American Fork annex the equestrian park into the City, but they
still would like the City to pay the $15,000 that it owes. He said the other cities have paid their
monies to the County and the County would like American Fork to pay its share that it agreed to .
Councilman Storrs asked when Highland City paid in full .
Mayor Barratt said Highland City paid in full in 1998 .
Councilman Blake asked if the City Council saw the changes that he proposed on revenue for the
Fitness Center. The City Council said that it had seen the changes that Councilman Blake had
proposed. He said that it does not look like Carl has included the changes that he requested
because they have not directed him to do that yet. He said his recommended changes should be
made because they make sense.
Councilmember Belmont said she thought the City Council needed another budget meeting before
tomorrow night.
Mayor Barratt pointed out that the budget has to be approved by June 30, 2000 and he stated that
he will be out-of-town beginning on June 30, 2000.
Councilman Blake said that Mr. Wanlass will expect some changes to the budget.
Councilman Storrs said lets get the budget done.
Mayor Barratt suggested that the City Council approve the budget and then the City Council can
reopen the budget and make changes, if needed. He said he saw the notices being printed for the
increases in the Boat Harbor Fees and Recreation Fees.
Councilman Blake said he would like to see the changes made in the initial budget for the
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Recreation Center because it "sets an expectation level." He said the changes that he is
recommending are things that the City Council have talked about and he said it would be more
prudent to make those expectations on the revenue side up-front and then watch it throughout the
year and the City Council can still make changes. He said he would like the expectations to start
at where the City Council would like them to be, especially on the revenue side because there are
things that can be done to increase revenues. He pointed out that Dale Gunther suggested that
the City can make more on concessions. He said lets put it in the budget that the City expects to
sell more concessions.
Councilman Hampton said they do not want the operating budget to be geared to higher
expenditure levels.
Councilman Blake said the target is $50,000 transferred from the General Fund. He said "that is
the place on the expenditure side. It reduces that expenditure by $100,000 so revenue is up by
that amount and expenditure is down in the transfer to the General Fund."
Councilman Hampton said that is right.
Chief Fox made a comment on the contingency verses what is anticipated will have to be spent.
He said no one saw that gas was going to go up as high as it has. He reported that the County
Dispatch had an audit done by the State Auditor's Office where the City was charged $1 per call
last year and this year they are to be charged $1 .10 per call, but now the State Auditor's Office is
saying that the City will be charged $9.00 per call.
Councilman Blake asked why the auditor sets the price.
Chief Fox said that South Valley Dispatch charges $8.70 per call.
Councilman Storrs said it is time American Fork City gets its own dispatch.
ChiefFox said that is what he is getting to . He stated that Highland City and Alpine City received
a letter stating that the call rate is going to go from $1 . 10 to $3.00 a call starting in January. He
said that it is interesting that Alpine City and Highland City are the only two cities in the north end
of Utah County that were notified. He said that American Fork City, Pleasant Grove City, and
Cedar Hills never received any notification on the rate increase so that is something that he can't
anticipate. He said within three years the goal is to have each call cost $9.00 . He stated that
Tom Paul, Chief of Police for Pleasant Grove City is fairly sure he can operate a dispatch center
and charge less than $3 .00 per call.

It was discussed that American Fork City pays about $62,000 a year to the State for 911 calls. It
was also discussed that Pleasant Grove pays about $60,000 a year for 911 calls. Councilman
Blake asked how much American Fork City pays per call to the State. Chief Fox said that he does
not know how much is paid per call.
Chief Fox said ifPleasant Grove took over the dispatch services instead of using the County, they
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would realize about $180,000 right up-front. He said Pleasant Grove figures that they would
have three new full-time dispatchers and four part-time dispatchers. He said Pleasant Grove City
figures they would have three stations that run the entire time. He said that he just wants to gear
the City Council up for using shared services because he believes that is probably what is going to
have to happen whether it is in six months to a year from now.
Councilman Hampton asked if shared services means North Utah County.
Chief Fox said that when he says shared services he is referring to North Utah County. He
pointed out that Pleasant Grove is currently not on American Fork City's channel and said it
would be nice to have Pleasant Grove on the same channel as American Fork. Chief Fox stated
that he just found out about the possible rate increases per call today.
Mayor Barratt stated that there is still the issue of the County Pound and the 800 megahertz.
ChiefFox pointed out that it would cost $18 per radio per month forever, if the City goes to 800
megahertz; which would be $1 ,400 a month rent forever . He said the City has some tough
decisions to make.

(

Mayor Barratt said that the City currently pays $8,000 to the County Pound and there is talk that
the County wants to contract out the service, which would cost the City between $8,000 and
$3 8, 000. He said the City either has to come up with their own pound or sign up with the
County.
Councilman Hampton said it sounds like Lindon, Pleasant Grove, American Fork, Highland, Lehi,
Alpine, and Cedar Hills ought to petition the State to create their own county.
In reference to Councilman Hampton's above comment, Councilman Blake said that is an
approach, if all communities would join together.
Mr. Bennett pointed out that the south end of Utah County is doing their own animal control.
Chief Fox said it is cheaper for citizens and they probably are better served, if the cities would
combine their services in a lot of these areas that have been talked about tonight.
ADJOURNMENT
Councilman Storrs moved to adjourn. Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion. All
were in favor. The meeting adjourned at 5:51 p.m.

1::=:ra~
Deputy Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
JUNE 19, 2000
NOTICE OF SPECIAL SESSION AND AGENDA
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Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in Special Session on June 19, 2000, in the American Fork City
Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 4:00p.m. The agenda
shall be as follows:
SPECIAL SESSION
1.
2.
3.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Discussion and action concerning the bond propositions.
Adjournment.
2000.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
JUNE 19, 2000

(

ATTACHMENT

SPECIAL SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a special session on June 19,
2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 4:10 p.m.
Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont, Don
Hampton, Tom Hunter, Ricky Storrs, and *Keith Blake.
Others
present included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn, Jay Christensen,
Kevin Bennett, Jack Wixom, Eric Migacz, Jason Gabers, and Barbara
Christiansen.
DISCUSSION AND ACTION CONCERNING THE BOND PROPOSITIONS
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the meeting was to determine
where, what, why, and how with regard to the bond. He had no idea
what was being done and if he did not understand, he was not sure
the public was going to understand. There would be two choices on
the bond election. One choice would be police and courts and the
second was "X" amount of dollars to be put toward fire and
ambulance.
*Councilman Blake arrived.
Councilman Hampton stated that each was a separate proposition.
Mayor Barratt expressed the concern that he had as that they needed
to focus on one issue and that was the police and courts. They had
no idea as to what they were going to build with regard to fire and
ambulance.
In his opinion they did not need to build anything
right now.
It would be two years before the police and courts
could be ready.
Mayor Barratt continued that was already done and was water under
the bridge.
He did not believe they were going in the right
direction.
If the bond was defeated, they only had the option of
another bond or use a building authority.
Councilman Blake asked why he felt it would get defeated.
Mayor Barratt stated the people would vote yea or nay ...
Councilman Hunter felt that the citizens would vote in favor of it
when they learned the City was getting $4 million on it from the
courts.
Councilmember Belmont stated that the public felt like what good
was it to defeat something when the City would bring it back again.
Mayor Barratt stated that he had met with some of the Senior
Citizens and they told him that if the fire and ambulance was a
part of the bond, they would defeat everything.
1
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Councilman Hampton stated that it was not
separate proposition all together.

a

package

it was

a

Mayor Barratt noted that he had asked his co-workers about what
they thought.
They reported to him that they would vote against
it.
Councilman Hampton felt that both groups would support both
propositions if they were educated right.
He believed that Bill
Jacob and Janice Otteson were right on track with their
recommendations along with Councilman Storrs'. He did not think it
was a mystery at all. He thought if on proposition two, they went
out and simply said that their first intent was to build at the
park on Third East and Main Street and if checking it out, it was
determined that it was not the best place to go, then plan B was to
renovate the existing facility. If they went to the 300 East Main
site it would cost "X" number of dollars and if they stayed and
renovated it . would cost "Y" dollars.
With the enthusiasm of the
people that were in the community that were backing it, he did not
think there was a mystery at all .

(

Mayor Barratt did not want to sit by at the tail end and be a "told
you so."
He wanted the Council to know up front that there were
concerns in the community.
One of the questions being asked was
why should we have the courts? How much does the court cost us?
He noted that the City was going to spend another $54,000. He felt
it was a lot easier to focus on one issue and get the public
educated.
The senior citizens had no idea that the courts were
giving the City $4 million toward the bond. The only way they have
of educating them was through the newspaper, flyers that came to
the door, and through public hearings. The senior citizens that he
talked to saw that little letter, and it was too much to read, and
they had to get a magnifying glass to read it.
Councilman Hunter stated that they needed to get people out door to
door .
Mayor
going
going
hours

Barratt stated that whatever they did wrong last time was not
to work this time.
He asked the Council if they were now
to proceed with the Design Build team. He noted that the 100
had been used up.

Councilman Hampton stated that was decided a month ago.
Councilmember Belmont commented that she was against it but that
the rest wanted it. She preferred an architect and then the hiring
of a general contractor.
Councilman Blake felt that there was some wisdom in scaling back
the fire and ambulance.
Mayor Barratt asked if they were directing the Design Build Team to
design fire and ambulance to go at 300 East Main.
Councilman Hampton stated a good share of it was already done .
2
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Councilman Storrs added that if it was decided not to go there,
then they needed to remodel the existing facility.
Councilman Blake noted that one issue was that it may be a long
time until there was a need for full time fire and ambulance. What
they needed to do was to set a budget.
Carl Wanlass questioned whether there could be an either/or bond
proposition.
Councilman Hampton commented that they could set a maximum and in
the education process explain what would happen. The proposition
would not say that the Courts was going to pay half of it either.
He set the record straight that they were not considering the 400
North Center location.
Councilmember Belmont noted that a real effort would be needed to
educate the public.
Carl Wanlass felt that having two locations on the proposition
confused the issue. Councilmember Belmont agreed.
Councilman Blake commented that if the approach was well thought
out, it would pass.
Mayor Barratt commented that 300 East Main Street was an
undesirable location and the fire and a number of residents did not
like it. The fire did not like it due to access to State Street.
Councilman Hampton felt
location.

that

it could be kept

to the existing

Mayor Barratt stated that at the last bond election there were a
number of people that asked why it was needed to tear the building
down.
Councilman Hampton commented that if they were going back to the
one location on Center Street and if the fire department was
supportive, then that was where it should be. They could restrict
it to that location.
Councilman Blake stated that the tradeoff was that the downtown
block was scarce on parking.
Councilmember Belmont noted that when she asked Peter Moyes about
the height of the building, whether it was two or three stories, he
was not sure.
Mayor Barratt explained that the Design Build Team would design
what the police and courts would look like.
Councilman Hampton noted that each proposition would have "not to
exceed amounts."
Councilmember

Belmont

supported
3

the

first

proposal,

with

no

(

increase in taxes.
second proposition.

She was nervous about raising taxes for the

Carl Wanlass commented that for the $8 million they would get the
buildings but maybe not all the site work.
Mayor Barratt stated that the motion last Council meeting included
landscaping. He asked what that meant.
Carl Wanlass added that the landscaping could be phased.
Councilman Blake stated that they could reallocate the $1.2 million
in the contingency fund for capital improvements and for debt
service for the buildings.
It sent the message that they were
putting the litigation behind them. The budget was an expectation
and a plan and it was part of the plan to solve the litigation.
Carl Wanlass noted that the $1.2 million was in the water fund. A
transfer of the money could take place upon notification of the
users.
Mayor Barratt stated that the water department would be needing
that money for a well or a water tank in the next few months.
Councilmember Belmont asked about the sale of the convalescent
center as there was a lot talk about that.

~

Mayor Barratt responded that Heritage did not want to buy it for
the appraisal value.
They have asked the appraiser to look at a
couple of items as they felt that the appraised value was too high.
He felt the Council would need to cut some City services to get an
$8 million bond with no tax increase. Heritage was getting things
worked out.
Councilman Hampton explained that the focus today was to give
direction to MHTN and Jacobsen on the two proposals.
He felt
Councilman Blake did an outstanding job in the hearings.
He
thought the footprint was pretty well decided, but the vertical
needed to be designed.
The Council just needed to follow up on
their decision of last Council meeting to have them do the design
work including the vertical and to also tell them that in a
completely separate proposition, they want to focus on renovating
the existing ambulance and fire. They need to provide the Council
with the information as to what the entire project would cost.
With regard to landscaping, they did not want an asphalt jungle
when they were completed. Landscaping should include the fountain
north of the Apollo Hall but not the Harrington property.
Councilman Hampton continued that Councilman Blake should work with
the Design Team closely to convey all of the thoughts that were
brought out at the hearings.
Mayor Barratt stated that landscaping would include from 100 North
to Main Street, Center Street to 100 East; the fountain; and did
not. include any of the Harrington property. He asked if they were
4
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going into the ground one level .
Councilman Blake stated that it was decided that preliminarily it
would be two stories on the west side and three stories on the east
side . It would not be submerged .
Eric Migacz, MHTN, explained that there were strong feelings to
partially submerge the building.
The drawings provided at that
time did not show a submerged building .
They showed that the
police would occupy the ground level and the courts would occupy
the second and partially the third level. It cost more to go down
than to go up.
Those involved in the hearings wanted to see a
smaller footprint.
In the studies before the last bond election,
they arrived at the thought that they would provide some shell
space for the courts.
Councilman Blake stated they needed to c.onfirm with the courts
whether they wanted expansion space.
Mr. Migacz explained that they did not proceed with any other work
since the last work session.
It was higher than the Harrington
building on the east about 15 feet plus the roof .
Councilman Hampton noted that it was a nice looking building and
would become a focal point, an attraction, and a destination. He
believed that it represented from the committee studies and from
the hearings, what Councilman Blake felt to be what most people
wanted.
Mayor Barratt thought that it was not good because they were
squeezing it in and trying to pack too much into too little.
Councilman Blake asked Mayor Barratt to elaborate on his thoughts.
Mayor Barratt felt that it was going to be way too tall and out of
proportion with where it was going to be placed.
They were
building in obsolescence. He felt at some point in time they would
need more ground for the police and courts system.
It was his
opinion that the better option was the closing of Church Street.
Mayor Barratt stated that the Design Build Team was going to
provide a price on the total landscaping including the fountain;
they were not going to sink the building; they were going with a
Design Build Project.
Carl Wanlass asked that they address the June 15, 2000, letter from
Jacobsen Construction. The letter is included as an ATTACHMENT to
these minutes.
Councilman Hampton asked what had not been addressed.
Jack Wixom, Jacobsen Construction , stated that the fee for services
needed to be discussed .
It was proposed that they put in an
additional 100 hours for Jacobsen at $45 per hour and 100 hours for
MHTN at $50 per hour.
5
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Councilman Hampton felt it was really key to involve Councilman
Blake all the way along as he had Chaired the meetings and had
conducted the hearings.
It was now simplified in that they were
only going to look at renovating the current site in proposition
two.
Councilman Storrs asked if it was cheaper to build new rather than
to renovate.
Mr. Wixom responded that they had not done a seismic evaluation of
the building. There had been no program written to describe that
use of space.
Eric Migacz commented that in the 1995 Richardson Building study,
seismic upgrade was looked at and it was not a small number.
Councilman Blake noted that it may be better to leave both sites
for fire and ambulance available on the Bond as there were some
concerns.
Councilman Storrs wanted to see the recommendation as to the cost
implications of renovating the existing building.
Councilman Blake felt that the options should remain open.
proposition would still be a "not to exceed figure."

(

The

Jack Wixom did not have any other questions.
Eric Migacz explained that they had made some gross assumptions on
the site plan, but before they put that it in the public record,
they needed to make sure that the police and courts were okay with
them.
Councilman Blake suggested that on the fire and ambulance building
that they should look at what it could be scaled back to.
They
would need to get with the user departments to see what was really
wanted.
Eric Migacz appreciated the time constraints and with a week to go,
they still needed to meet with the user groups.
Councilman Blake stated that what was important right now was to
get the costs.
They could still have public sessions in July in
preparation for the Bond in August.
Mr. Migacz did not know that the 100 hours included time for public
meetings.
Mr. Wixom explained that what they have was a conceptual assessment
and that they had not looked at alternative building concepts that
may have a cost savings.
Councilman Hampton asked if they needed to get back together in a
couple of days. They would need the Bond Resolution on the agenda
for the next Council meeting.
6
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Mayor Barratt stated that they would get the estimates back by
hopefully Thursday.
Councilman Hampton commented that they would need to include the
answer to Councilman Storrs' question about the difference between
building new and renovating the existing building.
Mayor Barratt stated that they would be providing costs on
landscaping and building. He asked for a motion to give direction
to MHTN and the Design Build Team.
Councilman Blake moved to move forward as outlined in the letter,
with the change that the fire and ambulance be expanded to review
the program of the fire and ambulance and that they would estimate
the number of hours to do that.
Under the landscaping plan they
had outlined the costs for doing that. The 100 hours for Jacobsen
and 100 hours for MHTN be approved also.
Councilman Storrs
seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Councilmember Belmont asked if the landscaping would address the
street .
Mayor Barratt stated that they had only eliminated the Harrington
Property.

(

Eric Migacz clarified that it included both sides of Church Street
and the parking north of the Harrington building that the City
owned.
Jack Wixom explained that the site plan was drawn assuming that
there would be some trade offs on boundaries.
He asked if they
should proceed as designed.
Councilman Blake stated that they should proceed with that
assumption.
That would all need to be confirmed before it was
finalized, but for estimate purposes it could proceed with that
assumption.
Mayor Barratt asked if there was anything else.

There was not .

ADJOURNMENT
Councilman Hunter moved adjournment at 5:04 p.m.
Belmont seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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June 15, 2000

Mr. Cart Wanless, City Administrator
American Fork City
31 North Church Street
American Fork, Ut. 84003
RE: American Fork Public Safety Buildings

Dear Carl,
As you are aware, the American Fork City Council voted Tuesday night to move forward with
preparations for an August bond election for both the Police & Courts and Fire & Ambulance
portions of the above referenced project. We anticipate that presentation materials and a cost
estimate will be needed to help present this approach to the city.
Currently we have completed the initial phase of our design/build contract. We also offered
American Fork City 100 hours of pro-bono work to help redefine the direction of the project, an-i
have completed this commitment. We anticipate that the following items may be required to

(

prepare for the bond election:
Ponce & Courts Building:
1.
Main Block Site Plan (currenuy completed).
2.
Conceptual floor plans. These should be Coordinated with the anticipated building users
(police and Utah State Court), as well as reviewed by the city.
3.
Conceptual Elevations. These need to be developed in conjunction with input fonn the

city.
4.

Construction cost estimate.

Main Block Site pevelooment:
1.
Construction cost estimate to landscape adjacent to the new Police & co.urts building.
2.
Construction cost estimate to develop the remainder of the north portion of the block,
including the parking area between the existing Public Safety building and the Harrington
building, the north •hair of Church Street, and the new •road• between Center Street and

1oo East Street.

3.

Construction cost estimate to develop the south portion of the block, including the south
.. hair of Church Street. This work would eventually be done as apart of a Special

Improvement District.
Each of these estimates would be based off the current site development site plan.

Fire & Ambulance Building:
1.
It is anticipated that we will re-use the cost and space information contained in the
program, and set the bond to match these previous documents. If the bond election
passes for this portion then this will be defined in greater detail.

•
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We anticipate 100 hours for Jacobsen Construction to pertonn the required cost estimating. and
100 hours for MHTN to complete the conceptual floor plans and elevations. We suggest that we
be retained to perform these services on an hourly basis at a discounted rate of $451 hour for
Jacobsen Construction, and $50.00/hour for MHTN Architects. We would also propose that if the
bond election passes, and the conceptual design and estimating can be used to proceed forward
with the projed, that these costs be absorbed by our team as part of the next phase of the
contract
Please let us know if we have correctly anticipated the required scope of work. and how you may
wish for us to proceed.

on WIXOm, Jr.
sident Business Development

n Construction
Cc:

Mayor Ted Barratt
Peter Moyes
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
JUNE 27, 2000
NOTICE AND AGENDA

,.J

Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on June 27, 2000, in the American Fork City
Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p.m. The agenda
shall be as follows:
PUBLIC HEARING
7:15 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding adjustments to the
fiscal year ending June 30, 2000, budget.
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period- limited to two minutes
per person.
Presentation of Arlo Shelley as the 2000 Steel Days Grand
Marshal.
Report from the Family Literacy Center.
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports.
Mayor's report.
ACTION ITEMS

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.

9.
10 .

Review and action on a Resolution amending the fiscal year
ending June 30, 2000, budget.
Review and action on a Resolution adopting the fiscal year
ending June 30, 2001, budget.
Review and action on a Resolution adopting the fiscal year
ending June 30, 2001, capital improvement budget.
Review and action.on a Resolution establishing the Certified
Tax Rate.
Review and action on a Resolution to provide for a 4. 4%
increase in the garbage service rates.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving an increase in the
Municipal Energy Sales and Use tax from 5% to 6%.
Review and action on a Bond Resolution calling for the holding
of a Bond Election on August 8, 2000, for the purpose of
constructing City buildings.
Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method
of satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the
plat recorded.
a.
Review and action on the final plat of Callililly Place
Subdivision at 805 North 200 East.
Review and action on the granting of a Beer License for
Irmita's Mexican Restaurant at 291 East State Street .
Review and action on the selection of RB&G Inc . as consultants
1

11.
12 .
13 .
14.
15.
16.
17 .
18 .
19 .
20.
21.

for the trail system design work.
Review and action on the selection of Horrocks Engineers for
the West Main Street Park & Ride Project.
Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders.
Report and action on Planning Commission items.
Review and action on the June 13, 2000, minutes .
Review and action on the June 15, 2000, work session minutes.
Review and action ont he June 19, 2000, special session
minutes.
Review and action on the June 22, 2000, work session minutes.
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
Review and action on entering into an Executive Session to
discuss litigation.
Review and action on a settlement agreement.
Adjournment.

Dated this 19 day of June, 2000.
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Richard M. Colborn
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
JUNE 27, 2000
NOTICE AND AGENDA
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Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on June 27, 2000, in the American Fork City
Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p.m. The agenda
shall be as follows:
PUBLIC HEARING
7:15 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding adjustments to the
fiscal year ending June 30, 2000, budget.
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period - limited to two minutes
per person.
Presentation of Arlo Shelley as the 2000 Steel Days Grand
Marshal.
Report from the Family Literacy Center.
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports.
Mayor's report.
ACTION ITEMS

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.

9.
10 .

Review and action on a Resolution amending the fiscal year
ending June 30, 2000, budget.
Review and action on a Resolution adopting the fiscal year
ending June 30, 2001, budget.
Review and action on a Resolution adopting the fiscal year
ending June 30, 2001, capital improvement budget.
Review and action . on a Resolution establishing the Certified
Tax Rate.
Review and action on a Resolution to provide for a 4. 4%
increase in the garbage service rates.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving an increase in the
Municipal Energy Sales and Use tax from 5% to 6%.
Review and action on a Bond Resolution calling for the holding
of a Bond Election on August 8, 2000, for the purpose of
constructing City buildings.
Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method
of satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the
plat recorded .
a.
Review and action on the final plat of Callililly Place
Subdivision at 805 North 200 East .
Review and action on the granting of a Beer License for
Irmita's Mexican Restaurant at 291 East State Street .
Review and action on the selection of RB&G Inc . as consultants
1

11.
12 .
13.
14 .
15.
16 .
17 .
18.
19.
20.
21.

for the trail system design work.
Review and action on the selection of Horrocks Engineers for
the West Main Street Park & Ride Project .
Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders .
Report and action on Planning Commission items.
Review and action on the June 13, 2000, minutes.
Review and action on the June 15, 2000, work session minutes.
Review and action ont he June 19, 2000, special session
minutes.
Review and action on the June 22, 2000, work session minutes.
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
Review and action on entering into an Executive Session to
discuss litigation.
Review ·and action on a settlement agreement.
Adjournment.

Dated this 19 day of June, 2000.
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL J\1EETING MINUTES
JUNE 27, 2000

(

ATTACHMENTS (2)
PUBLIC HEARING - 7: 15 P.M. - RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMJ\1ENT REGARDING
ADJUSTJ\1ENTS TO THE FISCAL YEAR ENDING JUNE 30; 2000; BUDGET
The American Fork City Council met in a public hearing on June 27, 2000, in the City Hall,
commencing at 7:15p.m. Those present included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel
Belmont, Keith Blake, Don Hampton, and Ricky Storrs. Others present included Carl Wanlass,
Howard Denney, Melanie Marsh, Terry Fox, Robert Scutt, Merv Brown, Mr. & Mrs. Bill Jacob,
Paul Walgren, Paul Christensen, Lynell Fox, Pharis Blackhurst, Daniel Copper, Larissa Kanno,
Arlo Shelley, and Barbara Christiansen, a member of the press.
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive public comment regarding the
budget for fiscal year ending June 30, 2000 .
Mr. Wanlass said the three funds that are involved with the adjustments are the following :
1.
2.
3.

General Fund
Special Revenue Fund
Capital Improvement Fund

Councilman Blake asked if the adjustments to the budget are about $172,000.
Mr. Wanlass said the General Fund will be increased $172,700, which would take the adopted
budget from $8,960,300 to $9, 133 ,000 .
Councilman Blake asked what the main source of the change was coming from.
Mr. W anlass said on the revenue side the biggest source of the decrease is in the area of sales
taxes and property taxes and the biggest sources of increases are from fines and court fees and
miscellaneous revenues, which is the sale of the fire truck to Cedar Fort and contributions from
fund quality surplus of $200,000.
Councilman Blake asked what the primary increase on the expense side of the capital
improvements is.
Councilman Hampton said "that is just moving the bond over."
Mr. W anlass explained that there are three primary things that increased the expense side of the
capital improvements (1) a grant of $27,000 from the Department of Justice that was never
budgeted for (2) $40,000 for the sell of the fire truck and (3) some increased funding from the
Literacy Center to help offset some of the costs on the Literacy Center Construction Project.
Mr. Jacob said "You had $27,000 from the courts?"

1

Mr. Wanlass said it was not from the courts. It was from the Department of Justice. It was two
grants that the City received.

(

Mr. Jacob said "What is the Special Revenue Fund? What part of the revenue fund would that
be?''
Mr. Wanlass said "That is just what it is called. Special Revenue Fund."
Mr. Jacob asked "Flowed out where? To the General Fund?''

Mr. Wanlass said it is flowed out to the General Fund then transferred to the Capital
Improvement Fund to be expended.
Mr. Jacob asked what the grant was for.
Mr. Wanlass said the grant was for police department equipment.
Councilman Blake asked about what the income that the City received from "seized things."
Mr. W anlass explained that there was very little income that came from seized things this past
year. He explained that on the Special Revenue Fund, the seizure income budget was decreased
because the City did not receive anything. He stated that Interest Earnings was increased by
$600.
Councilman Blake asked what balance the Special Revenue Fund has.
Mr. Wanlass said the balance on the Special Revenue Fund is about $67,000, which is basically
the loan proceeds.

Councilman Blake said "so this is the loan proceeds from when the City had the old Chipman
Warehouse Building and sold it and put it into a separate fund . This increased by $600 this year."
Mr. Jacob asked "What old building are we talking about?"

Mr. Blake said "The sell of the Chipman Warehouse Building."
Mr. Jacob said "That is $350,000 in there. The elusive thing is there is $389,000."

Councilman Blake said he was asking Mr. Wanlass what the balance is in the fund and Mr.
Wanlass indicated it to be about $67,000. He said "This year adds $600 ."
Mr. Wanlass said "The cash is here. I am taking care of history."
Mr. Wanlass said the Capital Improvement Fund had an adopted budget of 19 million dollars
because it was anticipated that $15 million in bonds would be sold for the construction of the City
Center, which is was Councilman Hampton was just referring to .

(City Council Minutes - June 27, 2000)
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Mr. Jacob said "So, not budgeting for $15 million?"
(

Mayor Barratt said the $15 million is not budgeted for .
Mr. Jacob said he saw some puzzled looks on some faces so he just wanted to clarify things.
Councilmember Belmont said some departments have surplus in their budgets and asked if the
surplus goes back in the General Fund. Mr. Wanlass said "it stays there and is re-budgeted. It
depends on what the item is. Generally, if it is a capital improvement item, it is re-budgeted for
the next year."
There being no further comment, the hearing adjourned at 7:28p .m.
REGULAR SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in regular session on June 27, 2000, in the City Hall,
commencing at 7:30p.m. Those present included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel
Belmont, Keith Blake, Don Hampton, and Ricky Storrs. Others present included Carl Wanlass,
Howard Denney, Rod Despain, Kevin Bennett, Melanie Marsh, Jay Christensen, Mr. & Mrs. Bill
Jacob, Lynell Fox, Arlo Shelley, Reid Shelley, Janice Shelley, Pharis Blackhurst, Daniel Copper,
Larissa Kanno, Debbie Hansen, Tiffany Ritchie, Lorraine Vance, Sheri Fraughton, Robert Scutt,
Mary Fox, Merv Brown, Carma Swain, George Brown, Paul Walgren, and Barbara Christiansen,
a member of the press.

(

Mayor Barratt led the audience in the Pledge of the Allegiance and Merv Brown offered the
prayer.
Mayor Barratt excused Councilman Hunter because he was in Denver on a family activity. He
also excused Richard Colborn because he was out-of-town.
TWENTY MINUTE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD - LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES PER
PERSON
Mayor Barratt stated that the twenty-minute public comment period is not for items that are
currently on the agenda.
Robert Scutt said that he is concerned about Item #7 on the agenda, which is regarding bonds for
new City buildings. He said it has only been 255 days since the voters defeated the last bond
election with a three to one vote. He said the new library is a "gross waste of space." He also
said "It could be used for the Fire, Ambulance, and Police Departments with the City Hall
remaining where it is. The nation is facing a very unstable government with the threat of Clinton
possibly passing an executive order giving the United States to the United Nations." He also said
that bonds are a bondage. He asked why the rush after only 8 12 months since the defeat of the
bond last November. He suggested that the City wait until January to see what kind of a
government the country will have. He said "I am afraid that we are going to be in a lot of
turmoil." He said that he has heard the costs have been increased to cover the old plans. He
asked how much the costs have gone up.

(City Council Minutes- June 27, 2000)
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Mayor Barratt said that the bond issue is Item #7 on the agenda and as he stated earlier, the
twenty-minute public comment period is not for items currently on the agenda. He said Item #7
will be discussed later in the meeting.
Mr. Scutt said "This is the only place that I could say it. I come first here. I oppose any more
debt by the City buildings since so many people are working two jobs and can't survive." Mr.
Scutt said that the City was not very responsible in putting Item #7 on tonight's agenda because it
is election day and because it is around the 4th of July. He said he thinks more people would
have come to the meeting if it was not election day and not around the 4th of July.
Mr. Scutt said he does not see any need to increase the garbage service rates.
also concerned about House Bill 320 regarding Questar.

He said that he is

Paul Walgren asked what kind of indebtedness did the City incur from the library. He said there
ought to be more information considered before the City takes up any additional indebtedness.
George Brown expressed concern about the City having a drought this year. He said "The
artesian wells around town are drying up. There is a drought in eastern Utah. I am very
concerned about the American Fork City water supply. There is nothing in the budget now or the
past budget that will address paying for the 1900 acre feet of water from the CUP . I know that
technically it is owned by the Metropolitan District, however that was done purposefully so that if
it had too much water it could sell some of it. The City can't sell water that it owns. Need to
take a careful look at that because the wells that the City have have never been adjudicated as to
the amount of water that the City can draw off those wells. They were purchased from the
American Fork Irrigation Company and the American Fork Irrigation company used them as
supplemental water rights. There are a lot of problems with American Fork City water. The most
fundamental purpose of government is to provide clean water."
Mr. Brown said the City needs to take a hard look at the water and make sure that it pays for that
CUP water. He encouraged the City to take another hard look at a treatment plant at the mouth
of American Fork Canyon. He said if the City decides to take the American Fork Irrigation
water and convert it to an underground water source by changing the point of diversion, it will
lose its priority rights. He explained the importance of priority rights.

Sheri Fraughton said she would like to back up what Mr. Brown has to say because she goes to
the weir with her husband. She explained that the weir runs from 5.5 to .6. She said the weir is at
.74 right now. She said what Mr. Brown is saying is very scary and very true. She said water is
a very scary situation in American Fork. She said that she hopes the City takes a very hard look
at the water situation. She said that there is much developing going on and much development
that is being proposed and she would hate to be a citizen in American Fork and not have enough
water supply. Mrs. Fraughton asked the City Council to please consider what Mr. Brown has just
discussed.
Daniel Copper said that a couple months ago he asked how one goes about removing the "no
parking" on Grant Avenue.
Mayor Barratt said that as far as he knows the no parking on Grant Avenue was part of what

(City Council Minutes - June 27, 2000)
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Mr. Grant negotiated on the sell of the property that was given to him.
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Mr. Copper asked if the road was given to Mr. Grant.
Mayor Barratt said that is correct.
Mr. Copper asked if the road belongs to the City.

Mayor Barratt said Grant has the right not to have his property blocked.
There was some discussion that property owners on Main Street have been given rights to limit
parking time on Main Street because some people were parking on Main Street for 8 hours a day.
After discussion about limiting parking on Main Street, Mr. Copper again asked what it would
take to be able to remove the no parking on Grant Avenue.
Mayor Barratt said the City would have to do some investigation into allowing parking on Grant
Avenue. He said that he has been told that one of the reasons that there is no parking on Grant
Avenue is because Mr. Grant had the right not to have his business blocked.
Mr. Copper said Mr. Grant's business is not blocked.
Paul Christensen said another reason that there is no parking on Grant Avenue is so that the fire
trucks can get down that street.
Chief Fox said part of the reason there is no parking on Grant Avenue is because of safety issues.
He said the governing body at one time made the commitment that there would be no parking on
Grant Avenue so that Mr. Grant's business would not be blocked. He said the commitment the
governing body made about no parking on Grant Avenue is no different than the commitment that
was made to the residents that live up by the American Fork High School, which is that people
can't park in the cul-de-sacs across from the High School during the day time.
Mayor Barratt pointed out that Grant Avenue is a narrow road.
Mr. Copper said Grant Avenue is as wide as any road in American Fork City.
Mr. Jacob said as he recalls in January 1998, the Planning Commission allowed the Alpine Court
Development to build a parking lot north of Grant Avenue. He said "I do not see a parking lot.
Do we enforce that or what?"

Councilmember Belmont said that Mr. Otterstrom came back and asked for a change in his plan.
She asked Mr. Denney to explain the changes.
Mr. Denney said staff met with Mr. Otterstrom today. He said Mr. Otterstrom is trying to find
out what it would take to get a building permit and provide the bridge and parking lot. He stated
that Mr. Otterstrom still needs to provide some water rights.
Mr. Jacob said he thought Mr. Otterstrom was supposed to put in the parking lot in order to meet
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the parking requirements for the first phase.
(

Mr. Despain explained that Mr. Otterstrom was granted a delay in the actual construction of the
parking lot.
Mayor Barratt said there should be adequate parking.
Mr. Jacob said the problem would be solved if the parking lot were put in.
Mr. Copper continued to press the issue of people being allowed to park on Grant Avenue and
Mayor Barratt finally said that it is a safety issue and said the City made an agreement that there
would not be parking on Grant Avenue. He said he is not going to change things to allow parking
on Grant Avenue. He said if the City Council wants to address it, then it will be discussed . He
said he believes no parking on Grant Avenue is for the best interest of the community. He said
he definitely does not want a safety hazard on Grant Avenue.

Mr. Copper said "That is all I wanted to here."
INTRODUCTION OF AMERICAN FORK ROYALTY FOR 2000
Mayor Barratt introduced Larrisa Kanno, Miss American and Tiffany Ritchie, 2nd Attendant. He
also stated that Hilary Dehaas is the 1st Attendant, but she was not present. He congratulated
the American Fork Royalty for 2000.
PRESENTATION OF ARLO SHELLEY AS THE 2000 STEEL DAYS GRAND MARSHAL
Mayor Barratt introduced this item and turned the time over to Merv Brown, Steel Days
Chairman.
Merv Brown stated that the American Fork Steel Days Celebration will start a week from
tomorrow. He said the committee has worked very hard to present a world class celebration. He
pointed out that the float has won several awards this year. He explained that this year the
Children's Parade and the Flag Ceremony will be combined to make those events stronger. He
invited the City Council to attend as many events at they can. He stated that this year's theme for
Steel Days is "Proud Heritage, Bright Future."
Mr. Brown said the committee received a lot of wonderful nominations for the grand marshal and
it was a difficult choice. He said the committee chose Arlo Shelley as this year's grand marshal.
Mr. Brown introduced Arlo Shelley and presented him a plaque.

Mr. Shelley said he has always taken great pleasure in American Fork. He said he admires those
that serve on the City Council. He said that he has seen a lot of great things happen and expects
to see a lot more great things happen. Mr. Shelley said American Fork is a great city. He said
that when he was teaching school he was "dumbfounded" when someone asked where American
Fork is. He expressed his appreciation for being honored to be this year's grand marshal.
REPORT FROM THE FAMILY LITERACY CENTER
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Mayor Barratt introduced this item and turned the time over to Lorraine Vance.
Ms. Vance passed out a summary of the volunteer hours at the Literacy Center, which is attached
She said the volunteers that help at the Literacy Center
to the minutes as ATTACHMENT # 1.
do not want anyone to know that they are volunteering their time. She said the Literacy Center
has had wonderful support from the citizens of American Fork. She stated that Chief Fox has
had a fun run to raise money for the Literacy Center and some local businessmen have offered
$1 0,000 for one hour of service. She pointed out that the Literacy Center has had more than
30,000 hours of service.
Ms. Vance said American Fork is a great place to live and the Literacy Center is receiving a lot of
support. She said the Literacy Center is making a difference in lives. She explained that all the
children who come to the Literacy Center have to have a library card. She said the people who
volunteer at the Literacy Center are trying to teach the children to develop a love of reading.
After Ms. Vance's presentation, there was applause.
REPORT OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR
Mr. W anlass reported that today he met with what is part of a selection committee in conjunction
with two board members from Central Utah Water Project and five other city administrators from
North Utah County to select a consultant as part of the plan Christine Fox presented to the City
Council. He said the consultant that is selected is to perform a study of the municipal water
requirements for North Utah County. Mr. Wanlass said tomorrow the consultant will be
selected. He noted that the report is to be completed by December of this year. He stated that
the estimated cost is right around $80,000.
Councilman Hampton asked if $80,000 is the total.
Mr. Wanlass explained that the six communities together will pay $40,000 and CUP will pick up
the balance.
COUNCIL REPORTS
Councilman Blake expressed his appreciation to Mr. W anlass for his report, which is consistent
with what George Brown was indicating earlier on the water needs. He explained that part of the
study that Mr. Wanlass mentioned is to look at a potential treatment plant at the mouth of the
canyon.
Councilman Blake said he is impressed to see the diversity of activities that Steel Days will be
having. He said there is something for everyone.
Councilman Blake said that when the Library Board met one of the members who knows
someone in one of the South American Countries told them that they saw the library book brigade
on the news in one of the South American Countries. He said he would like to see more people
serving.
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Councilman Storrs reminded everyone to get their carnival tickets. He said it is very possible that
the Blackhawk Show will sell out. He encouraged everyone to get tickets to Blackhawk, if they
have not got them yet.
Councilman Storrs said that Tony Merihew wanted him to relay a message to the City Council.
He said that Tony Merihew really gave him a hard time when the City first bought the Harley
Davidson Motorcycles for the police, but now he is really glad the City has them because the
police officers who ride them have really done a good job with traffic enforcement because the
speed in his neighborhood has slowed way down. He said the Mr. Merihew told him that getting
the Harley Davidson Motorcycles is the smartest thing that the City has ever done.
Mayor Barratt said that he has had a lot of comments on the "speed wagon." He said a lot of
people are amazed at how fast they are really going.
Councilman Hampton said on his street the average speed is dropping.
Councilman Hampton said Downtown American Fork Inc. will be reporting at the July 11, 2000,
City Council Meeting.
Councilmember Belmont reported that the work on the rear entrance to the Senior Citizen Center
has begun. She also reported that last Tuesday she attended the IHC Ground Breaking, which
she said was very impressive. She said the hospital is going to double in size.
Councilmember Belmont also reported that she was fortunate enough to obtain tickets to Gordon
B. Hinckley's Birthday Party and so she gave them to some people who she knew would like to
go and the people she gave them to had a wonderful experience.
Mayor Barratt stated that when the hospital was built it cost $16 million and pointed out that the
expansion is going to cost $3 2 million. He pointed out that Jacobsen Construction is doing the
hospital expansion. He explained that hospital ratings range from level 1 to level 7. He said that
a level 7 hospital can do a transplant. He pointed out that Utah Valley Hospital is a level 6.
Mayor Barratt said after the hospital is expanded it will be a level 5.
MAYOR'S REPORT
Mayor Barratt said that UDOT Region 3 is currently designing the Pleasant Grove-Lindon
Interchange on Sam White Lane. He noted that an open house is scheduled on June 29, 2000,
from 6:00p.m. to 8:00p.m. at the Lindon City Center for the public to provide comments on the
interchange.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR ENDING
JUNE 30: 2000 BUDGET
Councilman Storrs moved to approve the resolution amending the fiscal year ending June
30, 2000, budget. Councilman Hampton seconded the motion and expressed his
appreciation to Mr. Wanlass for the miraculous job that he does. He said it is not getting
any easter.
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Mr. Brown asked if the new library came in under budget.
Mr. W anlass said the new library is about right on budget.
Mayor Barratt stated that two more change orders have been submitted and said there is one
more change order coming so he does not know what the exact amount is yet.
Mr. Wanlass said the new library is going to be within about $20,000.

Mr. Brown said if the budget is going to be passed tonight, the City Council ought to know what
the exact amounts are.
Mayor Barratt said the City does not have the final change orders.
Mr. Brown said without the final change orders, the City ought to know what the amounts are
now. "It has been asked four or five times. It is not a brand new question."
Mr. Wanlass said it is about $4,750,000 .

Mr. Brown said "that is a good basis for commendation when you do not know what the amounts
are. I think we ought to tie these things down because we need to know how much those funds
are so that we can utilize them for the retirement of the debt bond."
Councilman Blake said "there is a sheet that recaps the exact amounts. "
Mr. W anlass said that he did not have the sheet with him.
Councilman Blake said the sheet that recaps the exact amounts is a public document that Mr.
Brown could pick up .
Mr. Brown said "you ought to know those things, if you are going to open a budget and change
it."
Councilman Blake said "that crosses two fiscal years. It is an issue. The City Council does have
those amounts and has reviewed them. There is about $20,000 remaining. "
Mr. Wanlass pointed out that there are a couple hundred thousand dollars remaining because they
have not paid for everything.

Councilman Blake asked if it was encumbered.
Mr. Wanlass said it is encumbered and he is right that there is about $20,000 left.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.
Those voting aye: Councilman Hampton, Councilmember Belmont, Councilman Blake,
and Councilman Storrs. Voting was unanimous. The motion carried.
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REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE FISCAL YEAR ENDING
JUNE 30; 2001; BUDGET
Councilman Blake passed out a copy of some changes that he would like inserted into the budget.
A copy of Councilman Blake' s recommendations is attached to the minutes as ATTACHMENT
#2.

Councilman Blake moved to approve the resolution adopting the fiscal year ending June
30, 2001, budget with the modifications that are stated on Page 1 and Page 2 down through
Item #4 under the recommended modifications to the operational budget for the year 20002001.
Councilman Blake explained that the first two recommendations in his proposal recommend a
preamble to the budget that encourages the creation of a nonprofit organization in the community
to seek donations, which would be directed by the Neighborhood Councils. He said the second
recommendation encourages department heads to facilitate service hours donated by the
community. He explained that volunteer hours will be counted at $10.00 per hour and suggested
that a target of about $250,000 in donations and services be set. He said he would like to set a
hope to have a million dollars in service and donations because American Fork is that kind of
community.
Mr. Jacob said "I read Mr. Blake's proposal. Who is going to be the nonprofit organization? Is
this going to be a separate organization with no ties to the City Council?"

(

Councilman Blake said yes.
Mr. Jacob asked "The City will fund this?"
Councilman Blake said no. He said donations will fund it.
Mr. Jacob said "The City will have no influence? None of you will sit on the board?"
Councilman Blake said some may sit on the board. "What is suggested is that the Neighborhood
Councils coordinate it."
Mr. Jacob said "But that is a City appointment."

Councilman Blake said "They are all volunteer."
Mr. Jacob said "Appointed by the City. There is an ethics problem under the Ethics Act, if you do
that plus you can violate the 50 1-C3 Organization, if there is any indirect control because of use
of funds . I suggest that you proceed with great caution." He encouraged the City Council to get
some outside legal counsel.

Councilman Blake said "That is good counsel. " He said the intent would be to encourage a
nonprofit organization that would be designed to solicit donations. The nonprofit organization
would be organized with some volunteers in it.
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Mr. Jacob said "If it (nonprofit organization) is involved with any strings to the City, the City will
not get it (it probably referring to donations) . For instance, if someone wants to donate to the
Literacy Center anonymously then someone has to purchase a cashier's check and bring it to the
City because it has to be made out to the City and a lot of people would like to donate to the
Literacy Center, but they do not want the City to know who they are. If going to have a real
nonprofit corporation, let's do it and have no strings to the City."
Councilman Blake said that is exactly the way it should be.
After much discussion on the nonprofit organization, Councilman Blake discussed his
recommended changes to the operational budget. He suggested that the General Fund Transfer
supporting the Fitness be $50,000. He suggested some ways that revenue could be increased at
the Fitness Center. He pointed out that Dale Gunther has volunteered to do some consulting
with the Fitness Center in order to help increase the revenue by selling more concessions.
Councilman Blake suggested that the City should continue to fund the domestic violence
elimination and mitigation program started by some grants.
Chief Fox explained that there is a new line item in the budget this year of $1 0,000 to fund the
City's portion against the shared program with the north end communities. He said the City did
try for two grants and it received one grant. He said the projections shown between $10,000 and
$13,000 are right. He explained that the City provides a car and will get credit for mileage this
year so that should bring the budget down to about $10,000.
It was discussed that the City is going to fund what has been asked for from the people involved
with the domestic violence elimination and mitigation program.
Councilman Blake discussed Item #3 on Page 2 under recommended changes to the operational
budget. He stated that the current budget shows about $120,000 in increased revenue from the
neighboring communities. Councilman Blake's proposal suggested that the library operational
revenue be increased by $145,000. Mr. Wanlass explained why he had reduced the operational
revenue down to $120,000 and Councilman Blake was comfortable with the $120,000 figure.
Mr. Brown had a question about the neighboring communities of Alpine, Highland, and Cedar
Hills participating in full pro-rata operational costs of the American Fork Library. He clarified
that the neighboring communities are not looking at paying the debt, but just looking at paying the
operational costs.

Councilman Blake said that is correct.
operational costs.

The neighboring communities will just pay the

Mr. Brown asked "Why not include the pro-rata cost of the debt?"
Councilman Blake said the neighboring communities have interest in the long term of having
facilities in their cities and they would like to see an inner library consortium. He said by having
that debt portion out separate, they can approve the funds in their communities and over time
build a branch library or an inner library consortium.

(City Council Minutes- June 27, 2000)

11

(

Mr. Brown said it is a good model concept, but the key is that if you are going to share in a
facility; they are going to have to pay the same as the resident share in the facility; otherwise
American Fork City will be giving away something at less than fair market value. He said you
have to receive a fair market value return for whatever asset.
Councilman Blake said that is on gifts.
Mr. Brown said that is on anything. He said "I do not have a problem with other communities
participating in the library, but I think it is critical to the citizens of American Fork that whoever
comes into participate, participates in the same cost for both debt and operation as the residents
of American Fork do . It is imposed on American Fork Citizens." Mr. Brown said it is not
appropriate to let a citizen from another community who is not participating in the repay of the
debt to come in and have the same benefit as someone who is paying for the debt. He said it is a
good idea, but it needs to be expanded.

Councilman Blake said "It is a judgement issue, but the community here retains the asset. Asset is
here in the community."
Mr. Jacob said "It does not become an asset until the liability is paid off."

Councilman Blake said "right."
Mr. Jacob said, "That is the problem. As a citizen I am paying for the facility and paying the prorated use so I am paying more than someone in Highland or these other communities." He said
the citizens in the other communities are "not shouldering any burden on the capital acquisition of
the asset, but we (residents of American Fork) have paid for the liability so there is no relief from
the tax payer. The tax payer takes all the risks and the other people get the benefit. We ought to
consider having them take the risk and we pro-rata with them. That is really come eat at my table
, but one of these days I may not be able to fill it up. It just does not sound like the County to me,
it we claim we have an asset that is not paid for. It has to be offset by a counterbalance in
liability. The arithmetic does not work out."

Councilman Blake said "Here is the reason that makes it fair. The basis of the debt service we
have already paid and we have the building. By allowing them (other cities) to accrue their debt
service they will then over time build buildings and it will be just the reverse. They will build a
sub-library. They will pay for it 100% and we will get the same benefit of being able to go to
their library in the same basis they come here. Absolutely a mirror image. A mutual fair
exchange."
Mr. Jacob said "The public voted to build the library for the use of American Fork Citizens. They
shouldered the burden in order to get the benefit and now you are going to keep the burden on
them and make them pay for that and give someone else the benefit they do not have to pay for .
It does not make sense."

Councilman Blake said "This is what I described. This is what makes it fair. "
Mr. Jacob said "No, it does not because they have to build it in order to do it."
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Councilman Blake said "Yeah."

(
Mr. Jacob said "When are they going to get that done."

Councilman Blake said "They will be able to accrue some funds for debt service. They will put
them into their own funds. Build their own building and then when they do, we (American Fork
Citizens) will be able to go their (other communities' libraries) and use their building just like they
come to ours. Absolutely mutual exchange."
Daniel Copper asked "Why would American Fork want to do that?"
Mr. Jacob laughed and said "Why would we want to do that when we have our own."

Councilman Blake said "Because we are a community that opens our arms and welcome the
cooperation with our neighboring communities and they do the same with us. Just live in a great
area."
Councilman Blake stated that the Library Board has looked at this extensively and it feels like this
is a very doable approach and the library is already built. "We have already paid those monies.
We already have that debt and responsibility so the point is if they will come in and pay their
operational costs, bearing full operational costs and saving their own funds to build their own
facility at some future point when they are ready to. Just a good cross mutual benefit. We have
the responsibility for our library regardless of whether they contribute this $140,000 or not."
Mr. Jacob said "I think you are wearing a Santa Clause Suit."
Councilman Blake said "Thank you."
Paul Walgren asked if the citizens from other communities pay for using the American Fork City
Library.
Councilman Blake said the other communities (Alpine, Highland, and Cedar Hills) would pay.
Mayor Barratt stated that the nonresidents would have to buy a library card.
Mr. Walgren said "If I go to the Pleasant Grove Library, I would have to pay?"
Councilman Blake said "Under this arrangement, the City would pay. Combined cities of
Highland, Alpine, and Cedar Hills, if they agree to participate, would have to pay a lump sum of
$150,000 per year operational to American Fork City for their residents to be able to get a library
card just like the residents in American Fork. The particular City would pay the funds for their
residents to participate."
Mr. Jacob asked "How come Pleasant Grove City does not give this same deal?''

Councilman Blake said "Pleasant Grove has their own library."
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Mr. Jacob said "Let them go cut the deal with Pleasant Grove."
Councilman Blake said "We do have significant participation from Lehi and some from Pleasant
Grove and they pay."
Mr. Jacob said "Let them cut the deal instead of American Fork."

Councilman Blake said "It is a judgment issue."
Mr. Jacob said "I am sure it is."

Councilman Blake stated that the Library Board has reviewed in detail the proposal of other cities
paying the full operational costs and it feels that it is appropriate.
A citizen asked if there have ever been any "demographics contained" to know how many citizens
from the surrounding communities come in and use the library. He said if one of the cities pays
American Fork $150,000 and there are only 10 from one community and 30 from another
community, then American Fork City is making a very good dollar per return on the people using
the library, but he said if 1000 people from another community come use the library and only pay
$995, then they are getting in mighty cheap. He said he is wondering if the library has ever
conducted any kind of study as to how many from outlying cities are coming to the library in
order to help people understand the idea that is being presented because $150,000 is a lot of
money and if the library is only being used by a meager amount of people, then really that is a
great idea. He said it needs to be put in a dollar per person count.
Councilman Blake said "good point." He said the other communities would be paying American
Fork City as if 100% of their people were going to use American Fork City's library. He said it
is just pro rated population. He stated that the city will always pay 100% of their pro-rata portion
and if fewer residents use the library, then it will be more of a benefit to American Fork City.
The citizen said it would be a good idea if the library would track how many nonresidents are
using the library.
Councilman Blake said the library does track it.
Mr. Wanlass pointed out that there are 200 nonresident cards currently issued.

Councilman Blake explained that since the new library has opened, there have been 400 to 500
new library cards issued of which 200 are nonresident cards.
Barbara Christiansen stated that at the last Library Board Meeting, Christie reported that the City
collects about $1 ,502 from nonresident fees .
In reference to Barbara Christiansen's above comment, Councilman Blake said that is an
interesting figure compared to $150,000 with his proposal.
It was further discussed that there needs to be tracking done as to how many people from the
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neighboring communities use the library and it was discussed that the library is tracking how many
nonresidents are using the library.
Councilman Hampton said they will have to watch this new program this year very carefully.
Mayor Barratt explained that the other cities have not had the proposed program approved yet.
He said at this point it is just wishful thinking.
In response to Mayor Barratt's above comment, Councilman Blake said that is correct. He said
there is genuine interest by the other cities, but their city councils have not approved the proposed
program yet.
Councilman Blake discussed Item #4 on Page 2 of his proposed recommendations. He said he is
suggesting that the lease payments on the Heritage Convalescent Center be brought current and
that they be given a three-month period to bring them current and if they do not do that, the City
ought to renegotiate the lease in September to a fair market value or consider the sell of the
facility. He said there is an appraised value now and representatives from Heritage have
indicated that they have the financial backing to buy the facility, which he thinks the City should
look at selling.

Mr. Jacob said "They are defaulting on their lease payments?"
Councilman Blake said "That is correct. That is my understanding."
Mr. Jacob said "This big cash cow I've been told we've got is defaulting on its lease payments. I
believe that the City has no business being in competition with commercial lessors. My
understanding is that the lease payments; if they make them, the City has to pay taxes on them. It
is a taxing transaction to us. I do not think it is justifiable as an investment, especially when we
charge off our portion of maintenance onto it. The City has no business being in competition
commercially. If the City would sell that asset, especially if they are defaulting on their
payments."
Councilman Blake said "We should not be their banker. That is the point."

Mr. Jacob said "That is what I am getting to. We sell that asset, we could take the sell of that
asset and construct the 2 million dollars that we project in here on the other page for the fire and
ambulance thing. You say 8 million for the courts and police department building. It is a no
brainer. We have no tax increases. Plus, what is there on the bond a 1.2 million that is left on
that bond up there? (referring to the Heritage Convalescent Center Building)"
Councilman Blake said "About a million, I think."

Mr. Jacob said "I encourage the City Council, gosh I did not know they were in default, but now I
especially urge you to consider selling that asset out there especially if they have shown interest
and have financial backing to do it. Bring the money to the City coffers. Let's move on and get
everything taken care of Thank you ."
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Councilman Blake said "It gives us a setting for discussion with them. Their lease is in place now
and if they become current, they have the right to maintain it."

(

Mr. Jacob said "If they defaulted on their lease, it is over. It is over. "
Councilman Blake said "That is what we are suggesting here."
Mr. Jacob said "That is the law of the land."
Councilman Blake said "Yes it is."
Mr. Jacob said "You don't have to do anything. Just foreclose it. Kick them out. Do what you
have to do in business."
ChiefFox said sarcastically "Yeah, kick all those old people out."
Councilman Blake said "There ought to be a reasonable period of time to have some discussions ."
Mr. Jacob said "I say kick the lessor out. Collect the rent yourself Get rid of the building."
After discussion on Item #4 regarding the Building Lease Fund, Councilman Blake said Item #3
under modifications to the operational budget, should be adjusted to $120,000 instead of
$145,000 because it is pro-rated for nine months.
Mr. Brown said "Notwithstanding the exceptions that people have taken to put some details in
Councilman Blake's proposal here, I really want to commend Councilman Blake for taking this
approach because I think overall this is an excellent proposal for the budget. I appreciate that
very much. Withstanding a little differences of opinion on specifics, I think this is a great
proposal."
Councilman Hampton clarified whether the motion includes under Item 1A on Page 1 of
Councilman Blake's proposal, Mr. Jacob's caution that the City make sure that there is not City
participation in the nonprofit organization and that it is independent from the City completely.
Mr. Bennett said the proposal alludes to the Neighborhood Councils being involved and that
would be inappropriate because they constitute an arm of the City.
Councilman Blake said he would concur with changing the language in his proposal to say
that it is independent from the City and would also concur with striking the clause that
says Neighborhood Councils. He said the reason for striking Neighborhood Councils is
because it is "quasi independent" and that is the reason the Neighborhood Councils really should
not be involved. I concur with striking Neighborhood Councils in both cases where it refers
to it in Item #1 and also in Item #4 in the first preamble section.
It was discussed that Item# 3 is really a memo entry and it is nothing that Mr. Wanlass will be
asked to track on a report.
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Councilman Hampton seconded the motion.
Councilmember Belmont said that she has a problem with some modifications that are proposed
under the capital improvements budget of Councilman Blake' s proposal.
Councilman Blake explained that the proposed modifications that are proposed under the Capital
Improvement Budget are related to the next agenda item.
Councilmember Belmont said she will bring up her concerns under the next item.

Mr. Copper said "This $250,000 nonprofit monies will go to what?"
Councilman Blake said Item # 1 indicates some things it could be donated to, i.e. downtown
beautification.
Mr. Copper said "So, it is money for City projects?"
Councilman Blake said "When the organization is organized their charter would say something
like it says in Item #1 ," which is intended for the benefit of the community. He said the charge is
to solicit donations for the benefit and improvement of our City.
It was discussed that Item # 1 on Page 2 refers to the value of volunteer hours and it was
discussed that no money is involved.
Mr. Copper asked ifMr. Blake's proposal will be a budgeted item.
Councilman Blake said it will not be a budgeted item.
Mr. Walgren said it is in essence a goal.
Councilman Blake said "Exactly. It is a goal. "
Mr. Copper asked where the money that is donated to the nonprofit organization will go.
Councilman Hampton said the money that is donated to the nonprofit organization will go to
whatever the foundation decides. Mayor Barratt said the foundation will determine what the
money is used for.
He said the nonprofit organization will have nothing to do with the City.
Councilman Blake stated that the City Council is just encouraging the organization of the
nonprofit organization.
Mayor Barratt said the City is not going to organize the nonprofit organization.
Mr. Jacob pointed out that the City Council is "inviting" the organization of a nonprofit
organization.
In reference to Mr. Jacob ' s above comment, Mayor Barratt and Councilman Blake said that is
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right.
Mr. Jacob said "The general public is basically what needs to be put in the language. Can't
earmark it or target it."
Mayor Barratt said "correct."
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.

Those voting aye: Councilman Blake, Councilman Storrs, Councilmember Belmont, and
Councilman Hampton. Voting was unanimous. The motion carried.
Mr. Wanlass had a question on the $75,000 increase to the Fitness Center Fund. He asked where
it is to be offset to .

Councilman Blake said offset it to increase revenue and decrease transfer.
Mr. Wanlass said "I have $75,000 to those funds ."

Councilman Blake said "Yes, you do . And we will look at some places to spend it in the next
. "
sess1on.
Mr. Wanlass asked if the City Council had any recommendations on what items should be
included on the revenue side.
Councilman Blake said "In monthly passes and the other revenue. The other revenue included the
child care as well as the concessions."
Mr. Wanlass said he has already increased the fees at the recreation center. "Is it just an arbitrary
increase then?"

Councilman Blake said "It is not arbitrary. It is a judgment."
Mayor Barratt said in the budget "We have increased them 10%."
Councilman Blake said yes.
Councilman Hampton said that what has just been passed will be an educational effort, in which
he feels the City will learn some things.
Mayor Barratt said "I hope we do not learn too big a lesson."
Mr. Jacob said "This is an enterprise fund or whatever you call it. Regardless of what we project
according to City ordinance, when revenues do not meet expenditures, you reduce your
expenditures to meet the revenues. What we are doing is making a proposal and we see what
happens at the end. Is that correct?"
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Councilman Blake said it will be reviewed quarterly.
Mr. Jacob said "You are tying to comply with the ordinance. Is that correct?"
Mayor Barratt said "Going to make an effort at it."
Mr. Jacob said "You have not done it yet."
Mayor Barratt said "They are going to try."
Mr. Jacob said "I want to emphasize that you are taking some steps to try to do it rather than
ignore us like you have in the past."

Mr. Blake moved to accept the budget with those changes.
Mr. Wanlass said the City Council still needs to allocate $75,000.
Councilman Blake said put the $75,000 in the contingency fund.

Councilman Blake moved to approve the budget with the amended changes and put the
additional $75,000 into the contingency fund. Councilman Hampton seconded the motion.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.

Those voting aye: Councilman Hampton, Councilman Storrs, Councilman Hampton, and
Councilmember Belmont. Voting was unanimous. The motion carried.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE FISCAL YEAR ENDING
JUNE 30, 2001, CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT BUDGET

Councilman Blake moved to approve the resolution adopting the fiscal year ending June
30, 2001, Capital Improvement Budget as listed with the modifications that he has
proposed on Page 2 of ATTACHMENT #2 under recommended changes to the capital
improvement budget for the Year 2000-2001. The motion died for lack of a second.
Councilmember Belmont expressed concern about the language in Item # 1 on Page 2, under the
recommended changes to the capital improvement budget for fiscal year 2000-2001 . She is
concerned about what happens if things are not handled amicably and if the litigation is not
disposed of within the fiscal year.
Councilman Blake said Item # 1, which discusses pending litigation is an expectation.
Councilmember Belmont said she has a problem with Item # 1 because of the things that have
come up in the past. She said she is worried that things may not be handled amicably.
Councilman Blake said "We are not guaranteeing it."

(City Council Minutes- June 27, 2000)

19

(

Mr. Bennett asked why put Item #1 under recommended modifications to the capital
improvement budget in the budget. He said "If we want to work towards it, why say it? We
don't know and it does not do anything for us until it is a done deal. "

Councilman Blake asked "Why put any numbers into a budget?"
Mr. Bennett said numbers are put into a budget because that is a plan. He said a budget is not a
hoped for dream. He said Item# 1 is a plan and the City can't make a plan on a pending lawsuit.
Councilman Blake said "Oh, I think we should plan on it."
Mr. Jacob asked if the $1.2 million is an earmarked fund?
Mr. Bennett said the budget is "a set of plans, not a set of hope fors or expectations." He said a
budget is something that one measures what one did.
Councilman Blake told Mr. Bennett that he was "crossing a fine legal line."
Mr. Bennett said "I might be."
Councilmember Belmont again expressed her concern about including Item # 1 in the budget
because things might not be amicable at all.
Mr. Bennett said Item # 1 does not sound like a budget item and this is a sensitive issue and
something that is still pending.
In reference to the $1.2 million that is in the Contingent Liability Fund, Mr. Walgren said if the
pending litigation is not amicably disposed of the $1.2 million that was going to go to other
needed projects like parks can't be put in the other part of the budget.
Councilman Blake said the $1.2 million is not going to be put in the other part of the budget.
said the $1.2 million is in a contingency fund, which means the money is set aside in case
something happens.

He

Mayor Barratt said the City Council can address the issue of the $1 .2 million when things are
resolved with the litigation and the City actually has the money to allocate to other projects. He
said he does not think that Item # 1 needs to be included in the budget. He said Item # 1 is hoping
the $1 .2 million is going to be there and he said hope should not be there.
Councilman Blake said he is fine with removing Item # 1 from his recommendation.
Mr. Brown said "If the Home Builders Association is successful and the court strikes down those
increases in hook-up fees for sewer and water, the City can still turn right around and pay the
money to the Home Builders Association and the individual landowner, then the City can turn
right around to the individual landowner and say the impact fees were at $3 ,000 for the water
hook-up and whatever for the sewer hook-up and tell the individual homeowners that they have
to pay the City because they can't have the service for free ." He said the City actually makes
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money if the City loses the lawsuit based upon the impact fee analysis. Mr. Brown said "there is
no danger with the lawsuit. If the City loses the lawsuit, the City can go pick up the meters." He
said the City wins no matter what.
. Mayor Barratt expressed concern about whether it was a win-win situation, if the City has to pick
up meters.
Councilman Blake said Mr. Brown is talking about a hypothetical situation.
Mr. Wanlass said legal counsel did not agree with what Mr. Brown is saying about making the
individual homeowners pay the impact fees or pick up the meters if they do not pay.

Mr. Brown said "you have no choice. You have to do the market value analysis . If the
Homebuilders Association wins, the City will get back more money when it charges the impact
fees because now you know what the costs are and you have to charge what you know those
costs are. It is a win-win for the City no matter what happens. What Councilman Blake has
proposed works well in the budget because you are not going to lose anything."
Councihnan Blake said the money will still be there, if Item # 1 is removed from his proposal. He
said he concurs with taking Item # 1 from his proposal.
Councilman Storrs expressed concern about Item #2 under recommended changes to the capital
improvement budget for the Year 2000-200 1 because he wonders where the money will come
from.
Councilman Blake said additional funds could be put in the contingency fund.
Mayor Barratt asked where the funds will come from.
Mr. Jacob said "Take it from the sell of the Heritage."
Councilman Storrs said the Heritage is going for something else.
Mr. Jacob said "We do not need it all. I will show you when we get to Item #3" of Councilman
Blake's proposal.
Mayor Barratt said Item #2 will be deleted from the proposal.
Mr. Jacob said he would like to discuss Item #3 .
Mayor Barratt said Item #3 is actually going to be discussed under Item #7 .
Mr. Jacob said if the City Council wants to wait and talk about Item #3 until agenda Item #7 he
will wait and talk about it then.
Councilman Blake said that he would like to see the bond issue budgeted for.
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Councilman Hampton said all of Councilman Blake's objectives are outstanding, but he is just
wondering if the City Council should wait until certain actions materialize before it tries to modify
a budget by Councilman Blake' s proposed recommendations. He said the City Council can
modify the budget throughout the year as things happen.
Mayor Barratt recommended that the City Council go ahead and pass the Capital Improvement
Budget and if they need to open the budget again throughout the year it can.
Councilman Blake discussed Item #5 of the proposal. He said the funds are still there in reserve.
Mayor Barratt said he has met with Horrocks Engineers and staff and the City is currently in the
process of doing some things and those things will come to the City Council. He said it is not like
nothing is happening. He said the City has already looked at secondary systems with Horrocks
Engineers. He suggested that the professionals be allowed to work through things and come to
the City Council and suggest what needs to be done.
In reference to Mayor Barratt's above comments, Councilman Blake said the City could do that if
the money still stays in the reserve account and not in the capital improvement account. He said
"it was not in the original. It was just placed there a few days ago and it seems like the money is
still there."
Mr. Denney pointed out that if Item #5 is approved as an amendment to the budget, the General
Plan will have to be rewritten.
Councilman Blake said maybe the General Plan should be rewrote.
Mayor Barratt said the General Plan is not going to be rewritten.
Mr. W anlass explained that what Mr. Denney is saying is that if it is indicated in the budget that
the water tanks are going to be taken out of the General Plan, the General Plan is going to have to
be amended.
Councilman Blake said that he is fine with not including Item #5 in the proposed capital
improvement budget, "with the understanding that the City Council can review this in detail and
approve it as time goes on. Just as long as there is not a default assumption that because it is in
the General Plan that it is approved."
Mr. Wanlass explained that it still has to come back to the City Council for the appropriate type
of action for approval for any type of project or funding .
Councilman Blake moved to approve the Resolution adopting the fiscal year ending June
30, 2001, capital improvement budget. Councilman Storrs seconded the motion.

Mr. Copper said there does not seem to be anything budgeted for property acquisition for
cemetery expansion.
Mayor Barratt said right now the City does not project that the cemetery will be expanded, but if
the cemetery needs to be expanded right away, the City hopes to be able to find some money
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somewhere.
Mr. Copper asked if there is a reason for not projecting the expansion of the cemetery.

Mayor Barratt said "not necessarily a reason."
Councilmember Belmont asked how much money has been set aside for Downtown Inc.
Mr. Wanlass stated that about $40,000 has been set aside for Downtown Inc.

Councilman Hampton pointed out that an economic development director service contract has
been included in the budget.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.
Those voting aye: Councilman Hampton, Councilman Storrs, Councilman Blake, and
Councilmember Belmont. Voting was unanimous. The motion carried.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING A CERTIFIED TAX RATE
Councilman Blake asked if the proposed budget reflects the certified tax rate that was set by the
County.
Mr. Wanlass explained that he budgeted a little more than what the County estimated.
Councilman Storrs moved to approve the resolution establishing a certified tax rate.
Councilman Blake seconded the motion.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.
Those voting aye: Councilman Hampton, Councilman Storrs, Councilman Blake, and
CouncHmember Belmont. Voting was unanimous. The motion carried.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION TO PROVIDE FOR A 4.4% INCREASE IN
THE GARBAGE SERVICE RATES .
Councilman Hampton pointed out that the City Council has already approved an increase in the
tipping fee.
Councilman Hampton moved to table any action on this item. Councilman Blake seconded
the motion.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.
Those voting aye: Councilman Hampton, Councilman Storrs, Councilman Blake, and
Councilmember Belmont. Voting was unanimous. The motion carried.
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REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN ORDINANCE APPROVING AN INCREASE IN THE
MUNICIPAL ENERGY SALES AND USE TAX FROM 5% TO 6%

(
Councilman Hampton moved to table any action on this item. Councilmember Belmont
seconded the motion.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.
Those voting aye: Councilman Hampton, Councilman Storrs, Councilman Blake, and
Councilmember Belmont. Voting was unanimous. The motion carried.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON A BOND RESOLUTION CALLING FOR THE HOLDING OF A
BOND ELECTION ON AUGUST 8~ 2000~ FOR THE PURPOSE OF CONSTRUCTING CITY
BUILDINGS
Mayor Barratt introduced this item and turned the time over to Blake Wade, Bond Counsel.
Mr. Wade pointed out that some minor changes have been made to the bond resolution that was
provided earlier. He stated that the dollar amounts still need to be included in the bond
resolution and once they are included the bond resolution will be complete.
Mr. Brown said that he thinks the library was completed at $110 a square foot. He said the
police/courts building should not be $120 a square foot.
l'v1ayor Barratt said that may very well be the case.
Mr. Brown said that the City has a problem keeping track of its budgets. He said "we do not
know how much we have really spent on a project." He also said "I think we need to keep that
down. When people tell you we are going to spend $120 a square foot, let the contractors and
architects design it that way."
Mayor Barratt reported that the soft costs are $770,000, which include architectural, site tests,
engineering, construction or contractor. He also reported that furnishings (furniture and fixtures)
will be $605,000. Mayor Barratt said the proposed cost for the police/courts facility is
$8,067,000.
Mr. Jacob asked if the $8,067,000 is for both the police/courts facility and the fire/ambulance
facility.
Mayor Barratt said the $8,067,000 just for the police/courts facility. He pointed out that the
proposed police/courts building has been expanded from what they saw earlier. He said it has
been expanded from 45,900 square feet to 50,415 square feet.
Mr. Brown asked what the basis for the expansion is.

Mayor Barratt said the court system has asked for more square footage .
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Mr. Jacob asked if the courts will pay accordingly.

Mayor Barratt said "I am sure they will. The lease is based on square footage ."

(

Mr. Brown said we have not had any hearings on the proposed police/courts building. He said
there has been a month of hearings on the block, but there have not been any hearings on the size
of the building. He asked if there are going to be any hearings on the proposed courts/police
building before the bond election.

Mayor Barratt said by law the City is required to hold hearings on the proposed building.
Councilman Hampton pointed out that Councilman Blake has several times recommended having
hearings on the proposed building.
Mr. Brown asked what happens if the public's recommendation that comes out of the public
hearings recommends that the building be sized differently than what is being proposed for the
bond election.
Mayor Barratt said the City can't go to bond on August 8, 2000, without having the meeting and
approving what is here. He said "The Council at that point in time would, I guess, have to call the
bond off."
Councilman Blake said "It is a budgeted figure so we would anticipate that it would be affective
within that budget."
(
Mr. Scutt said it would be smart to wait until January to hold the bond election because of the
unstable government.

It was discussed that the proposed landscaping is just on the site where the police/courts facility
will be located.
Mr. Jacob asked if there is a breakout on what the courts portion would be.
Mayor Barratt said he does not have a breakout on the courts portion. He stated that he had just
received the figures at about 6:30p.m. this evening.
Councilman Hampton said it shows the actual square footage costs at 5. 9 million.
Councilman Blake said the actual square footage costs are shown at $5 .9 million. He said the
police part is $2 .4 million.
Mayor Barratt said they do not know what the allocated costs are.
Mr. Jacob said "$5.9 million will be paid on the offset of the lease, right?"
(

Mayor Barratt said the City has not talked to the courts so he does not know.
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Councilman Blake said "That is the anticipation."
(

Mayor Barratt said "That is what we are anticipating, but we do not know what they (the courts)
are thinking."
Mr. Jacob said "So that means the remaining $2.9 million would then start moving into our
bonding authority to raise taxes."
Councilman Blake said "This is all within that $8 million budget."
Mr. Jacob said "My understanding is that we have $5 million bonding without raising taxes."
Councilman Blake said "No, we have at least $8 million."
Mr. Jacob said "The court's portion is offset by the lease. If we subtract that from the $8 million
that is the amount we move into that $5 million in General Obligation Bond without raising
taxes."
Councilman Blake asked the bonds for both of them.
Mr. Jacob said "That is correct, but the other is not going to cause the tax payer any money. No
brainer part. Now we have used $2 million of the $5 million. We can move into the fire and
ambulance with the other $2.2 million. Sell the Heritage and we can cash flow the City. Do these
other things. Let's get on with it without a tax increase. Get the money for your sidewalk and
the whole works."
Councilman Hampton said the courts are not going to be taking $6 million of the $8 million.
Mr. Wanlass said "We don't know that figure yet. It has only been estimated at about $4 million
for the court.
Councilman Hampton said the two items that are specifically for the courts do not total $6 million
dollars.
Councilman Blake said "They do not because they pro rate the other items too . That is just a
partial proration."
Mr. Jacob "That is what the public needs to know. What is it going to be for each one?"
Councilman Blake asked is there is a reason the City is not looking at a revenue bond for the
court 's portion and a G.O. Bond for the other portion.
Mr. Jacob said "Because the public wants to make a decision. "
Councilman Blake asked if a revenue bond would be approved.
Mr. Wanlass said a revenue bond would not be approved .
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Councilman Blake asked if a portion could be pulled out to do a revenue bond.
(

Mr. Wanlass said a portion could be pulled out, but if the police portion failed the General
Obligation Bond; then there would just be a courts facility.

Councilman Blake said "You would not have to make the decision to do a revenue bond until the
other had happened. The decisions would be made simultaneously." He suggested that the
General Obligation Bond be just for the portion that would not be in the revenue bond portion.
Mr. W anlass said the City does not know what the figure is right now.
Councilman Blake said "We have some good budget ranges of what it would be just like we have
the $8,067,000. That is what I am asking, how to break that portion out. We could estimate and
pro-rata that from these figures. Is there an advantage in having a revenue bond."
Mr. Wade said it may be difficult to break out portions for the bond issue where there is only one
facility. He pointed out that the interest rate on a revenue bond will be higher than it would be
for a G.O . Bond.
Councilman Blake said it sounds like one reason not to do a revenue bond is to help reduce costs.
Mr. Wade stated that costs of issuance on a revenue bond are higher than they would be on a
G.O . Bond.
Mr. Walgren asked what happens to the budget if the bond is not approved.
Mayor Barratt stated that there will be some bonding expenses that will have to be paid. Mr.
Wanlass stated that there will also be some election expenses that will have to be paid for .
Mr. Walgren asked what happens to pay increases and increased expenses for operating, if the
bond is not approved .

Councilman Blake said "They are not affected. The immediate effect would be that the City
would not receive the funding from the courts. They (the courts) have shown a willingness to
fund about half the costs of this $8 million to build a court/police facility, which would utilize the
downtown area with some reasonable budgets and with half the costs paid by the courts." He
stated that if the bond is not approved, the courts will probably go somewhere else.
Mr. Jacob said "When it is paid for we should have the asset."

Councilman Blake said a new police/courts facility will revitalize the downtown area and the
police really need a new facility .
Mr. Walgren said that he does not question the need at all. He said he questions the effect that it
will have on the budget, if the bond is turned town.
Mr. Jacob said "The need was there in November and it is still there. Address the need. If we

(City Council Minutes- June 27 , 2000)

27

can address the need without increasing taxes, it is a no brainer, let's do it."
(

Councilman Blake said if the bond is not approved, it does not impact the operation budgets.
Mr. Brown said the question Mr. Walgren is asking is how is the budget impacted if the bond is
not approved and the answer is that if the bond is not approved it does not impact the budget.
Mr. Walgren said it seems that the City Council needs to find a simple, straight forward,
understandable proposal so the citizens understand the need and understand that the bond is the
right thing to do . He said the more complicated the proposal gets, the City will be out of luck.
He said the voter by and large does not understand budgeting or how the City operates. He said
he does not think that the City is at a point where it can easily explain to the citizens the proposal.
Councilman Hampton agreed with Mr. Walgren's above comments. He said the City has some
educating to do.
Mr. Brown asked why the City does not know to tonight how much is going to be paid by the
courts and how much is going to be paid by the City.
Mayor Barratt said the courts have not approved what the City is going to do because of the time
frame that the City was on. He pointed out that the courts just met with the design build team
today.
Mr. Brown said the City is premature. He said the City should not be going out to bond, if the
City does not know who is going to pay what. He said there have been no hearings. He said it
troubles him that the City is going to ask people for millions of dollars in bond debt and the City
does not even know the figures.
Mayor Barratt said the City will have public hearings.
Mr. Brown said if the City does not know the figures today, why will it know them in August.
Councilman Hampton said the numbers are here, but they have just not been discussed with the
court. He said it looks like to him that the courts will probably pay about $4.5 million of the $8
million.
Mr. Wanlass stated that judicial council has only committed up to $4 million.
Councilman Blake said with the proposed increase in size maybe there will be some adjustment by
the courts.
Mayor Barratt said the courts may increase what they will pay, but it will not be near $5 million.
Mr. Jacob said "Don't they express what they will do in a per square footage rent per year?" He
suggested that some calculations be done to determine what the present value is. He said "The
public ought to know how much is going to be paid so we can ascertain how much we are really
going to have. The no brainer portion. Never could get that last go around eight months ago ."
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Councilman Blake said "For budget purposes, we have indicated that it is about $8 million. Exact
figure is $8,067,000 in the bond. "

(

Mr. Jacob "How much of that portion is a wash."

Councilman Blake said the estimated portion for the courts is $4 million.
Mr. Jacob said the City needs to figure what the court pays per square footage per year.

Councilman Blake said the City needs to have some discussion with the courts about those
figures. He said the reason to move ahead with the budget figures is because the courts even
though, it is difficult to schedule time with them, want to move ahead in a timely manner. The
courts would like to have the facility built in 2 to 2/12 years. He said if the City is going to build
a court/police facility, it has to do the bond now. He said the City can confirm with the courts
the lease payments. He said the courts have procedures that the City needs to follow in order to
participate with them.
Mr. Brown said the people are not going to pay $4 million plus for a police facility. He said the
citizens paid $3.8 million or whatever for a library, but they are not going to put the same value
for a police building. He said the City has to have the figures. He said the proposed bond will
fail again, if the City can't show the people the figures, if it can't show them why it is not going to
increase their taxes, if it can't show why it is a good deal to them.

Mr. Walgren asked how the bond is going to increase his taxes.
Councilman Blake said the bond proposal is planned with no tax increase.
Councilman Hampton said the point Councilman Blake is trying to make is that if the City Council
does not get the bond set up tonight, the City can forget holding the August Bond Election.
Mr. Brown suggested that the City set a $6 million bond. He said if the City sets a $6 million
bond, the City could pay $2 million for the police facility and the courts could pay $4 million.
Councilman Blake asked why Mr. Brown thinks a $2 million facility is adequate.
Mr. Brown asked why Councilman Blake thinks a $4 million dollar facility is adequate.
Councilman Blake said a $4 million facility has been looked at in detail and the proposed facility is
consistent with the size of the community.
Mr. Brown said the proposed plan has not been presented to the public for public scrutiny. He
said the library cost $110 a square foot and it went through intense public scrutiny. He again
stated that there have been no public hearings on the inside of the proposed police/courts facility.
He said the City has to get the figures in the right amount. He said "you either have enough
information to make good decisions or sit down and say work within a budget, which people
would probably support."
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Councilman Hampton pointed out that at $118 a square foot, the first floor would cost more than
$2.4 million. Mr. Brown said the City could probably handle $2.4 million. Councilman Hampton
said there is landscaping that needs to be done, which would bring the costs above $2 .4 million.
Mr. Brown suggested scaling the building down. He said the City Council should have had
public hearings on the building before it came to this meeting.
Councilman Blake moved that the City set some public hearings and also approve the bond
and put the numbers in the bond as being $8,067,000 and use the intent language that he
recommended on Page 3, Item 3 of ATTACHMENT #2.
Mayor Barratt stated that the ambulance construction is only $2,095,000. He stated that
bonding costs are $32,000, soft costs are $205,000 and furnishings and fixtures are $182,000 for
a total of $2,514,000.
Councilman Blake amended his motion to include that the fire and ambulance figure that
was just stated be put in the resolution and stated that those are per the intent language of
Item #3 on Page 3 of ATTACHMENT #2 and that the numbers in his intent language be
the same numbers that have been stated tonight.
Mr. Jacob asked if that includes the fire equipment and ambulance equipment that needs to be
updated.

Councilman Storrs stated that he thinks the fire and ambulance facility can be done cheaper than
what is proposed.
Councilman Blake pointed out that the intent is to do the fire/ambulance and police/courts facility
without a tax increase.
Jay Christensen asked what square footage was given.
Mr. Wanlass said the fire/ambulance facility is proposed at about 15,000 square feet.
Mr. Jacob said "I can hear everyone saying the same thing, but it is not coming across. This is
how simple it is. Just amounts to selling the Heritage and will have all the slush you need to cover
whatever you miss. Not going to cost the tax payers. He said just need to figure out what "the
wash" will be.
Councilman Blake said selling the Heritage is one way of not raising taxes, but he said there are
other ways. He said he has proposed in some of the budget session that the City consider bottling
American Fork Water and selling it in American Fork. He said American Fork has unique water
and it is choice water. He said there are other revenue streams.

Councilmember Belmont said she will not support anything that brings "one penny of taxes with
it." She said it seems like it is possible that there will be taxes. She expressed concern about
putting the bond issue out with two items on it because she is afraid it will scare people. She
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asked how the City is going to educate people that there will not be a tax increase. She said that
they do not have enough time to educate everyone.
Councilman Storrs said the voters have a choice.
Councilmember Belmont agreed that the voters do have a choice.
Councilman Blake said the intent language is also helpful.
Councilmember Belmont said "The intent language means they will put an apple on their head and
you will fire with an arrow. I do not think they trust you with the arrow. Intent all you want.
People are not thinking in that way. I think there is a lack of trust."
Councilman Blake said the citizens wanted more independent choices when the last bond proposal
was voted on and this gives them more choices.
Mr. Jacob said "They will help this pass."

Councilman Storrs said "The key is that you can do it without raising taxes."
Councilmember Belmont said taxes can't be raised.
Councilman Blake said one vehicle to not raise taxes is to sell the Heritage Center. He said the
City could probably raise the franchise tax because American Fork City is lower on its franchise
tax than over communities.
Mr. Jacob said "That has nothing to do with the bond."
Mr. Brown said the intent of the fitness center language was what it would pay for itself and it has
not. He said "Can't go to the public and say our intent is this. You have to set the figures
tonight that will keep it at a no tax increase."
Councilman Blake again amended his motion to include that the figure be rounded to an $8
million dollar bond issue and that the fire and ambulance will be $2,500,000 and to include
the above-mentioned figures in Item #3 of Page 3 of ATTACHMENT #2.
Councilman Hampton seconded the motion and commended Councilman Blake for months
of taking the lead and he stated that he has confidence that Councilman Blake will continue
to lead and communicate the bond proposal simply and clearly to the public.
Mr. Jacob said he is getting uncomfortable now. He asked that the square footage of the
proposed ambulance/fire facility be divided into the $2,500,000 .
Councilman Blake said it is about $119 per square foot.
Mr. Jacob said " $119 X 15,000 is $2,5 00,000?"
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Councilman Blake said "It shows $1 .8 million, then telecommunications at $3 8,000 and some of
the site development," which totals $2,500,000.
Mr. Jacob said "Site development?"

Councilman Blake said "right."
Mayor Barratt explained that there is $100,000 in contingency. He said the site development is
$3 .00 a square foot.
Mr. Jacob again expressed that he is uncomfortable. He said "We need to tell the public. We
need to break this down some way so they understand it."
Mr. Blake said part of the motion was to have some public hearings.
Mr. Walgren said the people will not believe that the City can borrow money without increasing
their taxes no matter what kind of bond is proposed. He said the City needs to sit down with the
public and explain to them either through the newspaper or tv and show them that the bond issue
will not increase their taxes. He said the explanation to the public has to be in understandable
terms.
Councilman Hampton agreed with Mr. Walgren's above comments about making the explanation
about the bond proposal simple and understandable.
Mr. Jacob said "I recommend putting on the next City Council Agenda a resolution to sell the
Heritage Center because as soon as the public smells that they (Heritage) are defaulted (it will not
be good. Don't worry about cash flow, probably get more money if you sell it (Heritage
Building) in the open market. If you do that, you can easily explain that that money when it
comes in will be allocated towards the fire/ambulance facility and that can be put in the motion
and it will ensure that there will be no tax increase. Politically and economically the public will
applaud you for it."
Mr. Wade a General Obligation Bond by definition has the potential to increase taxes, if the City
does not have monies to pay the bond off. He said in other words, the bond holders are entitled
to look to the City's taking power to make the payments. He encouraged the City to be careful
with statements that there is no way taxes will be raised because the budget will ebb and flow over
years and bond holders have the right to look to the taxing power of the City.

Mayor Barratt said the City Council has been warned repeatedly of not representing that there will
never be a tax increase with the bond.
Mr. Brown said "Remember that the people turned down $8 million for the police/courts facility
and the fire/ambulance facility before. You are going to lose." He said the City is turning
around and doing the exact same thing that it did in November and the citizens rejected it.
Councilman Blake said it is not the same thing.
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Mr. Brown said it is the exact thing.

(

Councilman Blake asked Mr. Brown what kind of insurance he would look for. He said "The
responsibility is with the City Council on the budget."
Councilmember Belmont said she is worried and she would prefer to do one project now and the
second project later. She said she has repeatedly said that she will not vote in favor of two
proposals on the ballot because she thinks people will turn them down. She said she thinks people
might vote for one proposal, if it is low enough and if it does not raise their taxes.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.
Those voting aye: Councilman Blake, Councilman Hampton, and Councilman Storrs.
Those voting nay: Councilmember Belmont. The motion carried.

Mayor Barratt said set the hearings for July 13, 20 & 27 from 6:00p.m. to 8:00p.m.
Mr. Jacob said "Based on the experience that we had on the last go around , better have your
numbers on the first one. Better be able to tell them the dollar amount, the breakdown, and be
able to justify the square footage because if you don't we are right back to not enough
information and he can guarantee that the green signs will go up all over town and you will be
done and will have to wait to January. Got to get the information out to the people or you are
through."

Mayor Barratt said "The Council is well aware of that and staff is here and will verify that has
been discussed extensively."
Mr. Brown said "You just passed things that you do not know the numbers on. How can anyone
trust you if you do not know the numbers now when passing it."

Councilman Hampton said the City Council concurs with Mr. Jacob's above comment.
Mr. Jacob said "Just get it done."
REVIEW AND ACTION ON SUBDIVISIONS; COMMERCIAL PROJECTS;
CONDOMINIUMS; AND PUD'S INCLUDING 1) PLAT APPROVAL; 2) METHOD OF
SATISFACTION OF WATER RIGHTS REQUIREMENTS; 3) POSTING OF AN
IMPROVEMENT BOND OR SETTING OF A TIME FRAME FOR IMPROVEMENT
INSTALLATION; AND 4) AUTHORIZATION TO SIGN THE FINAL PLAT AND
ACCEPTANCE OF ALL DEDICATIONS TO THE PUBLIC AND TO HAVE THE PLAT
RECORDED

.a

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE FINAL PLAT OF CALILLILLY PLACE
SUBDIVISION AT 805 NORTH 200 EAST
This item was deleted from the agenda.
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REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE GRANTING OF A BEER LICENSE FOR IRMIT A' S
:MEXICAN RESTAURANT AT 291 EAST STATE STREET

Councilman Storrs moved approval of granting a beer license for Irimita's Mexican
Restaurant at 291 East State Street. Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion.·
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.

Those voting aye: Councilman Hampton, Councilman Storrs, Councilman Blake, and
Councilmember Belmont. Voting was unanimous. The motion carried.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE SELECTION OF RB&G INC. AS CONSULTANTS FOR
THE TRAIL SYSTEM DESIGN WORK
Mayor Barratt said this item is concerning hiring RB&G as consultants for the trail system design
work. He said RB & G has done extensive work for UDOT .
Councilmember Belmont asked Mr. Denney discuss this item.
Mr. Denney said the purpose of this item is to get direction from the city Council. He said on the
federal process, the City does not have to go out for a formal RFP to obtain the consultant and do
the design for the trail system or the park and ride project. He stated that RB&G were highly
recommended as one who follows the federal process and has successfully completed federal
projects. Mr. Denney pointed out that RB&G does not specialize in parks, but Dale Cook, who
worked on the Jordan River Parkway has good credentials and he is the one who would be
supervising RB&G Consultants.

It was discussed that tonight the City Council is just selecting a firm and then once the firm is
selected UDOT will start the contract process. Mr. Denney pointed out that the City's match is
6.8 8 percent.

Councilmember Belmont moved to recommend RB&G Inc. as the consultants for the trail
system design work. Councilman Hampton seconded the motion.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.

Those voting aye: Councilman Hampton, Councilman Blake, Councilman Storrs, and
Councilmember Belmont. Voting was unanimous. The motion carried.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE SELECTION OF HORROCKS ENGINEERS FOR THE
WEST MAIN STREET PARK AND RIDE PROJECT

Councilman Hampton moved to approve the selection of Horrocks Engineers for the West
Main Street Park and Ride Project. Councilman Blake seconded the motion.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.
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Those voting aye: Councilman Hampton, Councilman Blake, Councilman Storrs, and
Councilmember Belmont. Voting was unanimous. The motion carried.
Councilman Blake noted that Horrocks Engineers are a local firm . He said it is nice to use the
local firms when the City can. Councilman Hampton agreed that it is nice to use the local firms.
REPORT AND ACTION ON CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS ITEM INCLUDING CHANGE
ORDERS
Mayor Barratt stated that Change Order # 11 for the library is for the amount of $204 and Change
Order #12 for the library is in the amount of $9,430, which makes the total amount of the change
order $9,636. He said as he stated earlier in the meeting the City is still looking for one more
change order for the library.
Mr. Brown asked what the change orders are for.

Mayor Barratt read the explanation of what the change orders are for.
Councilman Blake reported that the total adjusted contract amount for the library including the
most recent change orders is $4, 131,431.00, which is the figure that was asked for earlier in the
meeting.
Councilman Blake moved to approve the change orders. Councilman Storrs seconded the
motion.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.
Those voting aye: Councilman Hampton, Councilman Blake, Councilman Storrs, and
Councilmember Belmont. Voting was unanimous. The motion carried.

REPORT AND ACTION ON PLANNING COMMISSION ITEMS
Mayor Barratt reported that the Planning Commission at its June 21, 2000, meeting approved
with the conditions the site plan for the expansion at Greenwood Elementary School; approved
with the conditions the site plan for the American Fork High School; approved with conditions
the North Pointe Subdivision second plat at 630 East 1300 South; approved with the conditions
the site plan for Building Eat 630 East 1300 South in the North Pointe Business Park; discussed
changes to the cell tower provisions of the Development Code; discussed Agricultural Protection
Zones, and discussed a proposed Transfer of Development Rights Ordinance. He said a public
hearing will be held on July 25, 2000, at 7:20p.m. for the site plan for Building Eat 630 East
1300 South in the North Pointe Business Park.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE JUNE

13~ 2000~

MINUTES

Councilman Hampton moved approval of the June 13, 2000, minutes with the following
corrections:
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On Page 6, Line 7 "they to proceed" should be changed to "they proceed." On Page 6,
Line 13 "the parking area" should be changed to "all parking areas." On Page 6, Line 14
"Church to" should be changed to "Church Street." On Page 9, Line 45 "either to be
remodeled or to be built" should be changed to "facility either the current public safety
building to be remodeled or a new one to be built." On Page 9, Line 47 "a dollar figure"
should be changed to "dollar figures." On Page 10, Line 10 "added his second" should be
changed to "added the amendment in his second."
Councilman Storrs seconded the motion.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.

Those voting aye: Councilman Hampton, Councilman Blake, Councilman Storrs, and
Councilmember Belmont. Voting was unanimous. The motion carried.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE JUNE 15, 2000, WORK SESSION MINUTES

Councilmember Belmont moved approval of the June 15, 2000, Work Session Minutes.
Mr. Jacob said that he obtained a copy ofthe tape because he was not at the June 15, 2000, Work
Session Meeting. He said on Page 7, Line 12 he would like to make some corrections. He said
"It says Councilman Blake commented that they could use them downtown. Kevin Bennett
suggested that one way to do it was to close the account and liquidate the fund and give it to
downtown." Mr. Jacob said the tape says the following: "Kevin Bennett had suggested that one
way to close the litigation was to close the account and liquidate the downtown." Mr. Jacob
said "I would like those words put in. It was also left out that Mayor Barratt said he consulted
an attorney about the matter and the attorney agreed that that was the way to do it. That should
be in there because if there has been an outside counsel give opinion the public should know. By
the way who was the attorney?"

Mayor Barratt said "Kevin made that statement. I have a friend that I just asked in general
terms."
Mr. Jacob asked "Who is that?"
Mayor Barratt said "Just a friend."
Mr. Jacob said "You made the statement that he has concurred so."
Mayor Barratt said "It was part of a conversation."
Mr. Jacob said "He was not giving legal advice?"
Mayor Barratt said "He was not."
Mr. Jacob said "That is the context you put it in the meeting. I would like that put in there
because this concerns some litigation that he is very familiar with."
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Mayor Barratt asked if the City Council wants to add Mr. Jacob' s additions or does it want to
delay action on the minutes until the tape can be reviewed.
Mr. Jacob said "I would suggest that the tapes be reviewed and just put in the stuff that covers
that."

Councilman Blake suggested that the tape be reviewed.
The motion died for lack of a second.
Councilman Blake moved to table action on the minutes and to review the tapes.
Councilman Storrs seconded the motion.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.
Those voting aye: Councilman Hampton, Councilman Blake, Councilman Storrs, and
Councilmember Belmont. Voting was unanimous. The motion carried.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE JUNE 19; 2000; SPECIAL SESSION MINUTES
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the June 19, 2000, Special Session Minutes
Councilman Storrs seconded the motion.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.
Those voting aye: Councilman Hampton, Councilman Blake, Councilman Storrs, and
Councilmember Belmont. Voting was unanimous. The motion carried.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE JUNE 22; 2000; WORK SESSION MINUTES
No minutes were taken because this meeting was not held.
FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT INCLUDING ACTION ON THE APPROVAL OF CITY
BILLS FOR PAYMENT
Councilman Hampton moved to approve the City bills. Councilman Belmont seconded the
motion.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.
Those voting aye: Councilman Hampton, Councilman Blake, Councilman Storrs, and
Councilmember Belmont. Voting was unanimous. The motion carried.
Councilman Hampton moved to approve the purchase requests over $1,000 as reviewed by
the Finance Committee. Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion.
Mayor Barratt called fo r a vote on the motion.
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Those voting aye: Councilman Hampton, Councilman Blake, Councilman Storrs, and
Councilmember Belmont. Voting was unanimous. The motion carried.
Councilman Hampton said he wants to highly recommend that Councilman Blake visit with Paul
Walgren on the education process for the bond proposal.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON ENTERING INTO AN EXECUTIVE SESSION TO DISCUSS
LITIGATION
Councilman Storrs moved to enter into an Executive Session to discuss litigation. Councilman
Blake seconded the motion.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.

Those voting aye: Councilman Hampton, Councilman Blake, Councilman Storrs, and
Councilmember Belmont. Voting was unanimous. The motion carried.
The American Fork City Council met in an Executive Session to discuss litigation. Those in
attendance included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Keith Blake, Ricky Storrs, Don
Hampton, Juel Belmont. Also in attendance were City Attorney, Kevin Bennett, City
Administrator Carl Wanlass, City Planner Rod Despain, City Engineer Howard Denney, and
Deputy Recorder Melanie Marsh.
The Executive Session concluded at 10:35 p.m.

Councilman Blake moved to return to regular session at 10:35 p.m. Councilman Storrs
seconded the motion. All were in favor.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON A SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
There was no discussion on this item.
ADJOURNMENT

Councilman Storrs moved to adjourn. Councilman Blake seconded the motion. All voted
in favor.
The meeting adjourned at 10:35 p.m.

~PI~

Melanie Marsh
Deputy Recorder
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June 27, 2000

-Expanded Detail

Mayor Ted Barratt, City Council Members, City Administrator
To:
From: Keith Blake, Council member
§'
Re:
American Fork City Budget 2000-2001

kJ

Recommended insertion as a preamble to the budget for the Year 2000-2001:
1.

Recognizing the wellspring of service initiative in our community and the growing, widespread desire of many to participate in the improvement of our community, we hereby
express support and encouragement for two initiatives:
A) The creation of an American Fork City Non-profit Foundation, charged to
solicit donations for the benefit and improvement of our city, its residents and our
surrounding communities. If the American Fork Neighborhood Council
organization is willing, they are encouraged to sponsor this Foundation and .
manage its funds. General donations may be solicited, including residual estate and
estate planning opportunities, as well as donations for specific areas, such as:
City beautification, holiday decoration, etc.;
Downtown Historic Plaza;
Debt reduction;
Arts, music;
Literacy Center,
Library
Parks and trails;
Recreation;
Neighborhood improvement;
Sidewalk, curb improvements.
Etc.
B) Our City managers and directors are charged to facilitate opportunities for
volunteers to help in their departments, allowing broader, meaningful service and
involvement from our citizens and creating a structure where costs of future
expansion are decreased. Within the first quarter of the fiscal year, each
department head will create and regularly update a list of needs where volunteers
may assist. They will maintain a volunteer log, recording an entry for each person
helping, including name, date, hours spent and description. This may be an extra .
person at the library desk, the fitness center desk, custodial help, riding in a patrol
car or a person with a plow on their truck who is willing to plow their
neighborhood streets in a snowstorm. The need may be a broken bench or an out
of order restroom at a park, wind-strewn litter, weeds, etc. Some volunteer
groups may choose to accept responsibility for a certain area.
Whether by donation, service or both, anyone who desires to assist in the improvement of
our community may have the opportunity to do so.

(

2.

Department heads shall take responsibility to stay within their overall budgets and within a
month after the end of each quarter shall report a budget status and volunteer service
summary to the Mayor and Council.

('

..
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*

3.

•
4.

*Volunteer hours will be counted at $10.00 per hour. A fiscal year target of$250,000 in
donations and service is set. A hope is set of being a million dollar service community in
this fiscal year.
• Donated funds go to a non-profit fund, directed by volunteer neighborhood councils,
which operate just like any other non-profit organization - if people don't like how the
money is used, they will stop donating.

Recommended modifications to the operational budget for the Year 2000-2001:
1.

The expected General Fund transfer, supporting the Fitness Center be $50,000. Revenue
expectations be increased to net to this amount, with increases coming from a) a price
increase; b) concerted marketing of additional passes, including discounted monthly passes
in slow periods, or other incentive programs; c) increased child care charges; d) increased
other revenues from concessions.

2.

Continued funding of the domestic violence elimination and mitigation program, *at levels
at least equivalent to last year.

3.

The neighboring communities of Highland, Cedar Hills and Alpine have expressed genuine
interest in participating in full pro-rata operational cost of our Library, working towards a
long term northern county inter-library consortium and also a willingness to commit to
specific objectives in providing volunteer assistance at the Library. The Library
operational revenue is increased by $145,000 .

•
4.

The Building Lease fund lease shall be current or be renegotiated. *Owed lease payments
of at least $85,000 shall be paid by June 30,2000, with the remainder outstanding, along
with each current months lease payment, brought current within three months, which is
September 30, 2000. If the lease is not current by that date, proposed re-negotiation
parameters shall include: a) a re-negotiated lease at current fair market value, scaled back
to smaller use, if mutually desirable; b) consideration of the sale of the facility to the
current lessee at the recently appraised value; c) month to month rent for up to an
additional 3 months at the equivalent monthly rate of the current lease.

Recommended modifications to the capital improvements budget for the Year 2000-2001,
to include:
1.

It is anticipated that pending litigation shall be amicably disposed within this fiscal year
and that Contingent Liability funds of $1.2 million, reserved for litigation contingencies,
shall be available for approaching, needed projects in water, parks and buildings.
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•
3.

•
4.

*

5.

A capital improvement budget allocation of$250,000 to sidewalk and curb improvement,
creating a program where three or more adjacent property owners without curb or ·
sidewalk and with homes 35 years or older may apply, paying a portion of the cost
(possibly over several years), and have the improvements made. An individual propeny
owner with severely damaged sidewalk or curb may also apply. Applications shall be
taken in the first two fiscal quarters and a spring project shall be bid all at once.
• An August 2000 bond election shall be held and include two, phased building project
proposals- a) a police and courts facility with a budget of$8,000,000, approximately half
of which, or $4,000,000, is funded through a lease with the courts system; it shall enhance
and improve the downtown central square and will include basic landscaping, with an
invitation to the community to provide donations for broader central square landscaping;
b) an updated fire and ambulance facility and equipment, with a budget of $2,000,000,
which shall either be built as a new facility at 300 East and Main street, or as a remodeled
facility at its current location. A new facility shall last longer, a remodeled facility will be
less expensive in the short term. (Additional fire equipment funds of approximately
$300,000 are currently accruing across multiple fiscal years). Both facilities shall be
financed through either revenue or general obligation bonds. The police/courts facility
shall be built first and the update to the fire and ambulance facilities and equipment will be
approved to proceed when it can also be done without a property tax increase - either by
selling the building in the Building Lease fund, by freeing funds held for contingent
liabilities or other approved budget changes .
• After a new police/courts facility is built, the City administration will plan to make use of
space which the police vacate in the current Public Safety building. During the interim
while the new police/courts facility is being built, as necessary, short tenn leased space will
be made available for City administration rather than adding any additional temporary
office space through trailers.
• The removal of the $2,500,000 water tank project from the capital budget (the funds
continue in the reserve account). The City will review and examine whether a partial,
selective secondary water system to high use water sites within the City will benefit future
water plans and needs, as well as review long tenn water policy and will establish a long
tenn plan to meet our water needs, including any recommended plans for additional tank
capacity.

I

AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
JULY 6, 2000
NOTICE OF WORK SESSION
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in a work session on Thursday , July 6, 2000, in the American
Fork City Hall, 31 North Church Street , commencing at 4:00 p.m.
The agenda shall be as follows:
WORK SESSION
1.
2.
3.

Discussion of items
Council meeting.
Other business .
Adjournment.

for

the

Dated this 30 day of June, 2000.

1f-t~ 'hf~
Melanie Marsh
Deputy Recorder

upcoming July 11,

2000,

City

AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
JULY 6, 2000
WORK SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a work session on July 6,
2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 4:27 p.m.
Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Keith Blake and Don
Hampton. Councilmembers Belmont, Hunter, and Storrs were excused .
Others present included Richard Colborn.
DISCUSSION OF ITEMS FOR THE UPCOMING JULY 11, 2000, CITY COUNCIL
MEETING
Mayor Barratt asked if there were any questions about the agenda .
The agenda was short and would be amended to allow for an Executive
Session to discuss litigation. After that item, there would be a
discussion and action item on a settlement agreement.
Councilman Blake asked if there was information on the Cell Tower
Amendment.
Richard Colborn answered that it was passed at last night's
Planning Commission with some changes. As soon as the changes were
made it would be provided. A public hearing would need to be set
for the first meeting in August.
Richard Colborn asked if they were going to meet on August 8, 2000,
as that was the same date as the Bond Election .
If they were,
would they meet at City Hall or elsewhere as the returns and
counting would be done at City Hall. The Bond Election Resolution
called for the Council to meet to Canvass the Election on August
15, 2000.
Councilman Hampton suggested that they meet on August 15,
instead.

2000,

Mayor Barratt recommended that the Council meet during the month of
August on the 15th and 22nd.
Councilman Hampton asked that the Councilmembers be called to see
if they can meet on those days in August .
Public Hearings
7 : 10 p.m. - Receiving of public comment regarding a zone change
request at 350 West 380 South from the existing RA-1 zone to the
PR-9000, Planned Residential zone
There was nothing discussed on this item.
7:20p.m. -Receiving of public comment regarding the site plan fo r
the Automall Business Center Phase 2 at 518 East Automall Drive
1

There was nothing discussed on this item.
OTHER BUSINESS
Mayor Barratt noted that the public hearings established at the
next Council meeting would be for August 15, 2000.
Councilman Hampton stated that Finance Committee would be held at
6:45p.m. on July 11, 2000.
Richard Colborn reported that Jon Scholes had requested to be on
the agenda for approval of a move in house.
Mayor Barratt stated that he would amend the agenda for the move in
home .
The approval for a move in home was through the City Council.
Councilman Hampton noted the restrictions on the move in home would
be whatever was incurred during the permit process.
Richard Colborn reported that it was Mr . Scholes ' intent to live in
the home.
It was a rambler style home .
ADJOURNMENT

(

The work session concluded at 4:35 p.m.

~K,~
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
JULY 11, 2000
*AMENDED - NOTICE AND AGENDA
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on July 11, 2000, in the American Fork City
Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p.m. The agenda
shall be as follows:
PUBLIC HEARING
7:10p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding a zone change
request at 350 West 380 South from the existing RA-1 zone
to the PR-9000, Planned Residential Zone.
7:20 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the site plan for
the Automall Business Center Phase 2 at 518 East Automall ·
Drive.
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period - limited to two minutes
per person.
Quarterly report of Downtown American Fork, Inc.
Report of the Family Literacy Center.
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports.
Mayor's report.
ACTION ITEMS

1.
2.

*3.
*4.
5.
6.
7.

Review and action on an Ordinance approving a zone change
request at 350 West 380 South from the existing RA-1 Zone to
the PR-9000, Planned Residential Zone.
Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method
of satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have
the plat recorded.
a.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving a site plan
for the Automall Business Center Phase 2 at 518 East
Automall Drive.
*b. Review and action on an amended Jon Scholes Subdivision
Plat A at 277 East 140 South.
Review and action on a move in house to be located at 277 East
140 South.
Review and action on the appointment of election judges for
the August 8, 2000, Bond Election.
Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders.
Report and action on Planning Commission items.
Review and action on the June 26, 2000, special session
minutes.
1

8.
9.
10.
11 .

Review and action on the June 27, 2000, minutes.
Review and action on the July 6, 2000, work session minutes.
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
Adjournment.

Dated this 7 day of July, 2000.

L k.{QJl
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
JULY 11, 2000
*AMENDED - NOTICE AND AGENDA
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on July 11, 2000, in the American Fork City
Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p.m. The agenda
shall be as follows:
PUBLIC HEARING
7:10p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding a zone change
request at 350 West 380 South from the existing RA-1 zone
to the PR-9000, Planned Residential Zone.
7:20 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the site plan for
the Automall Business Center Phase 2 at 518 East Automall
Drive.
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period - limited to two minutes
per person.
Quarterly report of Downtown American Fork, Inc.
Report of the Family Literacy Center.
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports.
Mayor's report.
ACTION ITEMS

1.
2.

*3.
*4.
5.
6.
7.

Review and action on an Ordinance approving a zone change
request at 350 West 380 South from the existing RA-1 Zone to
the PR-9000, Planned Residential Zone.
Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method
of satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have
the plat recorded.
a.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving a site plan
for the Automall Business Center Phase 2 at 518 East
Automall Drive.
*b. Review and action on an amended Jon Scholes Subdivision
Plat A at 277 East 140 South.
Review and action on a move in house to be located at 277 East
140 South.
Review and action on the appointment of election judges for
the August 8, 2000, Bond Election.
Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders.
Report and action on Planning Commission items.
Review and action on the June 26, 2000, special session
minutes.
1

Review and action on the June 27, 2000, minutes.
Review and action on the July 6, 2000, work session minutes.
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
*11. Discussion and action on entering into an Executive Session to
discuss litigation.
*12. Review and action on a settlement agreement.
13.
Adjournment.
8.

{

9.
10.

2000.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
JULY 11 , 2000
NOTICE AND AGENDA
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on July 11, 2000, in the American Fork City
Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p.m. The agenda
shall be as follows :
PUBLIC HEARING
7:10p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding a zone change
request at 350 West 380 South from the existing RA-1 zone
to the PR-9000, Planned Residential Zone.
7:20 p.m . Receiving of public comment regarding the site plan for
the Automall Business Center Phase 2 at 518 East Automall
Drive.
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.

(

5.
6.
7.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitat i on; roll call .
Twenty minute public comment period - limited to two minutes
per person.
Quarterly report of Downtown American Fork, Inc.
Report of the Family Literacy Center.
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports .
Mayor's report.
ACTION ITEMS

1.
2.

3.
4.
5.
6.

Review and action on an Ordinance approving a zone change
request at 350 West 380 South from the existing RA-1 Zone to
the PR-9000, Planned Residential Zone.
Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method
of satisfaction of water rights requirements ; 3) post i ng of a n
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have
the plat recorded.
a.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving a site plan
for the Automall Business Center Phase 2 at 518 East
Automall Drive.
b.
Review and action on the final plat of Fenn Acres Phase
I, a one lot subdivision at 328 South 570 West.
c.
Review and action on the amended final plat of Mira Vista
Plat A, an amendment of Lot 2 & addition of Lot 4 at 390
South 1088 East .
Report and action on construction projects items i ncluding
change orders.
Report and action on Planning Commission items .
Review and action on the June 26 , 2000, special session
mi nutes .
Review and action on the June 27, 2000, minutes .
1

7.
8.
9.

Review and action on the July 6, 2000, work session minutes.
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
Adjournment.
2000 .
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
JULY 11, 2000
ATTACHMENT
PUBLIC HEARING - 7:10 P.M. - RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
A ZONE CHANGE REQUEST AT 350 WEST 380 SOUTH FROM THE EXISTING RA-1
ZONE TO THE PR-9000, PLANNED RESIDENTIAL ZONE

The American Fork City Council met in a public hearing on July 11,
2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:13 p.m.
Those present
included Mayor Pro-Tem Don Hampton, Councilmembers Juel Belmont,
Keith Blake, Tom Hunter, and Ricky Storrs.
Mayor Barratt was
excused .
Others present included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn,
Howard Denney, Rod Despain, Mr. & Mrs. Bill Jacob, Barbara
Christiansen, and a full house with some standing in the foyer.
Mayor Pro-Tem Don Hampton explained the purpose of the hearing was
to receive public comment regarding a zone change request at 350
West 380 South from the existing RA-1 to the PR-9000, Planned
Residential Zone. He asked for comments.
Mr . Larry Howden explained to the City Council that the
ne i ghborhood had met several times after receiving notification of
the hearing. They were not in favor of the change from RA-1 to the
PR-9000. They would rather see it changed to the R1-7500 which was
more in keeping with the existing development. He added that Reed
Bromley was at the last meeting they had and he stated that if they
could come up with a plan to develop in the R1-7500 zone that was
close to the same number of units, he would look at it.
Mr. Howden continued that they had gone through the same scenario
and could develop 26 versus the 34 units and they were comfortable
with that.
The lots ranged in size from 7,500 to 13,000 square
feet.
Christie Smith stated that the information she would present had
been obtained from and reviewed by Mrs. Jane Frill who was the
Principal at Greenwood Elementary School. The proposed zone change
would provide for mid to high density housing and would increase
the already high transit population in the neighborhood and the
school. During the 98-99 school year the rate of children moving
in and out of Greenwood School was 38%. They did not have figures
for the last school year.
The transit population has added to
lower test scores, inconsistent scholastic background, additional
lack of parental support, and more behavioral problems as they seem
to be more prevalent in newer children.
Ms. Smith continued that single family homes would increase
stability within school boundaries as people would be there much
longer and because of the stabilizing influence of living for a
long time in one place, there would be more stable students and
more families willing and able to help the school . She explained
that Mrs. Robinson who had taught at Greenwood for more than 30
years has stated that the new subdivisions on the south side of the
freeway had breathed fres_h_ air---in-to the area.
1
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Christie Smith noted that Greenwood Elementary was presently at
capacity and that last year it was the lowest socio-economical area
in the entire Alpine School District.
They experienced a major
lack in parental support, family custody battles were being brought
into the school itself, many students were in their homes by
themselves after school, and they had lost teachers to other
schools.
There were many here trying to stay and improve the
situation. They needed the Council's help.
Dave Iverson spoke to the subject of traffic. Currently 500 West
Street on the west boundary of the subdivision was a half road at
27 feet and prevented parking on the side of the road. If someone
happened to park there, it would cause a safety hazard. There were
a large number of 90 degree turns required to exit the subdivision
and three more were presented in the plan.
Randy Parker presented a petition with more than 100 neighbors that
were against the zone change. None of the neighbors were against
development but they wanted to maintain the level that was there
now and they would welcome new families.
There was a large area
south of the freeway that was already zoned R2-7500 and they did
not need more apartments. He presented the petition to Mayor ProTem Hampton.
Jay Fairman commented that when Mountain Meadows first went in, the
developers at the time, the Citadel Group, donated seven to 9 acres
on the south side which was called the common open space.
The
developers show tennis courts and the like. That was shown before.
The police report that they had problems there with people with
alcohol, guns, and illegal hunting.
The neighbors do not allow
their kids there because it was dangerous.
There was concern
because of the wetlands . They need a park down there . They were
not opposed to building, but would rather see single family homes
with a park, not just some open field.
Councilman Blake
redrawn plan.

asked Mr.

Fairman if

he

felt

good about

the

Mr. Fairman responded that this was the first he had seen it, but
he liked it and felt that it was much more safe.
Troy Wagstaff stated that the zone change would allow for multifamily homes. The townhomes would be under private ownership now,
but with time they would turn into glorified apartments.
He had
that experience. They start out noble, but not end up that way.
The area had more than their fair share of high density. The rest
of the City should shoulder part of the responsibility. Also, 500
West Street was too narrow to accommodate the additional growth as
it was.
They opposed a vote for this zoning, but favored a vote
toward single unit dwellings that would fit into the neighborhood.
Reed Bromley stated that he had met with the neighborhood on July
5, 2000.
When he was alerted to the neighborhood opposition, he
brought a revised plan to the neighborhood meeting changing the
pla? to single family dwellings along 370 South. But, because of
2
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the makeup of the parcel to the south, they left the townhomes as
they were. He would look at the drawing that the neighborhood had
shown earlier. He agreed that every item brought up was definitely
a concern. He explained that where he lived on 550 East on a dead
end street.
When 520 North went through, there was a lot of
traffic. The concern with supervision of the children was one that
everyone had no matter where it was.
Mr. Bromley felt that as the development was proposed, it provided
an improvement in every aspect that had been brought up including,
better traffic patterns, better public safety access, alleviated
some traffic on 330 South, and the new neighborhood would help the
student population at the school with parental support. There were
two sides to everything.
One had to look at the worse case
scenario along with making the best of what you have.
Reed Bromley stated that there would be a homeowner's association
established to maintain the park.
Provisions could be placed in
the document to allow residents to sit on the association.
The
improvements of water and sewer would be a benefit along with the
extension of a cul-de-sac to a through road .
Councilman Storrs expressed that he was concerned with the traffic
as well. He was in favor of single family, but not the townhomes.
There was general applause.
Councilmember Belmont commented that it was very important for a
neighborhood to have a say in what happened to them and be able to
plot their own destiny and what they want.
Neighborhoods were
sacred. There was general applause. Good neighborhoods were what
made communities strong.
She had been to all the Envision Utah
meetings and there was a lot of talk about mixed use, but she also
had some experience with mixed use. When the owners move on, the
prices drop, and then they move on and the prices drop. It sounds
good up front, but then it becomes something else. She would like
to see it stay a single family neighborhood.
There was general
applause.
Councilman Storrs added that it was already zoned RA-1 and they
would give a concession to R1-7500.
Councilman Blake expressed appreciation for the neighbors who had
gotten involved.
The developer had responded positively.
He
encouraged them to continue.
He would support the R1-7500 zone.
There was general applause.
There being no other comment, the hearing adjourned at 7:36p.m.
PUBLIC HEARING - 7:20 P.M. - RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE SITE PLAN FOR THE AUTOMALL BUSINESS CENTER PHASE 2 AT 518 EAST
AUTOMALL DRIVE
The American Fork City Council met in a second public hearing on
July 11, 2000, commencing at 7:36 p.m.
Those present at the
previous hearing were present at this hearing.
3
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Mayor Pro-Tem Don Hampton explained the purpose of the hearing was
to receive public comment regarding the site plan for the Automall
Business Center Phase 2 at 518 East Automall Drive. There was no
one representing the project in attendance. He asked for comments.
Councilmember Belmont reported that she met with Mr. Hatch and had
several conversations with him regarding a group of six trees that
were 120 years old. She had met with Mr. Hatch and an arborist on
site . The arborist said that they had another 70 years of life.
Mr. Hatch said that he would fence them off and do what the
arborist said. She was supposed to receive a plan, which she did
not.
Upon her visit earlier in the day, all the trees were gone
but two, in spite of what was said .
Councilmember Belmont continued that Mr. Hatch did not have an
obligation as the City did not have an Ordinance in place that
protected old growth trees.
However, it was very depressing to
her.
She would have moved the building a little, but she was not
the developer . It was unfortunate to have to start over.
Councilman Hampton commented that the Beautification Committee was
working on an Ordinance .
Councilman Blake was sad to see that happen.
Reed Bromley reported concerns that the points of diversions were
maintained and that water was allowed to pass back to the east and
not send everything to the west.
There being no further comment, the hearing adjourned at 7 : 39p.m .
REGULAR SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a regular session on July 11,
2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:39 p.m.
Those present
included Mayor Pro-Tem Don Hampton, Councilmembers Juel Belmont,
Keith Blake, Tom Hunter, and Ricky Storrs.
Mayor Barratt was
excused.
Others present included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn,
Rod Despain,
Howard Denney,
Kevin Bennett,
Terry Fox,
Jay
Christensen, Christie Reimschussel, Mr. & Mrs. Bill Jacob, Judy
Price, Reed Bromley, George Brown, Mary Fox, Jess Green, Barbara
Christiansen, and a full house (approximately 60).
Troy Wagstaff led the Pledge of Allegiance and Reed Bromley offered
the prayer.
Mayor Pro-Tem Hampton explained that the agenda had been amended .
Deleted was the item regarding Mira Vista and the Fenn Subdivision .
Added, were action on the Jon Scholes Subdivision, a move in home,
the appointment of Election Judges, an Executive Session, and on a
settlement agreement.
Scouts from Troops 824 and 1195 introduced themselves and their
leaders .
4
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TWENTY MINUTE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD - LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES PER
PERSON
Bill Jacob read a letter regarding a "Blank Check" Bond Election.
It is included in these minutes as an ATTACHMENT.
Councilman Blake noted that he had a valid point and that they
needed to look at the numbers. What the courts had said was that
they would fund ~ of the cost up to $4 million. The courts wanted
a 20-year plan and that was the detail that they would discuss this
coming Thursday.
Bill Jacob felt that there was not enough time to inform the public
and that it was just like it was last time. Nothing had been done
during the past two weeks. One of the questions was what were they
going to do with the extra $2.5 million.
Councilman Blake wanted to look at the numbers. Part of looking at
the plans was to look to see what could be built. Because of the
timing issues, they really wanted to do this back in January or
March .
The opportunity with the courts was part of the funding.
They had looked at where they could scale back and identified a
couple of areas.
As they look with Jacobsen at what the numbers
were, the general parameters were $8 million with half being the
courts and half being the police.
They needed to stay with the
figures in the document. Court figures of $4 million was just for
the 20-year plan. The City would receive more after that time.
Bill Jacob noted that the problem was that the public wanted to
know exactly what the money was going to be used for.
Two weeks
ago when they were asked about that, the Council sidestepped the
issue. The public needed the information.
Councilman Blake thought that the information was mailed to Mr.
Jacob.
Mr. Jacob responded that he received the information, but it was
from someone else.
The Council hired a design build team over a
year ago so that they could have those items to the penny ready for
the bond.
The same hurry for the courts was professed in the
bulletin put out on November 11, 1999, and it had now been nine
months. He felt that they should postpone the election to November
and let the public get educated and let the numbers come out. He
felt the public was still in the dark. The mood of the people that
talked to him would vote the bond down.
Mrs. JaNeane Jacob asked what the $2.5 million was for.
Councilman Hampton responded that it was for fire and ambulance.
Mrs. Jacob stated that they were not saying that.
Mr. James Powers commented that he had talked with the fire,
police, and ambulance people and the police had told him that it
was a lawsuit waiting to happen because the facility did not have
5
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separate locker rooms for male and female officers. The City did
not have fire people trained to handle a chemical spill.
It was
not, if it was going to happen, but when it was going to happen.
There was not anyone trained in FEMA routes to get out of the area
south of the freeway. The City had only three ambulances to cover
the whole area and if there was a disaster, it would take about 20
minutes to get help. If it was a chemical spill , after 20 minutes ,
they would all be dead.
Someone was not looking out for public
safety.
No one had any geiger counters or machines to tell them
about a radiation spill.
Mr. Powers continued that in Tooele they opened up an area for
depleted uranium rods.
An accident on the railroad with those
could result in another "Chernobyl."
He felt that the Council
should use some of the money for training and to get the suits so
that they could practice the disaster plan. He noted that he was
an old sergeant from the Army, but that was the way it was.
He
stated that he had talked to the City's people about this and they
told him that they never practiced it .
Jay Christensen responded that he had talked with Mr. Powers and
their discussion did not come out that way.
They had CSEPP
(Chemical Stockpile Emergency Preparedness Program) Training and
they had chemical suits that they got from Tooele.
He commented
that the fire department may not be as trained as Provo or Orem,
but they were heading in the right direction.

(

Mr. Powers stated that Mr. Christensen had told him that they did
not have anyone trained.
Jay Christensen stated that the fire department was separate from
the ambulance department. The Ambulance Department had 15 trained
CSEPP people in Level A Scuba Suits that could respond in
emergencies. He personally was a Hazmat Certified Technician and
also Med Lab Certified in Chemical Response. They were doing what
they could do. The City did have FEMA contingency plans. A plan
could not be written for every type of disaster.
Mr. Powers asked when they had practiced.
Jay Christensen stated that they had a yearly drill with the
hospital on chemical spills.
If there was a leak in Tooele, their
assignment was to respond to the decontamination center at Camp
Williams. They were used as rehabilitation people and transport.
There were contingencies.
American Fork was not covered in all
areas. He noted that Mr. Powers could take some CERT Training.

(

Bill Jacob commented that the discussion pointed out the deep
concern regarding public safety.
On the other hand, we were
hamstrung because of funding.
Two weeks ago they talked about an
alternative, where, if they sold the Heritage Center and used that
money, they would not have to put it on the bond . He wanted to see
it on the agenda so it could be discussed.
Councilman Hampton stated that it was an idea that would be on the
6
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agenda fairly soon.
happening there.

There

were

still

negotiations

that

were

Dale Gunther stated that the detail of the expenditures for the
bond funds needed to be provided. He reported that the Sutherland
Institute had commented that the State Legislature had a difficult
time this year because there was a much higher interest on the part
of the public government affairs. Some of that was related to the
disappointments with Washington, D.C.
The Council needed to lay
out all the facts that they had at their fingertips in a way that
the public could see and make good judgement. He felt they would
be well served. The hearings were one way, but not the only or the
best way.
He felt there should be a direct mail to voters
detailing where the funds would be spent. There was some applause.
Randy Parker commented that he knew many of the volunteer firemen
and he applauded them for being volunteers. He did not think they
made enough money to risk their lives.
Any citizen was free to
join and get the training.
He did not want to do it.
They
deserved a lot of praise, instead of questioning their training.
They donated a lot of their time and energies and they did it
because they liked to do it and they wanted to serve. They should
get a lot more credit. There was some applause.
Councilman Hampton stated that the City had a very dedicated fire,
ambulance, and police department.

(

George Brown felt that Jay Christensen had identified a real
serious problem.
It was essential to have emergency medical
service personnel trained to deal with hazardous materials, but at
the same time they were going to be involved in moving individuals
so other people would need to be trained in hazardous materials
because once they moved the injured, they were gone. This needed
to be looked at immediately.
Mr. Brown continued noting that he had reviewed the proposal
the fire and ambulance building.
The Police was proposed
20,000+ square feet and the ambulance and fire were proposed
15,000+ square feet.
He recognized that they housed trucks
vehicles and the police housed people, but he wondered why
discrepancy and he would like that addressed.

for
for
for
and
the

Councilman Blake stated that he had already met with them and asked
them to scale back.
In the prior bond the larger facility was to
house permanent personnel. The City may not need that.
Councilman Hampton noted they would have much more communication
and there would be public hearings each at 6:00p.m. on July 13, at
Barratt School, July 20, at the Library, and July 27, at the Jr.
High School.
QUARTERLY REPORT OF DOWNTOWN AMERICAN FORK, INC.
Linda Walton manager for Downtown American Fork, Inc., which was
part of the Main Street Program, explained there were about eight
7
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communities in Utah that cooperated between the City and the State
in upgrading downtown areas.
She recently traveled to Mount
Pleasant and it was exciting to see some of the things that they
were doing. They had taken a historic preservation perspective.
American Fork was struggling with some of the same things.
American Fork had several committees that worked with business and
property owners.
Some were historic preservation, marketing,
beautification, traffic, and parking.
They had developed a work
plan for 2000 and were now working on a work plan for 2001.
The
pocket park was wonderful and would eventually be a pedestrian
entrance to an off street parking area. Bradshaw Auto would begin
remodeling soon. They also had a special improvement district to
work on additional off street parking. They would continue to keep
the Council informed on their efforts. She asked if there were any
questions.
Councilman Hampton offered a vote of appreciation for the work that
was being done.
Ms . Walton stated there were many others that helped as well . Some
were sticking their necks out and offering donations of money or
space. They were working on a street scape in which they would be
having open meetings on. The Main Street Program was between 100
East and 100 West on both sides of Main Street.
Bill Jacob asked when the parking lot would go in.
Dale Gunther responded that they did not know for sure. The next
step was to meet with the property owners and see if they could
build a consensus to move ahead.
They would like to put in some
landscaping , black top, and lighting.
They would have more to
report in the future.
REPORT OF THE FAMILY LITERACY CENTER
This item was handled at the June 27 , 2000, Council meeting.
REPORT OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR
Carl Wanlass had nothing to discuss at this time.
COUNCIL REPORTS
Councilman Blake appreciated the letters regarding the zone change.
It was helpful to hear from the citizens in the area.
Councilman Storrs expressed thanks to the volunteers on the Steel
Days Committee.
It was a sell out show.
He thought there were
10 , 000 to 12,000 there. He was amazed at how well it went.
Police Chief Terry Fox . reported that this was the best celebration
in 20 years as there were very few problems.
Councilman Storrs continued that there were more runners, more at
the fish scramble, and more participation in general.
There was
8
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general applause.
Councilmember Belmont stated that the Celebration was very
successful. The Visual Art Tea was good. The parade and symphony
turned out very well .
She encouraged anyone that wanted to get
involved to join a committee.
She thanked Councilman Storrs for
his work.
Councilman Hunter stated that he was impressed with Steel Days and
how well it came off and the professionalism that was shown.
Blackhawk was a great act to get into American Fork.
MAYOR'S REPORT
Mayor Pro-Tem Hampton announced that the August 8, 2000, Council
meeting would be moved to August 15th.
He asked that the
Beautification Committee be placed on the next agenda for a
presentation.
ACTION ITEMS
REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A ZONE CHANGE REQUEST
AT 350 WEST 380 SOUTH FROM THE EXISTING RA-1 ZONE TO THE PR-9000,
PLANNED RESIDENTIAL ZONE
Councilman Hunter moved to table action on the zone change request
and instruct the applicant to proceed with approval of the
development and zone change to R1-7500 and that they could be acted
on concurrently.

Reed Bromley was favorable to the Rl-7500 zone.
The request would need to go back to the Planning Commission.
Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion.

All were in favor.

REVIEW
AND
ACTION
ON
SUBDIVISIONS,
COMMERCIAL
PROJECTS,
CONDOMINIUMS, AND PUD'S INCLUDING 1) PLAT APPROVAL; 2) METHOD OF
SATISFACTION OF WATER RIGHTS REQUIREMENTS; 3) POSTING OF AN
IMPROVEMENT BOND OR SETTING OF A TIME FRAME FOR IMPROVEMENT
INSTALLATION; AND 4) AUTHORIZATION TO SIGN THE FINAL PLAT AND
ACCEPTANCE OF ALL DEDICATIONS TO THE PUBLIC AND TO HAVE THE PLAT
RECORDED
a.

Review and action on an Ordinance approving a site plan for
the Automall Business Center Phase 2 at 518 East Automall
Drive
Councilman Hunter moved to adopt Ordinance No. 2000-07-22
approving the site plan for the Automall Business Center Phase
2 at 518 East Automall Drive subject to:
1} Verification of
adequacy of off-street parking, 2} Verification of adequacy of
the water rights, and 3} Verification of amendment to the site
plan showing that the slope adjacent to the sidewalk at the
northwest corner of Phase 2 does not exceed a 3 to 1 slope.
9

Councilman Storrs seconded the motion.

(
b.

All were in favor.

Review and action on an amended Jon Scholes Subdivision Pl at
A at 277 East 140 South
Rod Despain noted that it the original project was approved
several months ago.
The proposed move in home could not be
placed on a twin home lot and the amendment was the removal a
lot line.
He reported that the Planning Commission saw no
difficulty in the amendment.
Councilman Hampton noted that eventually it would be used as
a duplex.
Rod Despain explained that in a twin home the owner owned some
ground.
The plat had been recorded and this action was
necessary to kill the old one.
Councilmember Belmont asked why Mr. Scholes wanted to do that
as it was a difficult thing to get it to the point of what it
was.
Jon Scholes explained that one reason was that he had the
opportunity to buy the house and with his health, he could
make t his wheelchair accessible.

(

Councilmember Belmont asked what assurances the City had to
make sure that it would be completed when Mr. Scholes said
that it would be. There were other move in homes in the City
that have not been completed.
Jon Scholes explained that he had one plan as to how it would
be done and that he had long term financing in place.
He
expected to have it done in six months.
Councilmernber Belmont asked about bonding for the completion .
She also wanted him to be successful in his project .
Rod Despain explained that this item was the subdivision and
the next item was the move in home. He agreed that they were
sort of tied together.
Councilman Storrs commented that there had been two that he
knew of that had been done well .
Councilman Hunter moved to approve the amended Jon Scholes
Plat A Subdivision and authorize the Mayor and Council to sign
the plat, accept the dedications and to have the plat recorded
subject to the amendment of the dedication language on the
plat as suggested by the City Attorney.
Councilman Storrs
seconded the motion.

Kevin Bennett stated that the word "public" had been left off
the dedication.
10
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All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A MOVE IN HOUSE TO BE LOCATED AT 277 EAST 140
SOUTH
Councilmernber Belmont wanted to see a bond and to have a
frame.

time

City Engineer Howard Denney recommended that a bond be posted as
had been done with other recent move in structures.
Jon Scholes explained that the house was about 20 years old and
that it had passed the electrical code. There was some work that
would need to be done on the outside once it was in place.
Mr. Denney explained that the Bond would need to be posted in the
City Engineer's office.
The occupancy permit would be withheld
until it was completed.
Councilmember Belmont asked for discussion on how much the bond
should be.
Councilman Hampton expressed that $2,000 would be sufficient.

(

Councilmember Belmont moved to approve the move in house to be
moved in by Mr. Scholes at 277 East 140 South with the posting of
a $2,000 and that it be completed within one year.
Councilman
Hunter seconded the motion.

Mrs. JaNeane Jacob stated that it was pleasing to her to see that
they were going to hold someone to something.
She would like to
see it done for every developer.
All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE APPOINTMENT OF ELECTION JUDGES FOR THE
AUGUST 8, 2000, BOND ELECTION
Mayor Pro-Tem Hampton read the names of the Judges for the August
8, 2000, Bond Election.
CP#1 (AF 1 & 10)
-Karen Conder,
Betty
Thornton. Alternate, Karen McCandless.

Thornton,

CP#2 (AF 2,4 & 11)
-Junior Williamson,
Rebecca
Connie Hansen. Alternate, Marian W. Davis.

and

Albiston,

Bill
and

CP#3 (AF 3 & 5)
-Carol Wilson, Esther Nelson, and Myrna P.
Olsen. Alternates, Peggy Tyra Pate, Selma Miller, and Idona May.
CP#6 (AF 6)
-Lorraine H. Thayne, Norma Sullivan, and Winn Cook.
Alternates, Mary Fox and Donna Shimmin.
CP#7 (AF 7 & 12)
-Marilyn Greenwood,
Bartholomew. Alternate, Cheryl Holmes.
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Diane

Wilson,

and

Ruth

CP#8 (AF 8)
-Lisa Benson,
Alternate, Colleen Richards.

Kristine Holley,

and Linda Laycock .

CP#9 (AF 9 & 13)
-Irene Black, Violet Humes, and Magaly Lilly.
Alternate, LaVerne Pulley.
Councilman Storrs moved to approve the appointment of the election
judges for the August 8, 2000, Bond Election.
Councilman Hunter
seconded the motion.

Bill Jacob felt that there not been any opportunity to discuss the
language.
He did not think there was much of a chance that the
bond would pass and he wanted the Council to seriously consider
moving the Bond Election to November in order to get the public
educated. There were a lot of people who were not too happy with
the language, $8 million on Proposition 1 and $2.5 million on
Proposition 2.
They needed the facilities, but they sidestepped
the questions.
He wanted to see it pass, but pass with the full
knowledge of the people. He did not feel that the hearings would
be attended well. There were flyers being prepared to distribute
to the voters. He asked if the language could be changed.
Mayor Pro-Tem Hampton stated that the wording stood.
Mr . Jacob stated that in order to get more information the public
needed to defeat the bond.
Councilman Blake asked what it was that was needed.
Bill Jacob explained that the day after the last Bond Election the
Mayor appointed a committee . It was put out at that time it would
be $5.5 million for police and courts at that time.
The want to
know where the rest of the money would go.
That was what he was
hearing .
George Brown asked what the cost of the election would be.
Carl Wanlass guessed about $3,000 to $5,000.
Councilman Blake apologized
attempted to mail it to him.

to Mr. Jacob.
He stated that
He would give him a copy.

he

Mr. Jacob stated that he had one.
Councilman Blake explained that the police and courts were at $5 . 5
million for the combined facility and that was just the building
portion. The site preparation was detailed out.
Bill Jacob stated that had not been spelled out to the people and
was not in the bond language.
I
\

Councilman Blake continued that came up to the $8 million. The not
to exceed number itemized the square footage .
At the time they
passed the language on the Bond, they wanted to look at the numbers
in more detail . In the fire and ambulance, it was anticipated that
12
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the square footage would be scaled back .
election was moved back to November,
construction on the courts.

He stated that if the
they pushed back the

Bill Jacob stated that they had been hearing that since last
November. The people had been waiting. No one could tell them two
weeks ago how much the courts were actually going to do. They were
not getting any answers.
Councilman Blake explained that they would have the numbers to
present on Thursday. They could be published .
Councilman Hunter asked what the City's plan was to educate the
public and to get it out to every citizen. There were three weeks
to get a lot of work done.
The public hearings were not that
effective.
Councilman Blake stated that they needed to get a document to the
public that itemized the numbers and present it at the public input
sessions and then to follow up with the distribution.
Councilman Hunter felt they needed to have t hem out prior to the
conclusion of the hearing so that people could comment.
Bill Jacob stated that was precisely his
happened in the last two weeks.
All were
judges.

in

favor

to

approve

the

point.

appointment

of

Nothing had
the

election

REPORT AND ACTION ON CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS ITEMS INCLUDING CHANGE
ORDERS
There was no discussion on this item.
REPORT AND ACTION ON PLANNING COMMISSION ITEMS
Councilman Hunter reported that the Planning Commission at their
July 5, 2000, meeting, worked on the B. Joe Barney Annexation
Agreement for property at 1125 East 1100 North; approved with some
subject to's the Gary Miller Annexation Agreement for property at
380 North 1050 East; approved with conditions the Amended Mira
Vista Plat A Subdivision at 390 South 1088 East; approved with
conditions the revised site plan for the Mira Vista congregate
living facility on lot 4 of the Amended Mira Vista Plat A
Subdivision; approved with conditions the preliminary plat of the
Dixie Fenn Subdivision at 615 West 200 South; approved with
conditions the final plat of the Fenn Acres Phase 1 Subdivision at
328 South 570 West; approved the preliminary subdivision plans for
the Chad Robinson Subdivision at 1075 north 200 East; approved the
amended final plat of the Jon Scholes Subdivision at 277 East 140
South; approved amendments to the Cell Tower Ordinance; and worked
on the Agricultural Protection Ordinance.
As a result of this meeting, the following public hearings should
13

•"'·

(

be set for the first Council meeting in August.
7:00 p.m. Amendments to the Cell Tower Ordinance.
7:10 p.m. The site plan for the Mira Vista Congregate Living Center
at 390 South 1088 East.
7:20 p.m. The placement of the property in the Gary Miller
Annexation at 380 North 1050 East in the PR-9000, Planned
Residential zone.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE JUNE 26, 2000, SPECIAL SESSION MINUTES
This item would be placed on the next agenda.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE JUNE 27, 2000, MINUTES
This item would be placed on the next agenda.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE JULY 6, 2000, WORK SESSION MINUTES
Councilman Storrs moved approval of the July 6, 2000, work session
minutes as presented.
Councilman Blake seconded the motion.
Voting was as follows:
Aye, Councilmembers Blake, Storrs, and
Hunter. Abstain, Councilmember Belmont. The motion carried.
*Mayor Pro-Tem Hampton stated that he had not been voting in any of
the motions.

(

\

FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT INCLUDING ACTION ON THE APPROVAL OF CITY
BILLS FOR PAYMENT
Councilman Blake moved approval of the City bills for payment as
reviewed by the Finance Committee. Councilman Storrs seconded the
motion. All were in favor.
Councilman Blake moved to approve the Purchase Requisitions as
reviewed by the Finance Committee over $1,000.
Councilmember
Belmont seconded the motion. All were in favor.
Councilman Blake moved to approve the hand typed checks as reviewed
by the Finance Committee.
Councilmember Belmont seconded the
motion. All were in favor.

Councilman Blake reported that the employees at the Boat Harbor
recommended that the increase in nonresident fees be phased in and
go to $7 now and $8 next season.
Jess Green asked if they had anyone refuse to pay it.

I

Councilman Blake explained that the main concern was that the two
part time employees felt as though they were being lambasted partly
because the notice was only two weeks. The feedback came through
Carl Wanlass.

~

Councilman Hunter felt it was okay at $8 for nonresidents.
14
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Carl Wanlass noted that it
residents and nonresidents.

created a

line while

they

checked

Jess Green suggested that they post a sign regarding the fees at
the public park at the underpass .
Carl Wanlass stated that for now they were checking driver's
licenses to determine residency. He felt that the delay would iron
itself out eventually .
Counc ilman Blake did not fee l one way or the other .
He did not
know that it would make much of a difference. We had already been
charging that rate.
Councilmember Belmont felt that the park people and those that work
there knew better. She suggested a sticker.
Councilman Hampton suggested that this item go on the next agenda.
DISCUSSION AND ACTION ON ENTERING INTO AN EXECUTIVE SESSION TO
DISCUSS LITIGATION
Karen Siirola, attorney for Patterson Construction, introduced
herself and recommended approval of the settlement stipulations and
if there was anything she could do to help, she was here.
Jess Green asked for the attorney opinion saying that the City
could go ahead and do this and alter something that was done in
zoning.
He stated that the Council had the public trust in
maintaining open space.
Mayor Pro-Tem Hampton stated that if there was any action under the
next item, they could discuss it then .
Bill Jacob asked if a settlement agreement had been reached.
Mayor Pro-Tem Hampton stated that there had not been a settlement
agreement reached.
Councilman Hunter moved to enter into an executive session for the
purpose of discussing litigation.
Councilman Blake seconded the
motion.
Voting was as follows:
Aye, Councilmembers Hunter and
Blake.
Nay, Councilmembers Storrs and Belmont.
(The motion
required 4 affirmative votes to pass) . The motion failed.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
Karen Siirola asked if the Council would not address the settlement
agreement without an Executive Session as they already done some
review?
Mayor Pro-Tem
desired .

Hampton

stated

that

they

could

if

the

Council

Councilman Hunter felt that discussion needed to take place in the
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Executive Session .
Mayor Pro-Tem Hampton stated that the Executive Session would be
placed on the next agenda.
Karen Siirola believed the next City Council meeting was on July
25 , 2000, and earlier that morning there was a hearing at the
Courthouse that would determine whether the matter was settled or
whether it would go to trial.
Karen Siirola recounted that in May, they stated to the Court that
they were working on a settlement. It would now be set for trial .
ADJOURNMENT
Councilman Storrs moved adjournment at 9:17 p.m.
Belmont seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder

(

16

Councilmember

(,

.

ATTACHMENT TO 07-11-2000 CC MINUTE.S - PAGE 1 OF l

(

TO:

CITY COUNCILMEMBERS

FROM:

CONCERNED CITIZENS

SUBJECT:

THE $10, 50 0, .0 0 0 "BLANK CHECK" BOND ELECTION

DATE:

JULY 11, 2000

On November 8, 1999, American Fork City Mayor, Ted Barratt
announced the formation of a Citizen's Committee to review and
recommend alternatives to meet the City's public safety needs with
Keith Blake as the head of the Committee.

(

On November 11, 1999, Keith Blake published a four-page
Memorandum titled: "American Fork City Building And Office Neecis",
which stated in pertinent part:
" ••• Police 19,712 sq ft cost 115.00 sq ft $2,266,843
•••• Courts 23,549 sq ft cost 129.00 sq, ft $3,026,249
•••• Courts Lease may pay $4,000,000 of $5,293,092 ••• "
the above represented the cost (Jacobsen Richardson study) to the
voters, if the $ 5 , 000,000 November 7, 1999 General Obligation B nd
had been approve ~·· by the voters.
On December 10, 1999, Keith Blake published another four-page
Memorandum titled:
"American Fork Citizens Committee, Building
Needs", which stated in part: " ••• A new police and Courts building
of approximately 43,000 square feet should be built ••• We estimate
the cost of this facility, including associated site ·work, fees
associated with design and construction and furnishings will be
approximately 5.5 million with the Courts portion being approximately 3.0 million to 3.5 million ••• The City will pay for the
portion used by the police, estimated to be $2 million to 2. 5
million, inc l uding furnishings, site work, telecommunications and
equipment upgrades ••• "
The June 27, 2000 Voters question is: "Why are City Officials
asking the Voters to give them a "blank check" in the amount of
$8,000,000 for the same bonding project that cost $5,500,000 nine
months earlier?"
IT APPEARS THE VOTERS ARE STILL NOT INFORMED.

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARINGS

I

\

Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will hold public hearings to receive
public comment regarding the August 8, 2000, G.O. Bond Election for the purpose of
constructing court/police faciliites and fire/ambulance faciltities . The public hearings will be held
as follows :
Thursday, July 13, 2000, at 6:00p.m. at Barratt Elementary, 168 North 900 East.
Thursday, July 20, 2000, at 6:00 p.m. at American Fork Public Library, 64 South
100 East.
Thursday, July 27, 2000, at 6:00 p.m. at the American Fork Jr. High School, 1120 North
20 West.
Dated this 30 day of June, 2000.

1f!A;_,_11(JM)-J
Melanie Marsh
Deputy Recorder

(

AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
JULY 13, 2000

(

ATTACHMENT

PUBLIC HEARING
The American Fork City Council met in a public hearing on July 13,
2000, in Barratt Elementary School, commencing at 6:05p.m. Those
present included Councilmembers Keith Blake, Ricky Storrs, and Don
Hampton.
Also present were Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn, Steve
Cornia, Jay Christensen, Dale Gunther, Karen Hansen, Robert Scutt,
Jack Wixom (Jacobsen Construction) , Leisa Hatch, Peter Moyes (MHTN
Architects) , Eric Migacz, George Brown, Reed Thompson, members of
the press, and 8 citizens.
Councilman Blake welcomed those in attendance.
DISCUSSION AND RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING THE AUGUST 8,
2000, BOND ELECTION
Councilman Blake distributed and reviewed some recent historical
information, comparison figures from November and now, and an
updated projected budget. They are included in these minutes as an
ATTACHMENT.
Councilman Blake
site was really
downtown square.
million was that
furnishings, nor

explained in May there were some meetings and the
decided on and there was support for a nice
The difference in the $5.5 million and the $8
the $5.5 million did not include the site costs,
the engineering and architect cost .

Dale Gunther stated that the document said that it included the
site work. He drafted it and left blanks and when the numbers got
entered, they were just the construction costs, and it got
disseminated that way.
It was just an error.
Councilman Blake stated that there was some urgency to proceed with
the courts.
He referred to the November numbers versus what was
being proposed now. The square footage had been scaled back. The
purpose of the present costs was to prepare a budget. As they did
the construction, they would still bid all the subcontractors. The
City's policy was to go through a three-phase committee to approve
the costs.
The Finance Committee consisted of Councilmembers
Hampton, Belmont, and Blake.
It came to the Finance Committee,
then to the City Council for approval to do the work and then to
the Finance Committee and City Council to pay for the work.
The
Bond Budget was a financing mechanism. The Finance Committee would
approve the bids. They expected to do full competitive bidding on
this.
Councilman Blake commented that there was the impression that if it
was defeated last year, why were they doing it again. The need was
still there. Last time it was packaged with other facilities into
a $15 million to $16 million bond . He felt that if they did it in
phases, it could be done without a tax increase.
1
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Councilman Blake reported that they had received a letter dated
April 2000, from Paul D. Platt, the Physical Resources Coordinator
with the Administrative Office of the Courts.
The letter was
written in the time frame when the City was looking at options with
architects. They were concerned as to the City's commitment due to
the recent events and controversy. The Courts were involved in the
prior selection process, but they wanted to be involved again if
the City started over, but they were comfortable with the ones that
they had.
It needed to be done in August in order to meet their
legislative funding timetable.
The Courts were committed to
entering into a lease.
Councilman Blake explained that $8 million was the budget.
He
explained that in the document with the chart, the printed figures
were what it was in November and the handwritten figures were the
updated figures.
Two courtrooms would be built now and two
additional would be shelled in that could be finished off later.
Councilman Blake stated that construction for the fire and
ambulance had been scaled back.
It was proposed that there be
three bays for the fire and two bays for the ambulance.
It would
be placed either at 300 East Main or on the existing site. He was
confident that it could be done for less than the $2.5 million in
the bond.
Councilman Blake commented that last fall the $16 million bond
failed. They still needed facilities and now they have phased it.
The police & courts would be $8 million and the fire & ambulance
would be $2.5 million and both would be on the August bond.
Originally the Council was only going to propose the bond for the
police and courts. A number present at that Council meeting felt
that fire and ambulance should also be proposed.
They were
planning on doing both without a tax increase. It could be done by
looking at ways to raise revenues. Other communities had bottled
their own water and sold it. We have some great water.
It would
be appropriate to bottle the water and wholesale.
It was an
example of an alternate way to raise revenue without raising taxes.
Another way was to have the City run the electrical utility. They
could sell the Heritage Convalescent Center. They had an appraisal
done and that was being looked at.
George Brown asked what the appraisal was.
Councilman Blake responded that it was about $3.3 million.
Councilman Blake reviewed the projected budget that was passed out.
He explained that they had scaled back. The police & courts would
be built on the northeast corner of the town square and fire &
ambulance would be built on 300 East Main or they would remodel the
existing facility.
If they were going to look at doing a remodel,
they would need to fund a detailed study of the building.
Councilman Blake noted that the process that the library went
through to get built was beautiful and it came in within budget.
2
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Councilman Blake asked for input from the public.
George Brown noted that the figures being shown were significantly
less. He asked how they were held to that lower amount.
Councilman Blake responded that during the first three years they
could receive interest on the entire amount. A portion could then
be paid off early. He had heard that they could earn about 6 . 9% or
7 . 0% and they would pay about 6 . 0%.
Dale Gunther commented that the City would probably pay less than
6%.
This bond would pay over 20 years.
The first year it would
probably in the area of 4% range. The next year it would go up a
little.
The average rate today on AF City bonds would be about
5. 8%.
The City could take the bond money and earn at 7% for
example and only pay an average of 5.25%.
There could be a real
benefit to the City. They could only do that for three years.
Karen Hansen explained that she worked for the Court system and
reported that she had been informed that the Presiding Judge had
indicated that if the Bond did not pass that the State intended to
withdraw the offer. There were some that wanted to keep it in the
north end as the use was there and the growth was there.
If the
Bond did not pass, it would be consolidated in Provo, it would have
a big impact. There was a big difference in the service you get.
She encouraged them to vote for the Bond.
Robert Scutt asked who the Presiding Judge was.
Ms . Hansen responded that it was Howard Maetani .
Jody Shepard explained that she worked for the American Fork Police
Department and reported that there was a real advantage in having
a judge in their building. Obtaining of warrants was much quicker.
American Fork Asst . Police Chief Steve Cornia stated that it was
more than just a convenience.
There was necessity of having a
court on the north end of the County.
Thirty years ago when the
court was built, there were 12 officers in American Fork and the
court served the north end with a population of 86,000. In another
30 years the population had been estimated that it would be
200,000.
Because of the load, they would need it.
Not having a
court here would mean a tremendous expense to everyone.
Mrs. Jorgensen explained that it was not that they did not want it,
but their concern was that the City was bonding and raising taxes.
The public did want it done, but done wisely and not impacting
everyone.
Councilman Blake stated that he had heard that feedback as well.
The City could do it without a tax increase .
George Brown asked what the City's tax rate was last year compared
to this year.
3
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Councilman Blake stated that they had received one from the County
and was passed by the City. The County certified a rate based on
some legislative parameters.
The property tax had multiple
entities involved in it with the schools being the major portion.
He stated that he did not have the figures at the meeting .
Carl Wanlass explained that the old mill levy was now called the
Certified Tax Rate (CTR) .
This year the CTR went down for
operations and the CTR for bond debt on the Recreation Bonds went
up.
The County certified the tax rate for operations.
The tax
rate for the bond was part of the bond as it was passed. There was
a slight increase for debt service on the Recreation Bond.
George Brown stated that when the Recreation Bond came up it was
represented that there would be no tax increase and that it would
support itself. The reality was that it did cause a tax increase .
The dilemma now was, would the same thing happen with this bond in
a few years and how would they control that.
They couldn't with
the Fitness Center .
Councilman Storrs stated that there was a tax increase with the
Fitness Center Bond.
Councilman Blake asked for detail on what seemed to be a default in
the process that would provide for a tax increase in the future.
Was it triggered automatically by the bonding or was there control?
Carl Wanlass stated that the City Council had control as they set
the Certified Tax Rate.
George Brown observed that the City could use other funds to pay
the debt other than a tax increase. This year, the Council chose
to increase to pay the debt.
Councilman Blake, as a new Councilman, stated he needed to learn
more about it.
He knew that they passed the Certified Tax Rate,
but he did not understand the implication as to how that was
affecting property taxes.
George Brown stated that projection of costs in government were
always less. The only building to meet budget went through an 18month public input process.
How do they tie it down when they
could not bind future Councils?
Councilman Blake stated that was part of democracy in that they
cannot control who was elected in the future nor the decisions they
made.
On the budget side, if they had a budget, they needed to
build the best building they could within that budget.
Reed Thompson stated that he worked for the Highland Water Company
and in their recent project, part of the contractor's and
engineer's fee was based on a percentage of the savings.
Jack Wixom, Jacobsen Construction, noted one of the reasons the
City opted for a design build team, was that they provided a
4

guaranteed maximum price. They would build the building for that.
They would be at risk. They would work closely with the architect
and subcontractors in an open book method to build it on budget.
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Peter Moyes, MHTN Architects, explained that when they bond for a
dollar amount, that was it . Any money saved came back to the City,
not to the architect or the contractor.
They bid the project in
pieces and it was an open bid. If the bid was on budget, they move
ahead. If it was under, that was a savings to the City. If it was
over budget, then the design build team had to evaluate what they
had to do to get the project back on budget.
Once into
construction and things that were not coordinated as well as they
could be or there were other contingencies they would review that
with the City . There was some risk on their part.
Councilman Blake noted that the Court system liked the design build
concept. He observed that possibly one of the reasons people did
not come to public hearings was the level of detail that they got
into . He asked for any questions.
Reed Thompson stated that he was from the American Fork Fire
Department and asked about the sketch for the fire and ambulance.
Dale Gunther commented that he spent his life in the construction
and banking businesses . When there was concern about the property
tax increase, American Fork City had historically been very tight
about raising the mill levy.
In the State of Utah, property tax
was the most hated tax. It was the tax that the City's portion was
a very small part. Last year when the property tax increased, it
was due to the School District.
He was concerned about property
tax.
This was an opportunity to increase revenue in the City by
building the Courts building.
The police and courts building
together would provide a savings compared to if the courts ended up
in Provo. That would increase the costs.
Mr. Gunther continued that the police and courts building in
American Fork would be a resource in the community because there
would be additional demand for office space and property values
would go up which would increase the tax revenue to the City.
Sales tax would increase as well.
It was wise to be prudent and
focus on keeping costs down, but there were revenue opportunities
that would come with the new police and courts building that would
far exceed what might be spent on additional space. He felt that
they were worried about the costs and they should focus on the
revenue opportunities to the City.

(

Dale Gunther reported that he was working with management resources
at the Recreation Center to increase revenues.
The $200, 000
deficit there would support a $2 million bond payment over a 20year period of time. He would like to see them focus on how they
could get the resource to pay off for American Fork. He asked that
those in favor of the bond that would like to lend their name in
support to let him know as he wanted to get a pro bond campaign
going.
5
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Councilman Blake noted that Mr. Gunther was concerned with scaling
it back.
He asked him if he was comfortable with the $8 million
and $2.5 million figures.
Dale Gunther responded that he was.
He had spent a lot of time
with the architects and Jack Wixom and he was very comfortable with
them as a team.
Jacobsen Construction was one of the premier
construction companies in Utah.
MHTN Architects had a superior
reputation. He did not see an inferior product. His concern was
cutting muscle instead of fat.
Councilman Blake reported that Jacobsen
contractor on the hospital addition.

Construction

was

the

Jody Shepard commented that they needed a building.
There were
many safety concerns.
What it cost was not as important as
someone's safety.
Councilman Blake noted that historically in the State, Courthouses
had been landmarks. The proposed building could be a landmark.
Reed Thompson stated that the fire department needed a nice
facility and one that was not extravagant. Presently they were in
need of more room.
The current meeting room was 20 x 12.
There
were 35 firefighters that met on Wednesdays for training and that
was really tight.
There was not enough space to work on gear or
air packs.
He continued that the Fire Department provided education programs
and gave instruction. The active education program was attributed
to a reduction in the number of house fires. All of the personal
equipment were crammed on the walls.
There was not a place to
clean the personal gear and no place to wash equipment in the event
of body fluids' contamination. They did not want to take that home
to their families.
The only other option was to take it to the
cleaners.
Councilman Blake asked if this proposal met those needs .
Mr. Thompson felt that it did in some respect.
He added that
sometime down the road, they would need to go to a full-time
department.
Councilman Blake responded that Chief Peters had expressed that
with the geography of American Fork with it being about a 3-mile
radius, that it may never need to be full-time and may be more
efficient being part-time.
Reed Thompson agreed, but felt citizens would naturally want their
EMS and firefighters to be there that much quicker.
Councilman Blake stated that those options were being kept open.
Eric Migacz stated that the facility did not include sleeping
quarters, but being on the safe side , it did allow for expansion in
6
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the future .
Jody Shepard noted that those that opposed the bond had not set a
foot in the building.
George Brown asked why a basement was not being promoted with the
police and courts so that the footprint of the building would be
smaller.
Councilman Blake stated that they did look at the issue of making
a smaller footprint by utilizing a basement area.
With current
construction costs it was not necessarily cheaper.
Councilman Hampton stated that at the presentation to the Council
it was felt it would be more expensive.
Peter Moyes explained that the basement did not necessarily
consolidate the footprint, but part of what drove the footprint was
the layout of the how the courtrooms went together.
Dale Gunther asked Jack Wixom if there was a basement just for
storage what that would cost.
Jack Wixom stated that he could do the numbers.
One of the
redesigns for the American Fork Hospital was to change the
footprint and provide a basement for storage.
There was however
with that, some significant savings.
Peter Moyes noted that how the courtrooms went together was very
significant and unless a bunch of it was chopped off, the building
would become less efficient because the functions inside would be
split up.
When looking at the site, the parking was laid out,
parking, isle, parking.
In order to gain anything, another full
parking, isle, parking was needed.
Moving 20 or 30 feet did not
help .
Trying to get 60 feet off the building would create more
circulation and less useable space.
Eric Migacz noted that with a basement it added additional elevator
stops, additional lengths of stairs, additional excavation, and the
pressure on the walls increased so there was additional soils
retention.
He suggested that the idea be left open and that as
things were refined it could be looked at again. They had tried to
arrive at the most efficient layout.
The police department
functioned better on one level.
Councilman Blake noted that the building did have some shell space.
The City could finish that space off and use it for administration
for 10 or 15 years before the courts would use it. It was not done
with that in mind however.

(

Peter Moyes stated that they were constantly refining the plan.
would like the basement if for nothing more than storage.

He

George Brown reported that in talking with the architects on the
library, they felt the library was a 100-year structure. What was
7

this building?

(

Eric Migacz explained that this building would be a 100 -year
building as well.
It would be done with quality material.
George Brown asked if it was going to be a
system.

jail or a holding

Peter Moyes responded that it was a holding system.
Eric Migacz explained that the fire and ambulance would have a
hotel style shower and locker room rather than a dormitory style.
George Brown asked if there was a hazmat shower.
Councilman Blake responded that there was.
brought to a close at 7:40 p.m.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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for Kevtew and Comment

Citizens of American Fork
Keith Blake, Citizens Building Committee, Council Members, Mayor
American Fork City Building Needs, 2000-2030

In November 1999, after e defeat of a bond request to build a combined set of city
buildings, a portion of which were at a controversial location, I was asked t6 head a
citizen's committee to review and recommend a direction to meet our long term plans and
needs for city facilities. I was part of the group of citizens who had said that the prior
proposed plan and bond were too much, too soon, at the wrong location and that we
. should plan to meet these needs without a property tax increase.
The citizen's committee charged to review these issues included a diverse group, with a
number who had spoken out against the recently defeated bond proposal. We
immediately invited anyone in the community who had interest and desire to join with us
and participate on this committee. We had a number who did so and began reviewing
these needs and issues together. We met regularly through November, December and
into January 2000. A consensus emerged and a detailed public report was prepared of the
need for a police facility and the opportunity to build in phases (with significant funding
from our state court's system), first a combined police/courts building, then an updated
fire/ambulance facility, with time to pursue several options for adding future space for
city hall use. By pursuing this in phases and considering several funding alternatives, this
plan allows for bonding and building, without requiring a property tax increase.
A significant, secondary objective which emerged from these discussions is the need to
revitalize and improve our central down town. square. Since a long term plan effects all
of our citizens and especially the Community Church, the historical buildings in this
square and businesses associated with this down town block, after this detailed citizens
recommendation was issued, a series of public input sessions were held in May at
evening sessions at various school locations in our community neighborhoods. These
sessions produced a consensus for a long term plan for the downtown square, with
opportunity for input from all citizens, as well as those directly effect by it. A detailed
report was presented May 23rd, which included the following:

Persons representing businesses came to each session. Officials and members from the
Community Church came, as well as representatives of the Harrington Foundation,
citizens in the community and council members. The initial drawings had alternatives and
were a good starting point. At each session consensus suggestions were presented and
follow-on drawings were presented at the next session. The Pastor from the Community
Church presented a drawing and expansion plans for their Church. A general feeling of
the advantage of considering parking easements, which would allow sharing of parking,
taking advantage of the natural alternating parking needs - such as the Church being
primarily on Sunday, the Apollo on weekend evenings, the Courts, City and main street
businesses during weekday days.
A resounding consensus emerged for a historic theme for the block, including a historic

.

ATTACHMENT TO 7-13-2000 CC MINUTES - PAGE
American Fork City Building Needs, 2000-2030, Page 2

(

2

\

)

OF 10

mainstreet with brick or cobblestone to slow traffic, a welcoming pedestrian atmosphere,
with fountains and other focal points, with landscaping and green space.
From the early origins of our nation, communities have built structures which last and
which serve our communities. As we begin a new millennium, Americ .t' ork needs a
revitalized community center. The state court's system is proposing to fund about half
the cost of this new police/courts facility. This funding opportunity is an opportunity we
should not bypass. These types of joint use buildings are only built with faith and trust -past generations did so; we can do so. We can confirm the desire and intent from the
state court's system, but they cannot commit the state legislature. However, in the history
of our state, once this process has starte~ the legislature has always completed the plan.
Similarly, we cannot commit future American Fork City Councils and what decisions
they will make with taxes. They will be responsible to the citizens in the future who elect
them. But we can establish a plan, including the funding from the state court's system,
which provides for these needs to be met without a property tax increase. We have
proposed with this August 2000 bond election to do so.

(

The second proposed phase is for updated fire/ambulance facilities. It is less expensive
and more efficient to place both bond proposals on the same ballot. The second bond can
even be issued and accrue interest while the first phase, the police/courts facility, is being
started. This also gives time to consider the tradeoffs between building a new fire I
ambulance facility at the 300 East and Main street site, which would last longer, versus
remodeling at the current site, which would be less expensive, but only in the short term.
It also gives time to review and determine the size, features and type of building that can
be built within the budget established.

In summacy, an August 8, 2000 bond election has been scheduled which includes two,
phased building project proposals - a) a police and court facility with a budget of
$8,000,000, approximately half of which, or $4,000,000, is planned to be funded through
a lease with the court's system; it shall enhance and improve the downtown central
square and will include basic landscaping, with an invitation to the community to provide
donations for broader central square landscaping; b) an updated fire and ambulance
facility and equipment, with a budget of $2,500,000, which shall either be built as a new
facility at 3 00 East and Main street, or as a remodeled facility at its current location. A
new facility shall last longer; a remodeled facility will be less expensive in the short term.
(Additional fire equipment funds of approximately $200,000 are currently accruing across
multiple fiscal years). Both facilities shall be financed through general obligation bonds.
The police/courts facility shall be built first and the update to the fire and ambulance
facilities and equipment will be approved to proceed when it can also be done without a
property tax increase -- either by selling city assets, by freeing funds held for contingent
liabilities or other approved budget or priority changes.
Public review and input sessions will be held on this plan on July 13, 20 and 27th.

•

Am eric . Fork City Center
Program and Master Plan
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
Projected Bu get

Police/Court- 48,702 Sq. Ft.
Construction
Site & Landscape Development
Soft Costs
Furnishings
Contingency
Bonding Costs

$6,010,000
300,000
763,000
584,500
315 ,500
125,000
$8,098,000

Fire/Ambulance- 10,842 Sq. Ft.
Construction
Site & Landscape Development
Soft Costs
Furnishings
Contingency
Bonding Costs

$1,160,000
150,000
157,000
130,000
65,000
32,000
$1,694,000

Combined Total

$9,792,000
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
JULY 20, 2000
NOTICE OF WORK SESSION
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in a work session on Thursday, July 20, 2000, in the American
Fork City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 4:00 p.m.
The agenda shall be as follows:
WORK SESSION
1.
2.
3.

Discussion of items
Council meeting.
Other business.
Adjournment.

for the upcoming July 25,

Dated this 17 day of July, 2000.

rL k. flfJi__
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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2000,

City

AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
JULY 20, 2000

(
WORK SESSION

The American Fork City Council met in a work session on July 20,
2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 4:05 p.m.
Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Keith Blake, Don
Hampton, Tom Hunter, and Ricky Storrs. Councilmember Belmont was
excused. Others present included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn,
Howard Denney, Rod Despain, and Kevin Bennett.
DISCUSSION OF ITEMS FOR THE UPCOMING JULY 25,
MEETING

2000,

CITY COUNCIL

Mayor Barratt explained that the agenda would be amended for three
items. 1) Approval of going to bid on street overlay program . 2)
3) The
A beer license for the Cabo Grill at 456 East State Road.
Mountainlands Contract for Senior Services. No one was contrary.
Keith Blake reported that the public hearing last week went well
and that there were no comments of a really negative manner.
He
would like to have on the agenda a Resolution of Council Support of
the Building project .
Mayor Barratt asked that the Council review the draft.
Councilman Hampton felt that the timing was not right for that type
of Resolution. The Council had given nothing but support. He was
worried that putting that type of Resolution on the agenda would
give those that want to defeat the bonds a platform.
He had not
seen a lack of support from the Council.
He felt it would fit
under a Council report.
Mayor Barratt asked that by having it a part of the agenda it
highlighted it and it brought it out that the Council gave their
support.
Councilman Blake stated that was the object.
Mayor Barratt noted that may be a negative.
He reported that he
had received a letter that the building project was too close to
the Recreation Center and was too much traffic.
There was still
some confusion. He felt it was better under the Council reports.
He did not feel that the community believed there was not support
from the City Council.
Councilman Blake was looking for some language to commit to do it
without a tax increase and that it was the intent of this Council.
Mayor Barratt stated that he would not put it on the agenda but
left the door open for Councilman Blake to speak to it under his
report.
1
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Councilman Blake felt okay about that. He noted that this was the
last Council meeting before the election.
Councilman Hampton stated that Dale Gunther was covering some very
effective ground.
Councilman Blake noted that he included in the Resolution that the
City had proceeded in good faith to do it.
It was a new police
facility and there was language to invite the police force to put
past controversies behind them. There was also some concern about
public access to information.
Councilman Hampton stated that when we were working something out
within the family, it did not need to be announced.
Mayor Barratt noted that some issues did not need to be brought up.
Keith Blake added that part of the thinking was that in some ways
if those issues were raised, the bond would become a referendum
about those. They were trying to move ahead. It was time to build
new relationships.
Councilman Hampton stated that he was worried about complicating
the vote.
Howard Denney asked that the North Pointe Subdivision Plat B not be
on the agenda. The reason was that in its current configuration it
would only allow about 3/4 of the parking needed for the park and
ride.
He had also submitted a letter accepting Versar as the
federal group for the signal interconnect.
Councilman Blake felt that the Council ought to take an objective
look at the Heritage appraisal.
Carl Wanlass felt that they should accept the appraisal and direct
staff to proceed with negotiations.
Mayor Barratt asked that the item regarding Heritage be added to
the agenda.
Mayor Barratt asked Carl Wanlass to review the agenda.
Regular Session
There would be presentations by Maurine L. Bachman regarding a
proposed Franchise agreement with Metricom/Ricochet and from the
Beautification Committee.
1.
Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method of
satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the plat
recorded
2
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a.

Review and action on the North Pointe Subdivision Plat B at
630 East 1300 South
This item would be deleted.

b.

Review and action on the final plat of Fenn Acres Phase I, a
one lot subdivision at 328 South 570 West
This information was provided.

2.
Review and action on a Cooperative
regarding $25,000 in safe sidewalk funds

Agreement

with

UDOT

Howard Denney stated that they were going to use the funds from
Skipper's up to the new light and any left over from Doug Smith,
west to I-15
Councilman Blake stated that Paul Platt from the Courts would be at
City Hall for an update at 5 p.m.
3.
Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders.
There were possibly two and he still did not have the final one on
the library . There was one coming on the casing on the boring on
Sam White Lane for the water line.
4.

Report and action on Planning Commission items

The report was in the memo .
Mr. Wanlass explained that there were many minutes to be approved.
5.

Review and action on the June 15, 2000, work session minutes

6.
Review
minutes

and

action

on

the

June

26,

2000,

special

session

7.

Review and action on the June 27, 2000, minutes

8.

Review and action on the July 11, 2000, minutes

9.

Review and action on the July 13, 2000, public hearing minutes

10.

Review and action on the July 20, 2000, work session minutes

11.

Review and action on the July 20

I

20001 public hearing minutes

12.
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment

Councilman Hampton stated that the Finance Committee would meet on
July 25, 2000, at 7:00 p.m.
13.

Discussion and action on entering into an Executive Session to
3
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discuss litigation
14 .

Discussion and action on a settlement agreement

ADJOURNMENT
Mayor Barratt adjourned the meeting at 4:29 p.m.

([_

~t,

Q_Ql

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARINGS
(

Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will hold public hearings to receive
public comment regarding the August 8, 2000, G.O. Bond Election for the purpose of
constructing court/police faciliites and fire/ambulance faciltities. The public hearings will be held
as follows:
Thursday, July 13, 2000, at 6:00p.m. at Barratt Elementary, 168 North 900 East.
Thurs6ay, July 20, 2000, at 6:00 p.m. at American Fork Public Library, 64 South
100 East.
Thursday, July 27, 2000, at 6:00p.m. at the American Fork Jr. High School, 1120 North
20 West.
Dated this 30 day of June, 2000.

11(~~1r]C(M}J
Melanie Marsh
Deputy Recorder

AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
JULY 20, 2000

(
PUBLIC HEARING

The American Fork City Council met in a public hearing on July 20,
2000, in the American Fork Library, commencing at 6:03p.m. Those
present included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Keith Blake,
Ricky Storrs, and Don Hampton.
Others present included Richard
Colborn, Police Chief Terry Fox, Earl Johansen, Paul Platt
(Administrative Office of the Courts), Sherman Robinson, George
Brown, Bill Jacob, JaNeane Jacob, Dale Gunther, Robert Scutt, Jay
Christensen, Raylene, Jorgenson, Irene Ellison, Diane Crotts, Eric
Migacz (MHTN Architects), Robert Ostergaard, Jason Gabler, Mr. &
Mrs. Marvin Teuscher, Shirl LeBaron, Rodney E. Harris, Mr. & Mrs.
Stewart Adamson, and eight citizens.
Mayor Barratt welcomed those in attendance. He explained the need
in the community for a police & courts and a fire & ambulance
facility.
The court system has asked for a major expansion and
they were willing to pay for that through a 20-year lease.
He
turned time to Councilman Keith Blake.
Councilman Blake passed out information that was distributed at the
last public hearing.
He explained that he was elected last
November. The November Bond Election was a combined set of issues
and part of it was at a controversial location. He explained that
after its failure he was asked to Chair a committee to recommend
some direction .
Councilman Blake explained that a bond was a way to finance.
It
was a loan. Cities were able to borrow money at fairly attractive
rates.
Last year with the size of the bond, it was anticipated
that there would be a tax increase.
The project had been scaled
down and phased and he felt it could be done without a tax
increase.
In the committee they felt there was some real
opportunity to do the police and courts together.
The existing
building was built 30 years ago and was not designed for a modern
police force.
Councilman Blake noted that the courts and police worked well
together.
There was a lot of connectivity.
The court would pay
about half. The State legislature had a calendar of when they did
things.
To meet their deadline, an August Bond Election was
necessary.
Bill Jacob asked why it had taken so long.
Councilman Blake stated that he would have liked to have seen it
done sooner as well.
Bill Jacob noted that the hearings in May had nothing to do with
bonds or costs, they were for the footprint and landscaping only.
1
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Councilman Blake noted that early on they had looked at scaling the
project back.
Bill Jacob read from the December 10, 1999, Citizens' Committee
report.
He encouraged that the numbers be published to the
citizens. The 18 at the last meeting and the 30 here was a small
number from 22,000 residents.
Police Chief Fox stated that they had been discussing figures since
last December.
Bill Jacob asked why the increased square footage if in November it
was adequate for 20 or 30 years.
Councilman Blake explained that they restructured the footprint of
the building.
It was about $2.6 million for just the police part
of it and scaled back it, was $2.4 million. The courts were now at
about $3.3 million. This was construction only.
Councilman Blake stated that he had been trying to get the figures
to Mr. Jacob. Mr. Jacob stated that his office was open from 9:00
a.m. to 4:30 p.m.
Bill Jacob asked what dollar figure the court was going to
contribute and read from the November 11, 1999, Citizens' Committee
report.

(

Paul Platt from the Office of the Court Administrator stated that
they would not know how much they would pay.
They would occupy
23 , 000 to 24,000 square feet immediately. They would enter into a
lease agreement with the City.
Presently the ball park estimate
was $4 million.
Dale Gunther stated that he was here as a citizen of the community
and he also wore the hat of the President of the Bank of American
Fork and he was a stock holder in the Bank of American Fork. The
Bank of American Fork had property adjacent to this property.
It
was apparent that he had a conflict of interest in some respects,
but he did not feel he was in opposition.
Often people had
conflict of interests in their lives yet they could operate in an
ethical and above board way.
Mr. Gunther explained that he was asked to serve on the Citizens'
Committee because he had a vital interest as a citizen and as a
Main Street businessman. He had spent his business career on Main
Street and he loved Main Street and thought it was a great place.
He was involved in the Main Street Program and was on the Board
that was dedicated to revitalize all of the downtown.
What
happened on Main Street had a direct benefit on the whole
community.
"A rising tide raises all ships" someone once said.
The property that the Bank had put money into and the property that
Mr. Jacob put money into helped to raise property values on Main
Street.
Dale Gunther continued that in serving on the citizen committee,
2
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after a few weeks, he felt a need to put some of the things down in
writing that they had discussed. He wrote a draft of a letter to
Mayor Barratt.
He wrote that a new police and courts would be
43,000 square feet and that was a number that he pulled out of a
working document that was part of the development process and
subject to modifications. He put blanks for dollar amounts to be
filled in.
His intent was that the dollar amounts would include
site work, fees associated with design & construction, and the
furnishings.
He then gave it to Councilman Blake who was the
Chairman of the Committee with the recommendation that they start
putting things in writing for citizens to look at. It was intended
to be a letter to the Mayor. Unfortunately, when Councilman Blake
took that draft and filled in the blanks, he used a document that
was just an executive summary and just had the building
construction costs.
He was satisfied that it was just an honest
error with Councilman Blake putting the numbers down in the blanks
that he thought fit the criteria.
When the document was
disseminated, he didn't pick up on it.
It was an error. He felt
responsible.
Dale Gunther added that Mr. Jacob's concern was how at this late
date could they correct that error. He did not know how.
Bill Jacob stated that he had always been a proponent of public
safety and a proponent of open government to the public. The big
criticism on this one was that they spent so much time coming up
with the figures.
Now the problem was educating the public in a
short period of time.
There were only 20 people at the hearing.
He took no stand, but there was the perception that there was
mistrust in City government .
Dale Gunther asked if there was some way to correct the error. He
would like to see a City mailing explaining it. He would be glad
to write a letter explaining what had happened.
Could they make
disclosure of the costs and the error that was made? He believed
in disclosure. Bill Jacob was right when he said that they needed
to be informative to the public. He had looked at this issue and
had talked with Paul Platt two or three times. He talked with the
architect and the contractor. He felt that with his background, he
had some knowledge of the processes. This was a design build. The
Design Team would come up with a fixed price.
The other way to
build was plan and spec bid, with an architect and then a bid.
This was the way the library was done. It was bid out and came in
within budget.
There was another building that was done in the
same manner. The architect was off a little and they finally got
it close to budget. He was satisfied with the design build team.
Dale Gunther explained that he had looked at it from the standpoint
of him personally and if he would do it.
If a developer came to
him as a banker with a 20-year tenant lease from the State Court
System, it would command his attention.
Bill Jacob commented that he would want to also see that lease in
writing.
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Mr. Gunther answered that would not necessarily be the case.
In
this instance he had investigated it. The Court System was willing
to enter into a Memorandum of Understanding as they could not bind
the State.
Bill Jacob stated that if the State would sign a memorandum that
would work.
Councilman Blake commented that the City had a written commitment
from the State in a letter in April.
It was not a Memo of
Understanding but in it Paul Platt said, "Based on Legislative
funding, the State Court System has committed to negotiating a
lease contract with the City which would pay for the construction
costs of the Courts facility portion."
Mr. Gunther stated that as a private investor, it was a deal that
he would do.
He recommended that the City move ahead.
He had
talked with Paul Platt and Gordon Biessinger and this was a good
thing.
This was a prime tenant and a 20-year lease.
They would
pay off their share of the cost.
It had been estimated at $4
million. At the end of the lease, the City would own it free and
clear and could do with it as they wanted.
He noted that there
were ancillary benefits in having the Courts here. It saved money
in the Community in transporting prisoners and that cost was
between $80,000 and $90,000 per year and that was significant.
Bill Jacob recalled in November this was stated as being a no
brainer , and it should be done. Now the public wanted to know how
much it was going to raise their taxes. That information had not
been disseminated to the public.
The message had not gotten
across.
Paul Pratt with the Office of the Court Administrator stated that
in recent years they had made agreements with many others with the
same type of arrangement. They had a track record.
Mayor Barratt asked Mr. Platt how the other locations educated the
public?
Mr. Platt responded that he could not be sure but thought that they
had done it through public hearings and publications.
Mayor Barratt stated that the City would build a police station as
they had no choice.
They had to build a facility.
There were
certain things that a court demanded that were automatic for a
police station. The Court System through this lease method would
cut the cost to the residents.

l

Mr. Robert (Moose) Ostergaard stated that he was one of those no
brainers.
He was one of the little guys that lived on a no-name
street. He asked how many times did the public have to tell them,
no.
He asked if American Fork Government was for the people, by
the people, or was it what we can do for you.
Before they voted
for more indebtedness, the public wanted it answered as to how they
get across Main Street,
they would like some pressurized
4
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irrigation, and the roads had ruts. If there were too many cops or
too many dogs or too many motorcycles in the current police
station, he suggested that they get rid of a few. Main Street has
moved out of downtown as in other communities.
He related an
incident with the police on his property.
He did not trust the
cops. He suggested that if they needed a place to go, to lease the
old Fred Meyer building. He would vote no on the Bond. He would
vote no for the next reelection of the Mayor and Councilmembers.
Mayor Barratt stated that a prime supporter of the previous Bond
Election had told him that he would vote against this project and
he used the same verbiage as Mr. Ostergaard, how many times do we
have to tell you.
How do we educate?
They had been here 45
minutes and still did not have a way to educate the public . He had
talked with a group of seniors and every one of them told him that
they did not understand that the Court was going to give $4 million
to the project. He had received a letter not to build the Courts
on 98 North Center because it was too close to the Recreation
Center.
There was an unbelievable education curve and he didn't
know how to get around it.

(

Mayor Barratt explained that the seniors told him not to send them
anything as they would not read it . The letters were too small,
and they would not read it. They were required by law to send out
a mailing on the Bond Election. Like Bill Jacob had said, what had
c hanged? The City did not have a way to defend themselves.
Mr.
Ostergaard made a statement about the police department and the
Police had not responded to that question and Chief Fox would not
respond because people had a right to their privacy. He had no way
to defend his department.
If someone said that the City was a
liar , all they could do was send a letter and hold a public hearing
for 20 to 30 people. They needed to determine how they were going
to correct that.
At some point in time, there would be a Mayor
here and if a facility did not get built, someone would have to
answer for that .
Bill Jacob stated that maybe it had not been d i ssemi nated . He h ad
loads of paper. It was easy for people to figure if it was $97 per
$100,000 valuation for a $16 million bond, for an $8 million bond
it would be half.
In the newspaper they had other figures and it
confused people.
Councilman Blake stated that the figures
correct.

in the newspaper were

Bill Jacob stated that there was Bond language that had now been
published for two weeks that said an $8 million Bond for police and
courts and a $2.5 million Bond for ambulance & fire.
Those were
not the same figures.
Robert Scutt stated that he saw no reason to rush into the Bond.
It had been less than a year since the last election. Now , there
were only three weeks to discuss it and it was all on August 8,
2000 . It was ridiculous to create debt on something that was voted
down by a three to one vote . He was very concerned with what Mr .
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Clinton was going to be doing with a very unstable government with
his illegal Executive Orders in giving away the resources of
NAFTA, and GAT, and the UN.
There would be more rate increases.
Bank profits go up as employment goes down.
The rush into this
Bond Election proved that the City did not care about the poor
taxpayer. He said that the City Library was a gross waste of space
and lien on the taxpayer's property.
With regard to the Court System, Mr. Scutt stated that they did not
have Trial by Jury as they did not have a place for 12 jurors to
sit in the jury box.
It was nothing but a money making operation.
They needed to go back to the Common Law in this State. The Common
The other was nothing more than a corporate
Law was God's Law.
democracy.
Councilman Blake stated that Mr. Scutt held some feelings strong
and he appreciated him expressing them forthrightly.
Councilman Blake stated that the documents distributed noted the
differences between this Bond and the last one. They were scaling
it back, phasing it, and they were continuing to look at it and
doing it the most cost effective as possible.
They could do it
without a tax increase.
Mayor Barratt asked for ways to educate the citizens.
Bill Jacob noted that if the bond had been broken out with the
courts in one, police in another and was disclosed that the courts
would be paying for theirs and if the Mayor would go on record and
say that they had bonding authority up to $8 million with no tax
increase and if they sold the Heritage, people would understand
that. The sporadic stuff going out in the newspaper was confusing.
Councilman Blake stated that the numbers in the newspaper were
correct.
Bill Jacob wanted them to tell the people that.
meeting dealing in minutia.

They were in the

Mayor Barratt stated that they needed to publish articles in the
newspaper and tell the City's side of it and the factual side of
it.
A lady was in agreement with that, but if they were not reading the
paper, they would not get rid of any confusion.
Bill Jacob stated some people read or they would not be sitting in
this meeting.
It was a waste of his time to read the local paper.
Shirl LeBaron commented that he was a resident and a practicing
attorney and for a time was an employee of the Administrative
Office of the Court as a Juvenile Court Judge.
He saw how this
process worked. It was a wonderful opportunity to have the police
and courts in the same building.
It made all the difference. He
was amazed at the number of people that were against this that had
6
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not set a foot into the building.
He was interested in children
and youth and eventually there would be a Juvenile Court here.
They did not want to have to go to Orem to deal with those kinds of
things. As a citizen he was in support of this. His clients were
supportive as well. To address the issue, they need to go door to
door, person to person, and to let them know they have a $4 million
partner.
Robert Scutt stated that trial by jury was by 12 jurors not eight
or four.
That was not trial by jury.
Paul Platt stated that the new facilities actually had 14 jury
seats. Spanish Fork did not have 12 as it was previously a circuit
court.
Daniel Elliott explained that he was a new member to the community.
He lived in Utah County for five years.
American Fork was not
going to stay the way it was in the 1950's even though it would be
nice. He could see the need for the facilities.
The idea to get
this to the public was through the newspapers and door to door. He
suggested that another way was through the internet.
It provided
a twofold methodology. It could give current articles and if there
as an inadequacy, it could be checked.
If they did not read the
paper and they were not interested, you couldn't beat a dead horse.
Paul Platt stated that the court was committing through a long term
debt for their portion of the building. They had not arrived at a
final figure.
The final figure would be decided on after the
design and it would be based on what they would be using. This was
a unique opportunity for American Fork. By 2020 it was determined
they would need four additional courtrooms in north Utah County.
This would make American Fork the major court location in north
Utah County.
He felt and pointed out that they were committing
their resources to American Fork City and not to another location.
Councilman Blake added that was why the timing was important.
Mrs. Ellison stated that if they did not read it they wouldn't vote
anyway.
If American Fork did not get it, everything else was
moving to Lehi.
Earl Johansen stated that in the July 12 newspaper it explained
that Utah County was experiencing growth. American Fork was going
to grow and it upset him because the ambulance was always put on
the back burner.
Councilman Blake stated that the police and courts would be about
two years down the road, so they were looking at about three years.
Mr. Johansen continued that they were putting them and the fire a
few years down the road in a remodeled existing building.
The
longevity of it was that it was junk. He was 56 years old and they
needed to do what was necessary today for the future.
We haven't
done what was needed and we have been spinning our wheels.
If we
don't wake up and smell the coffee, our kids will pay more money
7
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for the things that the City needs.
the horns and get off the dime.

They needed to take bull by

Robert Scutt stated that the taxpayers should come first before the
City.
Mayor Barratt asked for those that wished to be involved in some
way to help with the passage of the bond to provide him their phone
numbers.
A gentleman asked what was it going to cost him.
The City voted
down a swimming complex because of a tax increase.
They were in
bondage because of something that was questionable whether they had
the right to build. The pool was not self sufficient and they were
subsidizing it.
Here was something that was for Public Safety.
The paper stated that it didn't look like there would be a tax
increase, but it had not been specific.
Was it going to be
efficient?
Were they getting something adequate without being
extravagant? The citizens wanted to know what it would be and what
they would pay and what type of quality they would get.
Bill Jacob stated that they were beating a dead horse.
The
citizens agreed they need adequate police and courts and fire and
ambulance. What was it going to cost and were the dollars going to
be spent wisely?
He asked how much they could bond for without
having a tax increase?
Mayor Barratt stated that it was $8 million.
Bill Jacob stated that they needed to get that out and if they
wanted to sweeten the pot, sell the Heritage Center. The Council
needed to commit themselves by a properly worded Resolution and get
some confidence from the public.
The City could only publish a
neutral document.
Councilman Blake stated that he had expressed that they could bond
up to $8 million. The City could only publish facts.
Mayor Barratt stated that they could make the statement, but if the
public didn't believe it, there was no recourse. He was willing to
fight for what the City really needed.
Councilman Blake commented that the public wanted an assurance of
a good, quality building.
Dale Gunther was concerned about this issue. He had talked to the
Bountiful Court and the cost on ours was not in excess of the other
facilities.
He was personally satisfied that it was not lavish.
It ought to be a thing of beauty and aesthetically pleasing.
It
should be one that citizens could take pride in and be an influence
on society.
It should be pleasing but not ostentatious.
(

A lady asked if it was a fixed rate or not.
Dale Gunther responded that it was fixed.
8
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,
specialized building.
year .

They had been talking about it for over a

George Brown asked how many people were in support of the bonds
that were not City employees . He suggested none.
His point was
that numerous people expressed, no.
There was not enough time
between now and August to get the people educated. When the City
sent something out, it had to be neutral or had to have both sides
r epresented. What if the citizens didn't like the design?
Councilman Blake explained that the bond approved the budget, not
the design.
George Brown stated that the citizens had to have ownership before
they were will i ng to spend the money.
Councilman Blake stated
ownership expressed.

that

in

the

May

meetings

there

was

George Brown stated that it was just the footprint . The difference
here was that they did not have ownership .
The only way to get
that was to have 18 months of public scrutiny on the design . This
project had not had the public scrutiny.
If it didn't have a
basement, they wouldn't vote for it.

(

Councilman Blake stated that there was a contingency for a basement
j u st as there was wi th the Library. The process had been going on
for 12 months .
A gentleman commented that the average citizen had no concept as to
what they had to have in a police department.
Chief Fox did not think that the average citizen would take
ownership of a public safety building like they did with the
library .
They just wanted to know that they had done their
homework and would service them for 15 or 20 years .
If it was
thought that they could, they would be sp i nning their wheels .

The E c~.._ea~ ourned at 7:35p.m.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
JULY 20, 2000

(
PUBLIC HEARING

The American Fork City Council met in a public hearing on July 20,
2000, in the American Fork Library, commencing at 6:03p.m. Those
present included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Keith Blake,
Ricky Storrs, and Don Hampton.
Others present included Richard
Colborn, Police Chief Terry Fox, Earl Johansen, Paul Platt
(Administrative Office of the Courts), Sherman Robinson, George
Brown, Bill Jacob, JaNeane Jacob, Dale Gunther, Robert Scutt, Jay
Christensen, Raylene, Jorgenson, Irene Ellison, Diane Crotts, Eric
Migacz (MHTN Architects), Robert Ostergaard, Jason Gabler, Mr. &
Mrs. Marvin Teuscher, Shirl LeBaron, Rodney E. Harris, Mr. & Mrs.
Stewart Adamson, and eight citizens.
Mayor Barratt welcomed those in attendance. He explained the need
in the community for a police & courts and a fire & ambulance
facility.
The court system has asked for a major expansion and
they were willing to pay for that through a 20-year lease.
He
turned time to Councilman Keith Blake.
Councilman Blake passed out information that was distributed at the
last public hearing.
He explained that he was elected last
November. The November Bond Election was a combined set of issues
and part of it was at a controversial location. He explained that
after its failure he was asked to Chair a committee to recommend
some direction.
Councilman Blake explained that a bond was a way to finance.
It
was a loan. Cities were able to borrow money at fairly attractive
rates.
Last year with the size of the bond, it was anticipated
that there would be a tax increase.
The project had been scaled
down and phased and he felt it could be done without a tax
increase.
In the committee they felt there was some real
opportunity to do the police and courts together.
The existing
building was built 30 years ago and was not designed for a modern
police force.
Councilman Blake noted that the courts and police worked well
together.
There was a lot of connectivity.
The court would pay
about half. The State legislature had a calendar of when they did
things.
To meet their deadline, an August Bond Election was
necessary.
Bill Jacob asked why it had taken so long.
Councilman Blake stated that he would have liked to have seen it
done sooner as well.
Bill Jacob noted that the hearings in May had nothing to do with
bonds or costs, they were for the footprint and landscaping only.
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Councilman Blake noted that early on they had looked at scaling the
project back.
Bill Jacob read from the December 10, 1999, Citizens' Committee
report.
He encouraged that the numbers be published to the
citizens. The 18 at the last meeting and the 30 here was a small
number from 22,000 residents.
Police Chief Fox stated that they had been discussing figures since
last December.
Bill Jacob asked why the increased square footage if in November it
was adequate for 20 or 30 years.
Councilman Blake explained that they restructured the footprint of
the building.
It was about $2.6 million for just the police part
of it and scaled back it, was $2 . 4 million. The courts were now at
about $3 . 3 million . This was construction only .
Councilman Blake stated that he had been trying to get the figures
to Mr. Jacob. Mr. Jacob stated that his office was open from 9:00
a . m. to 4:30p . m.
Bill Jacob asked what dollar figure the court was going to
contribute and read from the November 11, 1999, Citizens' Committee
report.
Paul Platt from the Office of the Court Administrator stated that
they would not know how much they would pay.
They would occupy
23 , 000 to 24,000 square feet immediately . They would enter into a
lease agreement with the City.
Presently the ball park estimate
was $4 million.
Dale Gunther stated that he was here as a citizen of the community
and he also wore the hat of the President of the Bank of American
Fork and he was a stock holder in the Bank of American Fork. The
Bank of American Fork had property adjacent to this property . It
was apparent that he had a conflict of interest in some respects,
but he did not feel he was in opposition.
Often people had
conflict of interests in their lives yet they could operate in an
ethical and above board way.
Mr . Gunther explained that he was asked to serve on the Citizens'
Committee because he had a vital interest as a citizen and as a
Main Street businessman. He had spent his business career on Main
Street and he loved Main Street and thought it was a great place.
He was involved in the Main Street Program and was on the Board
that was dedicated to revitalize all of the downtown.
What
happened on Main Street had a direct benefit on the whole
community.
"A rising tide raises all ships" someone once said .
The property that the Bank had put money into and the property that
Mr. Jacob put money into helped to raise property values on Main
Street.
Dale Gunther continued that in serving on the citizen committee ,
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after a few weeks, he felt a need to put some of the things down in
writing that they had discussed. He wrote a draft of a letter to
Mayor Barratt.
He wrote that a new police and courts would be
43,000 square feet and that was a number that he pulled out of a
working document that was part of the development process and
subject to modifications. He put blanks for dollar amounts to be
filled in.
His intent was that the dollar amounts would include
site work, fees associated with design & construction, and the
furnishings.
He then gave it to Councilman Blake who was the
Chairman of the Committee with the recommendation that they start
putting things in writing for citizens to look at. It was intended
to be a letter to the Mayor. Unfortunately, when Councilman Blake
took that draft and filled in the blanks, he used a document that
was just an executive summary and just had the building
construction costs.
He was satisfied that it was just an honest
error with Councilman Blake putting the numbers down in the blanks
that he thought fit the criteria.
When the document was
disseminated, he didn't pick up on it.
It was an error. He felt
responsible.
Dale Gunther added that Mr. Jacob's concern was how at this late
date could they correct that error. He did not know how.
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Bill Jacob stated that he had always been a proponent of public
safety and a proponent of open government to the public. The big
criticism on this one was that they spent so much time coming up
with the figures.
Now the problem was educating the public in a
short period of time.
There were only 20 people at the hearing.
He took no stand, but there was the perception that there was
mistrust in City government.
Dale Gunther asked if there was some way to correct the error. He
would like to see a City mailing explaining it. He would be glad
to write a letter explaining what had happened.
Could they make
disclosure of the costs and the error that was made? He believed
in disclosure. Bill Jacob was right when he said that they needed
to be informative to the public. He had looked at this issue and
had talked with Paul Platt two or three times. He talked with the
architect and the contractor. He felt that with his background, he
had some knowledge of the processes. This was a design build. The
Design Team would come up with a fixed price.
The other way to
build was plan and spec bid, with an architect and then a bid.
This was the way the library was done. It was bid out and came in
within budget.
There was another building that was done in the
same manner. The architect was off a little and they finally got
it close to budget. He was satisfied with the design build team.
Dale Gunther explained that he had looked at it from the standpoint
of him personally and if he would do it.
If a developer came to
him as a banker with a 20-year tenant lease from the State Court
System, it would command his attention.
Bill Jacob commented that he would want to also see that lease in
writing.
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Mr. Gunther answered that would not necessarily be the case.
In
this instance he had investigated it. The Court System was willing
to enter into a Memorandum of Understanding as they could not bind
the State.
Bill Jacob stated that if the State would sign a memorandum that
would work.
Councilman Blake commented that the City had a written commitment
from the State in a letter in April.
It was not a Memo of
Understanding but in it Paul Platt said, "Based on Legislative
funding, the State Court System has committed to negotiating a
lease contract with the City which would pay for the construction
costs of the Courts facility portion."
Mr. Gunther stated that as a private investor, it was a deal that
he would do.
He recommended that the City move ahead.
He had
talked with Paul Platt and Gordon Biessinger and this was a good
thing.
This was a prime tenant and a 20-year lease.
They would
pay off their share of the cost.
It had been estimated at $4
million. At the end of the lease, the City would own it free and
clear and could do with it as they wanted.
He noted that there
were ancillary benefits in having the Courts here. It saved money
in the Community in transporting prisoners and that cost was
between $80,000 and $90,000 per year and that was significant.
Bill Jacob recalled in November this was stated as being a no
brainer , and it should be done. Now the public wanted to know how
much it was going to raise their taxes. That information had not
been disseminated to the public.
The message had not gotten
across.
Paul Pratt with the Office of the Court Administrator stated that
in recent years they had made agreements with many others with the
same type of arrangement. They had a track record.
Mayor Barratt asked Mr. Platt how the other locations educated the
public?
Mr. Platt responded that he could not be sure but thought that they
had done it through public hearings and publications .
Mayor Barratt stated that the City would build a police station as
they had no choice.
They had to build a facility.
There were
certain things that a court demanded that were automatic for a
police station. The Court System through this lease method would
cut the cost to the residents.
Mr. Robert (Moose) Ostergaard stated that he was one of those no
brainers.
He was one of the little guys that lived on a no-name
street. He asked how many times did the public have to tell them,
no.
He asked if American Fork Government was for the people, by
the people, or was it what we can do for you.
Before they voted
for more indebtedness, the public wanted it answered as to how they
get across Main Street,
they would like some pressurized
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irrigation, and the roads had ruts. If there were too many cops or
too many dogs or too many motorcycles in the current police
station, he suggested that they get rid of a few. Main Street has
moved out of downtown as in other communities.
He related an
incident with the police on his property.
He did not trust the
cops. He suggested that if they needed a place to go, to lease the
old Fred Meyer building. He would vote no on the Bond. He would
vote no for the next reelection of the Mayor and Councilmembers.
Mayor Barratt stated that a prime supporter of the previous Bond
Election had told him that he would vote against this project and
he used the same verbiage as Mr. Ostergaard, how many times do we
have to tell you.
How do we educate?
They had been here 45
minutes and still did not have a way to educate the public. He had
talked with a group of seniors and every one of them told him that
they did not understand that the Court was going to give $4 million
to the project. He had received a letter not to build the Courts
on 98 North Center because it was too close to the Recreation
Center.
There was an unbelievable education curve and he didn't
know how to get around it.
Mayor Barratt explained that the seniors told him not to send them
anything as they would not read it.
The letters were too small,
and they would not read it. They were required by law to send out
a mailing on the Bond Election. Like Bill Jacob had said, what had
changed? The City did not have a way to defend themselves.
Mr.
Ostergaard made a statement about the police department and the
Police had not responded to that question and Chief Fox would not
respond because people had a right to their privacy. He had no way
to defend his department.
If someone said that the City was a
liar, all they could do was send a letter and hold a public hearing
for 20 to 30 people. They needed to determine how they were going
to correct that.
At some point in time, there would be a Mayor
here and if a facility did not get built, someone would have to
answer for that.
Bill Jacob stated that maybe it had not been disseminated. He had
loads of paper. It was easy for people to figure if it was $97 per
$100,000 valuation for a $16 million bond, for an $8 million bond
it would be half.
In the newspaper they had other figures and it
confused people.
Councilman Blake stated that the figures
correct.

in the newspaper were

Bill Jacob stated that there was Bond language that had now been
published for two weeks that said an $8 million Bond for police and
courts and a $2.5 million Bond for ambulance & fire.
Those were
not the same figures.
Robert Scutt stated that he saw no reason to rush into the Bond.
It had been less than a year since the last election. Now, there
were only three weeks to discuss it and it was all on August 8,
2000. It was ridiculous to create debt on something that was voted
down by a three to one vote. He was very concerned with what Mr.
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Clinton was going to be doing with a very unstable government with
his illegal Executive Orders in giving away the resources of
NAFTA, and GAT, and the UN.
There would be more rate increases.
Bank profits go up as employment goes down.
The rush into this
Bond Election proved that the City did not care about the poor
taxpayer. He said that the City Library was a gross waste of space
and lien on the taxpayer's property.
With regard to the Court System, Mr. Scutt stated that they did not
have Trial by Jury as they did not have a place for 12 jurors to
sit in the jury box.
It was nothing but a money making operation.
They needed to go back to the Common Law in this State. The Common
The other was nothing more than a corporate
Law was God's Law.
democracy.
Councilman Blake stated that Mr. Scutt held some feelings strong
and he appreciated him expressing them forthrightly.
Councilman Blake stated that the documents distributed noted the
differences between this Bond and the last one. They were scaling
it back, phasing it, and they were continuing to look at it and
doing it the most cost effective as possible.
They could do it
without a tax increase.
Mayor Barratt asked for ways to educate the citizens.
Bill Jacob noted that if the bond had been broken out with the
courts in one, police in another and was disclosed that the courts
would be paying for theirs and if the Mayor would go on record and
say that they had bonding authority up to $8 million with no tax
increase and if they sold the Heritage, people would understand
that. The sporadic stuff going out in the newspaper was confusing.
Councilman Blake stated that the numbers in the newspaper were
correct.
Bill Jacob wanted them to tell the people that.
meeting dealing in minutia.

They were in the

Mayor Barratt stated that they needed to publish articles in the
newspaper and tell the City's side of it and the factual side of
it.
A lady was in agreement with that, but if they were not reading the
paper, they would not get rid of any confusion.
Bill Jacob stated some people read or they would not be sitting in
this meeting.
It was a waste of his time to read the local paper.
Shirl LeBaron commented that he was a resident and a practicing
attorney and for a time was an employee of the Administrative
Office of the Court as a Juvenile Court Judge.
He saw how this
process worked. It was a wonderful opportunity to have the police
and courts in the same building.
It made all the difference. He
was amazed at the number of people that were against this that had
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not set a foot into the building.
He was interested in children
and youth and eventually there would be a Juvenile Court here.
They did not want to have to go to Orem to deal with those kinds of
things. As a citizen he was in support of this. His clients were
supportive as well. To address the issue, they need to go door to
door, person to person, and to let them know they have a $4 million
partner.
Robert Scutt stated that trial by jury was by 12 jurors not eight
or four.
That was not trial by jury.
Paul Platt stated that the new facilities actually had 14 jury
seats. Spanish Fork did not have 12 as it was previously a circuit
court .
Daniel Elliott explained that he was a new member to the community.
He lived in Utah County for five years.
American Fork was not
going to stay the way it was in the 1950's even though it would be
nice . He could see the need for the facilities.
The idea to get
this to the public was through the newspapers and door to door. He
suggested that another way was through the internet.
It provided
a twofold methodology. It could give current articles and if there
as an inadequacy , it could be checked .
If they did not read the
paper and t hey were not i nterested, you couldn't beat a dead horse.
Paul Platt stated that the court was committing through a long term
debt for their portion of the building. They had not arrived at a
final figure .
The final figure would be decided on after the
design and it would be based on what they would be using. This was
a unique opportunity for American Fork. By 2020 it was determined
they would need four additional courtrooms in north Utah County .
This would make American Fork the major court location in north
Utah County.
He felt and pointed out that they were committing
their resources to American Fork City and not to another location .
Councilman Blake added that was why the timing was important.
Mrs. Ellison stated that if they did not read it they wouldn't vote
anyway.
If American Fork did not get it, everything else was
moving to Lehi.
Earl Johansen stated that in the July 12 newspaper it explained
that Utah County was experiencing growth. American Fork was going
to grow and it upset him because the ambulance was always put on
the back burner.
Councilman Blake stated that the police and courts would be about
two years down the road, so they were looking at about three years.
Mr . Johansen continued that they were putting them and the fire a
few years down the road in a remodeled e x isting building .
The
longevity of it was that it was junk . He was 56 years old and they
needed to do what was necessary today for the future.
We haven't
done what was needed and we have been spinning our wheels . If we
don't wake up and smell the coffee, our kids will pay more money
7
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for the things that the City needs.
the horns and get off the dime.

They needed to take bull by

Robert Scutt stated that the taxpayers should come first before the
City.
Mayor Barratt asked for those that wished to be involved in some
way to help with the passage of the bond to provide him their phone
numbers.
A gentleman asked what was it going to cost him.
The City voted
down a swimming complex because of a tax increase.
They were in
bondage because of something that was questionable whether they had
the right to build. The pool was not self sufficient and they were
subsidizing it.
Here was something that was for Public Safety.
The paper stated that it didn't look like there would be a tax
increase, but it had not been specific.
Was it going to be
efficient?
Were they getting something adequate without being
extravagant? The citizens wanted to know what it would be and what
they would pay and what type of quality they would get.
Bill Jacob stated that they were beating a dead horse.
The
citizens agreed they need adequate police and courts and fire and
ambulance. What was it going to cost and were the dollars going to
be spent wisely?
He asked how much they could bond for without
having a tax increase?

(

Mayor Barratt stated that it was $8 million.
Bill Jacob stated that they needed to get that out and if they
wanted to sweeten the pot, sell the Heritage Center. The Council
needed to commit themselves by a properly worded Resolution and get
some confidence from the public.
The City could only publish a
neutral document.
Councilman Blake stated that he had expressed that they could bond
up to $8 million. The City could only publish facts.
Mayor Barratt stated that they could make the statement, but if the
public didn't believe it, there was no recourse. He was willing to
fight for what the City really needed.
Councilman Blake commented that the public wanted an assurance of
a good, quality building.
Dale Gunther was concerned about this issue. He had talked to the
Bountiful Court and the cost on ours was not in excess of the other
facilities.
He was personally satisfied that it was not lavish.
It ought to be a thing of beauty and aesthetically pleasing.
It
should be one that citizens could take pride in and be an influence
on society.
It should be pleasing but not ostentatious.
A lady asked if it was a fixed rate or not.
Dale Gunther responded that it was fixed.
8
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the Recreation Bond was issued, it was issued with a 16-year
amortization on the bond. The bond was issued with a tax increase.
There was a tax increase when the bond was issued.
Then in the
eighth year, this year, the principal payments were increased by
about $100,000 so the tax rate went up to cover the increased bond
amortization. It was part of the original bond. As he understood,
there was no plan for a tax increase with this bond.
Councilman Blake stated that there was a viable plan that would not
include a tax increase.
Councilman Hampton was in favor of the no tax increase strategy and
felt it could be accomplished.
Councilman Storrs agreed with that and he was in favor of selling
the Heritage.
A gentleman noted that costs would be going up and that should be
let known .
Councilman Hampton stated that they could show on the very same
sheet what Mr. Jacob had said about what the Courts would do.
A gentleman added that if the Heritage was sold, it could be less.
Mayor Barratt did not know if the City could do that. In the past
election the Councilmembers and Carl Wanlass paid for some of the
mailings.
They may have to put a group together to pay for the
mailings.
They could not defend positions, they could just state
the facts.
Bill Jacob stated that for that reason they had shot themselves in
the foot because it added gas to the fire that the City was adding
influence on the citizens and it clouded the dissemination of
information.
Earl Johansen commented that the ambulance personnel did not have
a place to go if they had to change and wash their clothes.
Bill Jacob suggested that they use the old warehouse space.
Councilman Blake commented that some area may be able to be used.
Mayor Barratt noted that the School District still had some items
in there.
The next hearing would be on July 27, 2000, at the Jr. High School.
George Brown noted that citizens had not taken ownership in the
project like they had with the library.
There were 18 months of
public scrutiny.
The Library Bond passed by 66%.
The last bond
election failed by 66%. The difference was a short period of time
for the hearings.
Councilman Blake stated that the police and courts were a very
9
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specialized building.
year.

They had been talking about it for over a

George Brown asked how many people were in support of the bonds
that were not City employees.
He suggested none.
His point was
that numerous people expressed, no.
There was not enough time
between now and August to get the people educated. When the City
sent something out, it had to be neutral or had to have both sides
represented. What if the citizens didn't like the design?
Councilman Blake explained that the bond approved the budget, not
the design.
George Brown stated that the citizens had to have ownership before
they were willing to spend the money.
Councilman Blake stated
ownership expressed.

that

in

the

May

meetings

there

was

George Brown stated that it was just the footprint . The difference
here was that they did not have ownership.
The only way to get
that was to have 18 months of public scrutiny on the design. This
project had not had the public scrutiny.
If it didn't have a
basement, they wouldn't vote for it.

(

Councilman Blake stated that there was a contingency for a basement
just as there was with the Library. The process had been going on
for 12 months.
A gentleman commented that the average citizen had no concept as to
what they had to have in a police department.
Chief Fox did not think that the average citizen would take
ownership of a public safety building like they did with the
library .
They just wanted to know that they had done their
homework and would service them for 15 or 20 years .
If it was
thought that they could, they would be spinning their wheels .

The ~~h:a~ ourned at 7:35 p.m.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
JULY 25, 2000
AMENDED - NOTICE AND AGENDA

(

Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on July 25, 2000, in the American Fork City
Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p.m. The agenda
shall be as follows:
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period - limited to two minutes
per person.
Presentation by Maurine L. Bachman regarding a proposed
Franchise Agreement with Metricom/Ricochet.
Presentation by the Beautification Committee.
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports.
Mayor's report.
ACTION ITEMS

1.

(

2.
*3.
*4.
*5.
*6.
7.
8.
9.
10 .
1 1.
12 .
13 .
14.
15.

Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method
of satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the
plat recorded.
a.
Review and action on the final plat of Fenn Acres Phase
1, a one lot subdivision at 328 South 570 West.
Review and action on a Cooperative Agreement with UDOT
regarding $25,000 in Safe Sidewalk Funds.
Review and action on the approval of going to bid on the 2000
Street Overlay Project.
Review and action on a the granting of a Class C Beer License
for Cabo Grill at 456 East State Road.
Review and action on the Mountainlands Contract for Senior
Services.
Review and action on the acceptance of the appraisal for the
Heritage Center and instruction to the Staff to proceed with
negotiations.
Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders.
Report and action on Planning Commission items.
Review and action on the June 15, 2000, work session minutes.
Review and action on the June 26, 2000, special session
minutes.
Review and action on the June 27, 2000, minutes .
Review and action on the July 11, 2000, minutes.
Review and action on the July 13, 2000, public hearing
minutes.
Review and action on the July 20, 2000, work session minutes .
Review and action on the July 20, 2000, public hearing
1
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16.
17.

18 .
19.

minutes.
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
Discussion and action on entering into an Executive Session to
discuss litigation.
Discussion and action on a settlement agreement .
Adjournment.

Dated this ~ ~~of July, 2000.

~k - ~

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
JULY 25, 2000
NOTICE AND AGENDA
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on July 25, 2000, in the American Fork City
Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p.m. The agenda
shall be as follows:
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period - limited to two minutes
per person.
Presentation by Maurine L. Bachman regarding a proposed
Franchise Agreement with Metricom/Ricochet.
Presentation by the Beautification Committee.
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports.
Mayor's report.
ACTION ITEMS

1.

2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.

Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method
of satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the
plat recorded.
a.
Review and action on the North Pointe Subdivision Plat B
at 630 East 1300 South.
b.
Review and action on the final plat of Fenn Acres Phase
1, a one lot subdivision at 328 South 570 West.
Review and action on a Cooperative Agreement with UDOT
regarding $25,000 in Safe Sidewalk Funds.
Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders.
Report and action on Planning Commission items.
Review and action on the June 15, 2000, work session minutes.
Review and action on the June 26, 2000, special session
minutes.
Review and action on the June 27, 2000, minutes.
Review and action on the July 11, 2000, minutes.
Review and action on the July 13, 2000, public hearing
minutes.
Review and action on the July 20, 2000, work session minutes.
Review and action on the July 20, 2000, public hearing
minutes.
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
Discussion and action on entering into an Executive Session to
discuss litigation.
Discussion and action on a settlement agreement.
Adjournment.
1
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Dated this

l,l d~

of July, 2000 .

L h.\YJIL_
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
JULY 25, 2000

{

(
REGULAR SESSION

The American Fork City Council met in a regular session on July 25,
2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:34 p.m.
Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Don Hampton, Keith
Blake, Juel Belmont, and Tom Hunter.
Councilman Storrs was
excused.
Others present included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn,
Kevin Bennett, Howard Denney, Rod Despain, Jay Christensen, Terry
Fox, Mr . & Mrs. Bill Jacob, Mr. & Mrs. Dale Gunther, Daniel Copper,
Ginger Hunter, Justin Fenn, Dixie Fenn, Glen Wagstaff, Barbara
Christiansen, Maurine L. Bachman, George Brown, Jess Green, Mr. &
Mrs. John Liddell , Hannah Liddell , and eight citizens.
Mayor Barratt stated that items 2 and 5 would not be addressed this
evening.
Ginger Hunter led the Pledge of Allegiance and RoseAnn Gunther
offered the prayer.
TWENTY MINUTE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD - LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES PER
PERSON
Ginger Hunter explained that she attended a wonderful activity at
the amphitheater by the American Fork Arts Council Director , Varlo
Davenport. It was called Wilford Woodruff, God's Fisherman- A One
Man Show.
Dale Gunther distributed a draft of a Resolution concerning the
upcoming bond election.
He had been made aware of a voter bond
election alert that was being circulated and as he looked at it,
the Resolution would answer most of the concerns. He was part of
the problem of that mistake and thought that he could answer that
through a letter or some other way.
The purpose of his
distributing the Resolution was to ask the Council to consider a
Special Council meeting to consider the Resolution that might
answer some of the questions in the minds of Citizens.
He noted
that three Councilmembers could request the meeting.
It could be
done in conjunction with the public hearing .
Bill Jacob stated that he got a copy of the Resolution and it
looked okay as citizen . The public needed to get informed.
The
loudest voices that he was hearing was that they did not know how
much it was going to cost in taxes . At the last election it was
addressed right down to the dollar. He recommended the calling of
a press conference to put it to rest.
Maurine L . Bachman distributed some packets to the Councilmembers .
Mayor Barratt introduced 4 - year old Hannah Liddell . He explained
that she had participated in a life saving effort of a neighbor
boy.
He expressed the Council ' s appreciation for her quick
1
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thinking and for her ability to listen to the still small voice
inside of her and for listening to her mother and father who raised
her to think quickly.
She was a great citizen of American Fork
even though she was very young.
He explained that there was an
award that was coming and would be here in just a few minutes.
PRESENTATION BY MAURINE L. BACHMAN REGARDING A PROPOSED FRANCHISE
AGREEMENT W~TH METRICOM/RICOCHET
Maurine L. Bachman, from Liberty Wire Star explained that they had
contracted with Metricom to do their right-of-way acquisition for
their Ricochet equipment.
American Fork City did have a
telecommunications Ordinance and they had to do some minor
modifications of that to make it fit. They had addressed them with
Kevin Bennett.
Metricom was founded in 1985 and started out doing wireless utility
meter reading.
Out of that technology came the idea that they
could put a modem on a lap top and through radio waves connect to
other radios and the internet.
With the new phase 2 modems the
connection to the Internet would be at 128K.
Ms. Bachman showed one of the units that would be attached to the
street light arm it was about 8" x 8" x 16" and was placed at
density of about eight to 10 per square mile.
It received its
power from the street light. Part of the agreement allowed them to
pay a flat rate for the power it used.
Each of those would be
connected by radio to a wired access point (WAP) and from there
transferred into a hard wire. The WAP sites were being handled by
a separate consultant and were similar to a cellular site.
Ms. Bachman explained that Metricom was the wholesaler. Ricochet
had the modem.
In test markets, police departments loved them.
Currently they operated at about 15K. With this system they could
operate at 128K. MCI was one of the retailers that had signed up
and they would offer it for about $30 per month.
There were
systems currently operating in San Francisco, Seattle, Washington
D.C., there was a test program with the Los Angeles Police
Department in certain areas, and just a few days ago San Diego went
on line. This was spelled out in their web site, www.metricom.com.
The Greater Salt Lake area was in the Phase 2 and they would like
to construct this fall.
Construction consisted of a cherry picker and they would bolt it on
and be done in 10 or so minutes.
They were working on the same
type of agreements from Provo to Ogden.
They had been working with the Utah League of Cities and Towns who
had drafted a model Ordinance. However, American Fork implemented
their's ahead of the model Ordinance.
Overall Metricom did not
have any significant issues with the terms other than the
requirement for the posting of a $100,000 bond for performance
under the agreement.
They felt it was excessive as there was no
impact to the right-of-way unlike others who were digging in the
ground.
2
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Councilman Blake asked how they compared with ELI.
not familiar with what ELI offered.

Ms. Bachman was

Councilman Blake as if it shared the air waves.
Ms. Bachman explained that Metricom was not technically a
telecommunications carrier and they did not want to be. They were
an information services provider.
It operated in the same wave
length as garage door openers.
As usage went up, it broke the
signal into small segments.
If capacity became an issue, they
would add more radios.
Councilman Hampton noted that the Franchise Agreement was offering
5% of the gross revenues that Metricom received, not what the
retail price was, based on the number of billing addresses in the
City. Part of the reason of coming to the North Utah County area
was that part of the demographics showed more home computers than
in other larger Cities.
Councilman Hampton asked if MCI had an exclusive contract with
them . Ms. Bachman responded that they did not .
Ms. Bachman asked for relief from the $100,000 bond requirement.
She noted that other communities were at $2,500.
Kevin Bennett
$100,000.

noted

that

they

had

reduced

the

bond

down

to

Mayor Barratt stated that this would be an agenda item for the
August 15, 2000, meeting.
Police Chief Fox asked if it replaced the CDPD Modem.
Ms. Bachman stated that it did and their cost was between $300 and
$400 dollars.
In the markets they were operating in, the monthly
cost was $30. She indicated that one of the additional incentives
was that they could offer some free subscriptions for the use of
the police department.
Councilman Blake asked if it could be used for 911.
Ms. Bachman responded that it could be.
PRESENTATION BY MAYOR BARRATT AND CHIEF FOX TO HANNAH LIDDELL
Mayor Barratt invited 4-year old Hannah Liddell to come to the
front.
He explained that there was a neighbor boy who had an
allergic reaction and she ran to the house and notified the mother.
It turned out that her good friend was in need of help.
Mayor
Barratt and Chief Fox presented an award to Hannah Liddell.
The
Council members each shook her hand and congratulated Hannah. There
was enthusiastic applause. She was also awarded the American Fork
Police Department's Lifesaving Ribbon.
PRESENTATION BY THE BEAUTIFICATION COMMITTEE
3

(

This item would be placed on the next agenda.
REPORT OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR
Carl Wanlass had nothing to report at this time.
COUNCIL REPORTS

(

Councilman Blake recapped the public hearings on the buildings and
bond election last Thursday at the Library. There would be another
one at 6:00 p.m. at the American Fork Jr. High School this
Thursday.
There were a number of people there.
There was some
concern about attendance at these kinds of meetings. We lived in
a wonderful democracy. There were people that came and newspaper
was there. There were a lot larger cities that had fewer come out.
He commended them.
The City needed expanded facilities and to
upgrade the downtown area. The courts would fund about $4 million
and that message had been coming out in the meetings and had been
published in the newspaper. This was a great community. There was
a real opportunity with the court system. Court Administrator Paul
Platt came to the last meeting and part of that purpose was to
explain that the courts had made a commitment to do this.
They
also indicated that if they passed the bond election this August it
would be two years before the building would be finished.
If they
chose not to have the courts and not to use the funding, it would
be expensive to have to go to Provo or somewhere else.
That was
part of the key message that was coming across.
Councilman Blake continued that at the November Election he felt
they could scale the buildings back and do them without a tax
increase. They were funding without a tax increase and they were
selling some assets. They could to it without a tax increase and
he thought that was the message that needed to get out.
He was
committed to do it.
They had made some budget adjustments this
year and he felt strongly that he would not vote to do a property
tax increase.
Bill Jacob asked what the bond limitation was before there would be
a tax increase.
Councilman Blake answered that they could bond up to $8 million and
that included the court bonds.
Bill Jacob noted there would be no risk on the $4 million.
That
would leave $6 million left.
If the City sold the Heritage they
could make it without a tax increase.
Councilman Blake stated there was a plan in place where it could be
done without a tax increase. He recommended that the Council sign
the Resolution and distribute it.
Glen Wagstaff asked whey they did not commit that they were going
to sell the Heritage.
Councilman Blake stated that

it was
4

not

a

one-sided decision.

There had been an appraisal and they were in the process.
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Bill Jacob expressed that if the Heritage was in default, there was
no more lease.
A young man asked if they sold the Heritage, would the money go to
build a new Heritage?
Councilman Blake stated that it would still be there.
would then own it instead of the City.

Heritage

Dale Gunther applauded that process, but one of the risks was that
if there was a firm commitment to sell it, it would put Heritage
into a strong position.
Councilman Blake expressed that there was some opposition at the
last Thursday meeting and there was a suggestion that they consider
the Fred Meyer building.
At least people were coming and saying
things.
He suggested that when they brought on an Economic
Development Director that they look at the Fred Meyer area. There
were some areas there that needed to be done.
Mayor Barratt had Boy Scout David Linyon from Troop 708 introduce
himself.
Councilman Hampton concurred with Dale Gunther's recommendation and
would like to have a special session prior to the public hearing on
Thursday. It would once again reaffirm the support of the Council.
Councilman Hampton asked that the Chamber of Commerce report be
placed on the August 15, 2000, agenda.
Councilmember Belmont reported that she had a copy of the
Resolution from Dale Gunther. She had committed last year that she
would not raise property taxes. She was not against the building.
She felt Dale Gunther's Resolution was a very good solution.
She
supported a Special Meeting. The citizens of American Fork need to
understand that the Council was there to speak for them and to
protect their property.
She agreed with it wholeheartedly.
Councilman Hunter agreed with what had been said.
Mayor Barratt stated that the Special Session would be at 6:00p.m.
and the Public Hearing would begin at 6:30p.m. on Thursday at the
American Fork Jr. High School.
Bill Jacob suggested that they hold a press conference.
Councilman Blake asked if it was appropriate to put up notices to
advertize that there was a bond election on August 8, 2000.
~

Kevin Bennett stated that they could state when it was, but could
not promote any side.
A gentleman suggested that they put flyers in commercial buildings.
5
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Councilman Blake felt it would be a good idea to place those at
some key locations.
Bill Jacob stated citizens would let them put up signs.
be placed on his property.
Denise Pedersen
helpful.

felt

those

type

of

informational

RoseAnn Gunther asked if citizens could run off
Resolution.

One could
signs

were

copies of the

Mayor Barratt stated that they could.
RoseAnn Gunther was willing to spend days in getting it out.
Daniel Copper asked if this was something the Neighborhood Councils
could do if they were up and running.
Councilman Blake stated that
involved in political issues.

they

were

chartered

not

to

get

Mayor Barratt noted that handing out a flyer noted that there was
a bond election would be okay.
Councilman Hampton added that Chad Hendry was still in the process
of organizing it.
MAYOR'S REPORT
Mayor Barratt was not in attendance at the last Council meeting so
he took this opportunity to congratulate all those involved in the
Steel Days Celebration. It was highly successful and everyone that
he had talked to thought it was one of the best ever.
Mayor Barratt reported that the City Council would not meet on
August 8, 2000, due to the Bond Election, but would meet on August
15, 2000.
They would be having a Special Session this Thursday,
July 27, 2000, at 6:00 p.m. to review and act on the Resolution
that was proposed.
ACTION ITEMS
REVIEW
AND
ACTION
ON
SUBDIVISIONS,
COMMERCIAL
PROJECTS,
CONDOMINIUMS, AND PUD'S INCLUDING 1) PLAT APPROVAL; 2) METHOD OF
SATISFACTION OF WATER RIGHTS REQUIREMENTS; 3) POSTING OF AN
IMPROVEMENT BOND OR SETTING OF A TIME FRAME FOR IMPROVEMENT
INSTALLATION; AND 4) AUTHORIZATION TO SIGN THE FINAL PLAT AND
ACCEPTANCE OF ALL DEDICATIONS TO THE PUBLIC AND TO HAVE THE PLAT
RECORDED
a.

Review and action on the final plat of Fenn Acres Phase 1, a
one lot subdivision at 328 South 570 West
Councilman Hampton moved to approve the final plat of the Fenn
6
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Acres Phase 1 a one lot subdivision at 328 South 570 West and
to authorize the Mayor and Council to sign the plat, accept
the dedications and have the plat recorded subject to:
1)
Technical Engineering Corrections including addition of
subdivision monuments, verification of the plan and profile
sheets regarding the, slope through the manholes and depth of
manholes in 200 South, and correction of the road crosssection to show roads as Major Collectors; 2) Completion of
Annexation criteria and recording of the annexation plat and
right-of-way deed; 3) Approval of off-site street improvements
by the City Council; 4) Receipt of one acre-foot of water
right; and 5) the posting of a bond to ensure the completion
of required improvements. Councilmember Belmont seconded the
motion. All were in favor.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON A COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT WITH UDOT REGARDING
$25,000 IN SAFE SIDEWALK FUNDS
This item was deleted from the agenda.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE APPROVAL OF GOING TO BID ON THE 2000
STREET OVERLAY PROJECT
Carl Wanlass explained that the Overlay Project was broken down
into eight packages.
It was planned to be completed by October
2000 .
Councilmernber Belmont
brought up to grade.

asked

if

the

manhole

covers

were

to

be

Councilman Hampton moved to go to bid on the 2000 Street Overlay
Project.
Councilman Blake asked if bringing the lids up to grade was part of
the specifications in the bid.
Howard Denney explained that the City provided the rings.
Councilman Hampton included in his motion that
provided so that the lids were brought up to grade.
Belmont seconded the motion. All were in favor.

the rings be
Councilmember

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE GRANTING OF A CLASS C BEER LICENSE FOR
CABO GRILL AT 456 EAST STATE ROAD
Councilmember Belmont moved approval of a Class C Beer License for
Cabo Grill at 456 East State Road. Councilman Hunter seconded the
motion. All were in favor.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE MOUNTAINLANDS CONTRACT FOR SENIOR SERVICES
This item was deleted from the agenda.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF THE APPRAISAL FOR THE
HERITAGE CENTER AND INSTRUCTION TO THE STAFF TO PROCEED WITH
7
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NEGOTIATIONS
Councilman Hampton commented that the City Administrator had
explained in a memo that even with the increased liability expense
it was the original appraiser's opinion that the value was not
overstated and was justified at $3.355 million that was originally
stated on February 29, 2000. No change was needed.
Councilman Hampton moved to accept the appraisal value and to make
every effort possible to come to terms with the owner's of Heritage
Management to arrive at an agreement selling the Heritage Center to
the existing operators of the facility and to instruct Staff to
proceed with those negotiations accordingly.
Councilman Hunter
seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Bill Jacob commented that they were told that Heritage was 3 months
behind and in default. With the default the lease ·was over. The
City could sell it to the highest bidder. He asked if it was made
current with cash or with a note.
Councilman Hampton stated that they were current through the fiscal
year of 1999.
Carl Wanlass explained that it was not that they were not making
payments, they were not making their full payment.
(

Dale Gunther thought that there were some interpretations and a
dispute on the amount of the lease increase.
Mayor Barratt responded that issue had been solved.
Mr. Gunther suggested that it was an old building but kept up quite
well. He had looked at the appraisal and recalled that the default
provisions gave them a time frame to bring them current. The City
had to give them notice.
Then they were whole.
In terms of
negotiations, the City was using the basement space.
In the
appraisal it struck him that the appraisers put a higher than he
had seen, capitalization rate at 12%. He had been seeing 10%. He
thought that the appraiser may had understated the expenses though,
so it may be a wash. The City could use the space on a long term
basis, and maybe they could negotiate a long term use for the
basement space for $1 per year.
Daniel Copper asked who in the City was going to be in charge of
the negotiations.
Mayor Barratt stated that it would probably be Carl Wanlass, Kevin
Bennett, and himself.
Councilman Hampton asked for a report at the next meeting as to
where everything stood on those negotiations.
Mr. Wanlass noted that Randy Kirton's father had passed away and it
might take a couple of weeks.
8
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A gentleman asked if the City had given them written notice yet.
Mayor Barratt stated that written notice had not been given but
that he had met with their Chief Operating Officer and informed him
that they want it caught up. They had caught a part of it up with
a cash payment.
Part of what they were saying was that they want
to bring it current and then buy it.
REPORT AND ACTION ON CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS ITEMS INCLUDING CHANGE
ORDERS
There were no change orders.
REPORT AND ACTION ON PLANNING COMMISSION ITEMS
The Planning Commission at their July 19, 2000 meeting, approved
with conditions the preliminary and final plat of the Callalilly
Subdivision Plat A at 805 North 200 East, approved with conditions
the preliminary plan of the Stone Hollow PUD (Gary Miller
Annexation) at 390 North 1050 East, discussed the Agricultural
Protection zone, and the Township Overlay zone.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE JUNE 15, 2000, WORK SESSION MINUTES
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the June 15, 2000, work
session minutes with some housecleaning items and made everyone
aware that the minutes had been added to reflecting the review of
the tape.
{The housecleaning item was on page 10, line 45, after
the word "more" place the words "budgetary options for."}
Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion. All were in favor.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE JUNE 26, 2000, SPECIAL SESSION MINUTES
Councilmember Belmont moved approval of the June 26, 2000, special
session minutes as presented.
Councilman Hampton seconded the
motion. All were in favor.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE JUNE 27, 2000, MINUTES
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the June 27, 2000, minutes
with some housecleaning items.
{The housecleaning items included
on page 16, line 35, should be changed to read, "Mr. Bennett said
the proposal alludes to the Neighborhood Councils being involved
and that would be inappropriate because they constitute an arm of
the City." On page 18, line 38, change "effort, which" to "effort,
in which."}
Councilmember Belmont secondedthe motion. All were
in favor.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE JULY 11, 2000 MINUTES
Councilman Hampton felt the minutes were good and moved approval of
the July 11, 2000, minutes as presented. Councilman Blake seconded
the motion. All were in favor.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE JULY 13, 2000, PUBLIC HEARING MINUTES
9
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Councilman Blake moved approval of the July 13, 2 000, public
hearing minutes. Councilman Hampton seconded the motion. Voting
was as follows: Aye, Councilmembers Blake and Hampton. Abstain,
Councilmembers Belmont and Hunter. The motion did not carry.
This item would be placed on the next agenda.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE JULY 20, 2000, WORK SESSION MINUTES
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the July 20, 2000, work
session minutes as presented.
Councilman Blake seconded the
motion.
Voting was as follows:
Aye, Councilmembers Hampton,
Hunter, and Blake.
Abstain, Councilmember Belmont.
The motion
carried.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE JULY 20, 2000, PUBLIC HEARING MINUTES
Councilman Blake moved approval of the July 20, 2000, public
hearing minutes as presented.
Councilman Hampton seconded the
motion.
Voting was as follows:
Aye, Councilmembers Blake and
Hampton.
Abstain, Councilmembers Hunter and Belmont.
Mayor
Barratt broke the tie and voted in favor of the motion.
FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT INCLUDING ACTION ON THE APPROVAL OF CITY
BILLS FOR PAYMENT
Councilman Hampton moved to approve the City bills for payment as
reviewed by the Finance Committee. Councilmember Belmont seconded
the motion. All were in favor.
Councilman Hampton moved to approve the purchase requests over
$1,000 as reviewed by the Finance Committee. Councilmember Belmont
seconded the motion. All were in favor.
DISCUSSION AND ACTION ON ENTERING INTO AN EXECUTIVE SESSION TO
DISCUSS LITIGATION
There was no motion made to enter into an Executive Session.
DISCUSSION AND ACTION ON A SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
Councilman Hunter moved to make a revision to the prepared
settlement with Patterson Construction from a settlement of 6 lots
to 5 lots and to have Kevin Bennett prepare that for approval by
the City Council.
Councilman Hunter wanted to approve the agreement subject to the
revisions.
Councilman Hampton was in opposition to 5 and noted that there were
some other changes necessary as well.
Mayor Barratt stated that Councilman Hampton was in opposition to
5 and asked if 4 would be considered.
10

Councilman Hunter stated that he had been given some latitude on
that. Councilman Hunter amended his motion to change it to 4 lots
and they make those changes to the settlement agreement and approve
it with those changes. There were some other conditions.

(

Kevin Bennett asked if Councilman Hunter wanted to discuss changes
to the agreement that had not been discussed.
He stated that he
was bringing out in the open what they were trying to negotiate.
Councilman Hampton felt that the Council needed to see a document
at the next Council meeting with the changes.
Councilman Blake asked if it was negotiated publicly or what was
the protocol.
Bill Jacob commented that it was now.
Mayor Barratt would instruct Staff to get with Councilman Hunter to
prepare some type of document which would state that it would be
taken back to 4 and be placed on the next agenda.
George Brown
Construction.

asked

what

they

were

settling

with

Patterson

Mayor Barratt stated that they would wait and see what document
came back.

(

George Brown asked if they were settling a lawsuit with Patterson
Construction.
Mayor Barratt stated that until he saw the document,
know what they were settling.

he did not

Mayor Barratt declared the motion dead for the lack of a second.

ADJOURNMENT
Councilmember Belmont moved adjournment at 9:00 p.m.

Hampton ~on~e~ ~ion.

All were in favor.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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Councilman

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARINGS
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will hold public hearings to receive
public comment regarding the August 8, 2000, G.O. Bond Election for the purpose of
constructing court/police faciliites and fire/ambulance faciltities. The public hearings will be held
as follows:
Thursday, July 13, 2000, at 6:00p.m. at Barratt Elementary, 168 North 900 East.
Thursday, July 20, 2000, at 6:00 p.m. at American Fork Public Library, 64 South
100 East.
Thursday, July 27, 2000, at 6:00 p.m. at the American Fork Jr. High School, 1120 North
20 West.
Dated this 30 day of June, 2000.

1/j~~frJCW>JJ
Melanie Marsh
Deputy Recorder

(

AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
JULY 27, 2000
NOTICE AND AGENDA OF
SPECIAL SESSION & PUBLIC HEARING
Notice is hereby
meet in a Special
the American Fork
at 6:00 p.m. The

given that the American Fork City Council will
Session and Public Hearing on July 27, 2000, in
Jr. High School, 20 West 1120 North, commencing
agenda shall be as follows:

SPECIAL SESSION - 6:00 P.M.
1.
2.

Review and action on a Resolution of Explanation of the City
Council's commitment to the August 8,
2000, G.O. Bond
Election.
Adjournment.

PUBLIC HEARING - 6:30 P.M.
Receiving of public comment regarding the August 8, 2000, G.O. Bond
Election for the purpose of constructing court/police facilities
and fire/ambulance facilities.
2000.

(
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
JULY 27, 2000

(
SPECIAL SESSION

ATTACHMENT

The American Fork City Council met in a special session on July 27,
2000, in the American Fork Jr. High School, commencing at 6:05p.m.
Those present included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Keith
Blake, Juel Belmont, Tom Hunter, and Don Hampton.
Councilman
Storrs was excused. Others present included Carl Wanlass, Richard
Colborn, Fire Chief Paul Peters, Gary Rackman, Jay Christensen, Mr.
& Mrs. Bill Jacob, Dale Gunther, George Brown, Robert Scutt, Jess
Green,
Barbara Christiansen,
Mary Fox,
Eric Migacz
(MHTN
Architects) , Noall Wootton, Paul Walgren, Skylar Dimick, Dianne
Crotts, Robbie Shelton, David Richards, Kevin Barnes, and 8
citizens.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION EXPLAINING THE CITY COUNCIL'S
SUPPORT OF THE AUGUST 8, 2000, BOND ELECTION
Mayor Barratt read the proposed Resolution.
these minutes as an ATTACHMENT.

It is included in

Mayor Barratt stated that a Number 9 had been requested to be
included. Mayor Barratt read it.
"Total for the two bonds is Ten Million Five Hundred Thousand
Dollars.
Deduction of the Eight Million Dollar bonding
capacity without a property tax increase leaves a balance of
Two Million Five Hundred Thousand Dollars.
The Two Million
Five Hundred Thousand Dollars can be paid for through growth
of the community, control of the budget and phasing the
projects as needed and/ or sale of assets referred to in
Paragraph 1."
Bill Jacob questioned the numbers.
Mayor Barratt stated that they were establishing the bond at $2.5
million, but estimates were only $1,694,000.
Mayor Barratt noted that 9.1 and 9.2 were deleted from what was
provided by Dale Gunther.
Dale Gunther stated that it was drafted with a 9.1 and 9.2, which
Kevin Bennett objected to.
He provided him a 9.3 just a little
after 5:00 p.m.
Mr. Bennett stated that if just 9.3 was used as
number 9, that he would buy off on that.
Mayor Barratt recommended to the Council that they accept the
Resolution with addition of number 9, based ori legal counsel's
review. Some of the Resolution provided by Mr. Gunther previously
was changed or deleted.
There still would be no increase of
property taxes.
1
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Paul Walgren asked if there was a bigger advantage in continuing to
own the old hospital and to lease it, rather than to sell it.
Mayor Barratt stated that could not be determined until the value
was determined.
They had an appraisal, but it may not be what a
buyer perceived the value to be. The City and the company leasing
the facility have the right to back out of negotiations at any
time.
Bill Jacob asked if they were still a year in default.
Mayor Barratt responded that the intent of Heritage was to catch up
and buy the building.
There had been some discrepancies with the
way lease was structured and they have had a difficult time.
He
had a number of meetings with their officers. The City has had to
demand they get some money in and they had done that.
Mr. Walgren asked if there was an assurance that they would not be
in default next year.
Mayor Barratt stated in the course of negotiations, he has told
them that they would not leave it like it was.
They have been
informed that the back payments would not continue to be overlooked
and that once a decision has been made, they would bring it
current.
It would not continue to be tolerated.
Jess Green asked if there was a promissory note.
Mayor Barratt answered that there was not. Cash was to be given to
the City along with a promissory note. The cash had been provided,
the note had not.
Jess Green asked if they had been in arrears as much as $700,000.
Mayor Barratt responded not to his knowledge. They were in arrears
about $110,000.
They were making monthly payments, but not the
full amount.
Jess Green asked if the reason there was a tax increase on the
Fitness Center was because the City could not absorb that amount.
Mayor Barratt stated that increase was built into the bonds when it
was issued and was a part of the bond.
Jess Green stated that the increase in payment was, but not the
increase in taxes. When they were behind with Heritage, did they
have to increase the tax on the Fitness Center.
Councilmember Belmont asked why the two paragraphs,
were deleted.

9.1 and 9.2,

Mayor Barratt felt that where legal counsel had not had a chance to
respond back to the Council, they would need to delay action until
that could take place.
Legal counsel felt that 9.3 was okay and
they would make it paragraph number 9. He felt it did summarize in
2
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a simple paragraph what the document was saying. Councilman Blake
had felt it should be in there . Others felt that it would be okay.
Dale Gunther appreciated the Council's willingness to take this
stand.
Councilman Hampton was nervous about the $1, 694, 000 figure and
asked Eric Migacz from MHTN how comfortable he and Jacobsen were
with it.
Eric Migacz responded that the amount was based on area take off's
and not on materials. That number was from Jacobsen and based on
similar type buildings.
Those were rough numbers and contained
about a 10% margin of error.
After the drawings became more
refined, then they would begin addressing materials and those
numbers would continue to be refined. In his personal opinion the
5% contingencies were a little low and typically at this time they
should be at about 8% with them dropping down to 3% at the time of
construction.
Councilman Hampton asked if they were as comfortable with the
approximately $1,700,000 figure as they were with the $8 million on
the police and courts.
Eric Migacz responded that he was comfortable with the figures with
respect to the buildings.
They still had surveys and soil tests
coming up.
Mayor Barratt noted that there were still some other public
hearings that would be coming up that might adjust some things.
Eric Migacz
things less
right now.
through the

stated that they would always be looking at ways to do
expensive. There was a strong interest in a basement
As they find things they might need, they would work
process.

Councilman Hampton followed up on Dale Gunther's presentation as
well as Bill Jacob's comments.
He for one was willing to make
every effort in the Resolution and during the remainder of his term
to keep the costs limited. He observed that the $2.5 million would
need to remain in the bond election but the numbers in this
Resolution could be changed and they not spend beyond that.
Eric Migacz was comfortable with that as long as it was understood
that they were still looking at very rough diagrams.
They would
want to leave a little wiggle room on the top.
If they set the
limit at $1.7 million, it meant that they would have to possibly
cut some of the items they wanted. He noted that the Council set
the budget and their job was to design as much building as they
could for that budget.

l

Councilman Hampton noted they could say $1,800,000 and still be
$700,000 less than the $2.5 million.
Councilman

Blake

thought

that

they
3

have

shown

good

faith

by
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demonstrating ways that they could reduce the cost.
Eric Migacz explained that the $2.5 million was the figure of the
program from last November and it included a dormitory and a couple
of other things. Since then the dormitories had been determined as
maybe not being the way to go. The lower figure was a reflection
of a change in the program.
Councilman Blake stated the charge that the Council gave them was
to scale it back.
He asked that a statement in paragraph 7 be
added that said, "The Council commits to build these buildings with
value, utility and beauty, and welcomes the continuing involvement
of the public in helping to do so." The point was that they were
going to have continuing discussion about the detail of the fire
and ambulance as well as the other building. They were committing
to do it without a tax increase. He was comfortable to committing
to a smaller number.
Maybe it should be $1,750,000.
It was a
budget at this point.
Robert Scutt noted there were a lot of figures being thrown at the
citizens. He saw no reason to rush into another election when the
first one was defeated by 75% of the voters, not 66% as reported.
Charity began at home not at City Hall.
Plans for the building
seemed incomplete.
Washington D.C. was giving away foreign aid.
The special election was a waste of the taxpayers' money since
there was another election on November 7. We needed to support the
US Constitution.
Keith Blake explained that there were reasons to do it now.
One
was being able to participate with the courts in this building. In
order to do that the City needed to proceed or the courts would use
other alternatives. This was different from last November in that
it had been scaled back and they were doing it without a tax
increase.
American Fork Fireman Gary Rackman spoke to scaling down and
explained that one Councilman had come to the Fire Department and
asked their needs. The department explained what they wanted and
what they needed and how they needed it and now they were getting
scaled down and not one of their comments or suggestions had been
addressed. An architect not knowing their needs, had designed the
fire station.
It was scaled down and not what was wanted or
needed.
He questioned the proposal of $150, 000 included for
landscaping. He suggested that money could be placed in equipment
and it would go a long way in the fire department.
Councilman Blake responded that he was the Councilman that met with
the fire department and explained that he did listen to what they
had said.
The place where it was scaled back and one of the key
elements conveyed in the meeting was that American Fork may always
be a volunteer department, that the geography was ideally suited
for a volunteer fire department.
That was part of the scaling
back.
There was still opportunity for input.
With regard to
landscaping, they wanted a building that looked nice.
4
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Gary Rackman thought that the meeting was about saving money.
He
would rather see that money put where it was needed. He asked that
the architect come to the fire and ambulance and ask what their
needs were.
Councilman Blake stated that was done.
Mr. Rackman stated that it was done on the first bond, not on this
one .
Councilman Blake reported that they had not scaled back or
decreased any lifesaving equipment.
That was budgeted separate
from the bond.
Mr. Rackman felt that the $150,000 could be spent in better ways,
by maybe building a little larger building.
He asked about using
an all steel building.
There would be no architect fee as they
came pre-engineered.
Eric Migacz explained that the $150,000 included concrete, curb &
gutter, with about $40,000 identified in irrigation systems and
plantings . There was a section of the site that was not needed as
it was bigger than what was needed. Soft costs included architect
and engineering fees, concrete testing, surveys, and those sort of
items.
Paul Walgren reported that he retired from AT&T in 1975 after 35
years. There was no question of the need of the facilities and he
was in favor of the bond. He expressed appreciation to the Council
for accepting the recommendation that they do it incrementally. He
felt that some of the language of the bond proposition was like
they were not being tied down, there was a way out, a "Kings X."
Mr. Walgren continued by asking Dale Gunther if the "Kings X" was
removed from the bond proposition, would he still jump on the bond
proposal.
Mr. Gunther responded that he would.
Councilman Hampton stated that all costs on proposition one could
not exceed $8 million.
Paul Walgren suggested that the landscaping costs be handled
outside of the bond proceeds with donations and volunteer labor.
Needs should not be cut.
Councilman Hampton explained that MHTN and Jacobsen had not just
started cutting with a butcher knife on critical things.
He felt
it would be an outstanding facility . He asked why the dorms were
eliminated.

(

Mayor Barratt stated that at one time they were going to house some
full time fire department members.
It has been determined that it
would be far enough down the road that this building may not need
it.
5
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Eric Migacz noted that one proposal would allow for the addition of
dormitories.
This one did not.
There were some things that Jay
Christensen and Paul Peters had asked for including some added
shower facilities .
.Paul Walgren felt that they could satisfy the citizens as to the
amounts if it was more clearly stated to them as to what they were
buying.
Mayor Barratt noted that in the Resolution it stated that they
would have an independent engineering firm study the existing
building. If they can't use it, it was determined that they could
build it for about $1,694,000. He commented that the library set
the tone of the town and they were on the cutting edge of helping
those that wanted to learn. He thought that the fire and ambulance
was likewise.
They needed to have all that was necessary to
protect the citizens. Everything that was necessary needed to be
a part of the facility.
He did not what to spend $1.5 million or
$1.7 million and find out a year or two from now that they did not
get what they wanted. At the same time, they should not spend $2.5
million and get more building than they would use in 30 years.
There would be a lot more study.

(

Gary Rackman had a problem with the City spending millions of
dollars to buy parks for the benefit of the community and then have
a plan proposed to build the fire station in an established park.
The location at 300 East Main had a problem with access and with
the traffic on State Street, access to the south would be
difficult.
Mayor Barratt explained that the drawing reflected that location,
but the Council had not decided. It was only another option. The
Council liked the present location.
Mr. Rackman agreed and the second option was by the Recreation
Center.
Part of the problem at the present location was the
parking of private vehicles when they did have a call.
He felt
there should not be a third option.
Mayor Barratt reported the Council a few weeks ago determined that
their first option was to stay where it was at if at all possible.
Gary Rackman thought that was best as well.
The fire department
had invited all of the City Council to their fire meeting to listen
to them. They needed to have enough room for school kids to come
in and be taught fire safety.
Jess Green asked for clarification.
He was not at the other two
hearings.
Somewhere in the process remodeling the existing
facility was overlooked.
Mayor Barratt read number 6 from the Resolution which is attached.
He stated that after the bond, they would contract with a firm to
do the feasibility study.
6

Councilman Hampton stated that was
commitment to not increase taxes .

all

encompassed

with

the

Robert Scutt noted that the Legislature did not meet until January.
He did not see any reason not to put the election off until
November 7.
Mayor Barratt stated that they had to give the courts enough time
to get their request to the subcommittees.
Kevin Barnes stated that he thought the discussion tonight was
going to be about going ahead with a bond on two buildings and not
about the other stuff that was being discussed.
Everyone that he
knew felt the buildings were necessary.
The issue was getting
sidetracked on a bunch of little things.
He had only lived in
American Fork for 20 years.
This City was greater than when he
arrived. The City needed to keep pace and realize that it was time
to do something to keep up to status. He agreed with Dale Gunther .
If someone wanted to buy half of our building for the next 20
years, he would step up and say let's do it.
He was in favor of
stepping forward, put it out and let the public decide and not
quibble about whether it was $1.7 million or $1.8 million until
they got past the bond election. There was some applause.

(

Mayor Barratt asked for a vote on the Resolution. He recommended
that the Resolution be approved as read with the addition of number
9, which was also read and that it be approved based on legal
counsel's opinion and if it was approved by legal counsel, that it
be signed by all members of the City Council.
Councilman Storrs
was not present. Mayor Barratt would review it with him and then
sign it.
Councilman Hampton moved to approve Resolution No. 2000-07-28R as
read with the addition of number 9, which was also read, based on
legal counsel's review.

Councilman Blake indicated that he would second it if he could have
his sentence added.
Councilman Hampton asked him to read it again.
Councilman Blake read the sentence he would like added to number 7.
"The Council commits to build these buildings with value,
utility and beauty and welcomes the continuing involvement of
the public in helping to do so."
Councilman Hampton included that statement in his motion to approve
the Resolution. Councilman Blake seconded the motion. All were in
favor.

ADJOURNMENT OF SPECIAL SESSION
Councilman Hampton moved adjournment of the Special Session at 7:28
p.m. Councilman Blake seconded the motion. All were in favor.
7
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PUBLIC HEARING
The American Fork City Council commenced a public hearing on July
27, 2000, in the American Fork Jr. High School, at 7:28p . m. Those
present at the previous special session were present at this public
hearing.
Bill Jacob stated that he had been following this very close. He
appreciated the Council's agreement to pass the Resolution. What
had been done by the City was to talk about the steak and not about
the sizzle which was what would give the public the desire to vote
for the bond.
He asked Mayor Barratt to read number 9 of the
Resolution again, which he did.
Bill Jacob noted that everything but $2.5 million could be approved
without a tax increase. That left $2.5 million to deal with. When
they sell life insurance they try to sell the solution first
without identifying the need.
If between $10,000 and $100,000 of
life insurance was offered at no cost, free for one year, everyone
would take the $100,000. That was because they understood the need
but they just did not want to pay for it.
Mr. Jacob continued that the bond election was not about money, it
was about the need of adequate public safety. No one he had talked
to disagreed that they needed to have adequate facilities.
They
just wanted to know how much it was going to cost . If they could
get the facilities for free, they would go for it. The Resolution
said that the $8 million was free.
The Mayor and City
Councilmembers spent a lot of time at the last election saying that
the taxes per $100,000 value would increase $97.00 per year or
$63.00 per year with the 45% reduction.
He calculated that $2.5
million in relationship with the old $15 million bond was 17%. The
amount of tax would be about $2.78 a month for the higher figure
and $1.45 on the lower figure.
Were they willing to pay that
amount in the worse case.
He felt they were.
Based on the
Resolution, the Council would not raise taxes. If they could have
it free, they would be willing.
Mr. Jacob added that if they sold the Heritage and netted $2.5
million dollars out of it, this was a free deal.
He felt they
needed all of the buildings. At the hearings it degenerated into
a battle of minutiae.
Once the public had committed to $2.5
million, then they could work out the details.
He felt that the
Council needed to sell the Heritage and get the whole thing done
and use the Resolutions to stay within limitations and let the
people hold the Council to it.
Mayor Barratt stated that he did not believe that the public wanted
the Mayor and Council to tell them it was a good project . He felt
that what the public wanted to hear were the Paul Walgrensl, the
Bill Jacobs
and the Dale Gunthers
tell them .
Mayor Barratt
encouraged them to tell their neighbors why they support the
project. They did not want to hear from the Mayor anymore nor from
the Council anymore. The City could not allow something like the
court system to leave American Fork.
They could not allow the
1
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police department to continue to function in the building they were
in. They could not allow the fire department to continue to scrape
by with the facilities that they have.
They could not allow nor
afford to have the ambulance department do with what they were
having to do with. He did not want the public to be at the mercy
of inadequate facilities.
Mayor Barratt did not believe that the Council carried the weight
that the public carried.
They represented the public and they
would carry forth whatever the public wanted them to do.
He
pleaded with those present to get out among the neighborhoods and
answer their questions.
Many had been through these sessions
before and had the answers. The Council was going to do what they
could. They needed to have a two-prong attack: The Mayor and City
Council, and the Neighbors.
Mayor Barratt added that he felt that these facilities would help
downtown to prosper and would give a good impression to those that
lived here and visited here.
David Richards agreed with the Mayor's proposal of how to do it.
He had worked in Salt Lake County and subscribed to the idea that
you could not do today's work with yesterday's equipment if you
expect to be in business tomorrow. He was willing to sign his name
in support of the project.
Bill Jacob referred to the library bond where the people were
guaranteed a free lunch because they did not have to pay additional
taxes. He asked the Council to commit to sell the Heritage Center
so they could make it easier to go to the public and tell them it
would not cost them anything.
Mayor Barratt stated that if they could renegotiate the lease with
another group at a far better price , there was a scenario where
they could lease it at a better rate or at an advantage to the City
where it wouldn't be worth selling.
Bill Jacob disagreed stating that they had not been able to find
anyone who thought that the City should be in the business of
leasing buildings.
Mayor Barratt explained that the City was in the course of
negotiating to sell the facility and they should not make a
statement publicly that they were going to sell it.
They should
have a choice.
Mayor Barratt asked for comments.
Kevin Barnes realized the citizens wanted the free lunch, but he
was trying to raise kids and he did not want to teach them that
there was a free lunch.
They ought to step up and pay for it.
That should not become the banner. Everything had a price to it.
He had a discussion with a gentleman who lived in a fairly wealthy
area and the kids were given a couple of hundred dollars a month
for an allowance and all they did was sit around and play Nintendo.
9
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He was very concerned that they were raising a generation in his
neighborhood that only knew a free lunch. If this group wanted to,
they could sell it.
Dale Gunther wanted the Council to know that he appreciated the
Council giving consideration and passing the Resolution.
It
demonstrated a deep commitment on the part of the Mayor and
Council. He appreciated asking for their help in selling the bonds
to the public. He explained that his grandfather was an immigrant
from East Germany and he often said that in America they had
freedom and because of that there was a responsibility to give back
to the Country and serve in the community in some way.
Mr. Gunther explained that one of the ways he had chosen to try to
serve in the community was to try to be helpful in causes like
this.
This was an outstanding deal for the citizens of American
Fork.
The court system would pay for the building over 20 years
and then the City would own the building. They could continue to
lease it to the courts and that would be gravy.
Dale Gunther added that when he was a kid growing up his dad liked
music and he used to listen to the records that he played. One of
them he thought was "On the Road to Mandalay" which said something
to the effect,
"Start me with ten men who are stout-hearted men,
Who will fight for the right they adore.
Start me with ten who are stout-hearted men,
And I'll soon give you ten-thousand more!"
He felt there were more in attendance than ten who were in support.
He pledged his efforts between now and the bond election to do
everything he could to educate and persuade people to vote in favor
of the bond election.
He had a sign up sheet and invited those
willing to have their name used in support of the bond election to
see him after the meeting.
Councilman Blake confirmed the issue raised on the sale on Heritage
Center and they had made a commitment to do the bonds without a tax
increase whether they sold the old hospital or not.
They were
going down a prudent path to look at that. It made a lot of sense
to sell the building to the one who was using it because it was a
natural use of the building. Those negotiations needed to proceed.
The Council has committed to do the two projects whether it was
sold or not. There were ways to do the two projects without a tax
increase.
Councilman Blake noted that a lot of time had been spent in the
process. This was our opportunity to do this.
It was prudent to
do the two bonds together as it was less expensive. Some concerned
citizens had passed out fliers raising questions. The answers were
now there and he invited them to respond to the Resolution and
distribute the answers.
He hoped the community could unite and
pass the two bonds.
10

Councilman Hampton commented that Councilman Blake had stated much
of what he was going to say.
He commended Dale Gunther for the
excellent wording in the Resolution that did answer all of the
concerns that had been raised in the community.
He restated his
commitment to do everything that is included in the Resolution
especially to accomplish the facilities without an increase i n
property taxes.
Mayor Barratt thanked the public for their attendance. As far as
he was concerned, in a lot of ways , they were really on a threshold
of the direction that the community would go i n the future and
these buildings would dictate that .
Bill Jacob asked if they were going to publish the Resolution .
Mayor Barratt stated that it would be
responsibility of getting it signed.

and he

would

take

the

Councilmember Belmont commented that without the Resolution she
would not support any of it. Her concern was any raise in property
taxes. She fully supported it with the Resolution.
Dale Gunther stated that he had been given a lot of credit for the
document and he wanted them to know that George Brown had helped
with it as well.
The public hearing concluded at 8:00 p.m.

([_ft. &Jt_
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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A RESOLUTION PROVIDING AN EXPLANATION OF THE CITY COUNCIL'S
COMMITMENT TO THE AUGUST 8, 2000, G.O. BOND ELECTION,
WHEREAS, .American Fork City needs more space and facilities for its police, fire and
ambulance departments to continue providing competent public safety services now and in the
future to its citizens; and
WHEREAS, the Utah State Fourth District Court, has asked American Fork City to build
and lease to the courts additional space to continue providing justice to the citizens of American
Fork and North Utah County; and
WHEREAS, many citizens have expressed that they do not want property taxes to be
increased to pay for the bonds;
IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED that the American Fork City Council now addresses the
space and facility needs to the public safety departments, by resolving as follows:

(

1.
If the citizens of American Fork approve the Eight Million Dollar bond proposal
for the court/police building on August 8, 2000, all members of the current American Fork
Council have publicly stated that they have no intent to increase property taxes to pay the Eight
Million Dollar bond for the court/police building. The City Council plans to enter into a long term
lease with the Utah State Judicial System to pay for the court's pro rata cost of the bond debt for
the portion of the court/police building used by the court, estimated to be Four Million Dollars.
In addition, other means of reducing the balance of the bond debt are under consideration
including but not limited to, sale of the old hospital building, sale of other property which may be
surplus. Furthermore, the City Council will carefully control the City budget to limit expenditures
so that there will be adequate money in the City's budget to pay the bond debt without increasing
property taxes.
2.
If the citizens of American Fork approve a Two and HalfMillion'Dollar bond
proposal for the fire/ambulance building on August 8, 2000, all members of the current Amencan
Fork City Council have expressed their intent not to increase property taxes to pay the bond. The
City Council will carefully control the City budget to limit expenditures so that there will be
adequate money in the City's budget to pay the bond debt without increasing property taxes.
3.
The design/build team has assured the American Fork City Council that the cost of
the court/police building will not exceed Eight Million Dollars. In the event of any unexpected
increase in construction costs, the City Council will use the funds established for contingencies to
pay the unexpected costs. Any unused portion of the Eight Million Dollar bond will be deposited
1.
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in the G.O. Bond Debt Service Fund for payment of the bond debt.
(

4.
Prior to construction of the court/police building, the American Fork City Council
will obtain a memorandum of understanding for the actual long-term lease with the Utah State
Judicial System. The court shall pay for the cost of its share of the space that the court will
occupy. The court shall also pay for its own furnishings.
5.
The design/build team has assured the American Fark City Council that the cost of
a remodeled or new fire/ambulance building will not exceed Two Million Five Hundred Thousand
Dollars. Recent revised estimates project the cost at One Million Six Hundred Ninety-Four
Thousand Dollars. In the event of any unexpected increase in remodeling or construction costs~
the City Council will use the funds established for contingencies. Any unused portion of the Two
Million Five Hundred Thousand Dollar bond will be deposited in the G. 0. Bond Debt Service
Fund for payment of the bond debt.
6.
Prior to commencing construction of a new fire/ambulance building, the American
Fork City Council will contract with an independent engineering firm to conduct a feasibility study
of remodeling the existing public safety building to provide the needed space and facilities for the
fire and ambulance departments. After completion of the feasibility study, the City Council will
hold a public hearing to get citizens' opinions regarding the alternatives of remodeling or
constructing a new building. The City Council will base its decision to remodel or construct a
new building on the public input and the comparative costs of the two alternatives. In any event,
the cost of either alternative will not exceed Two Million Five Hundred Thousand Dollars.
7.
Prior to commencing construction of the court/police building and fire/ambulance
building, the American Fork City Council will conduct public hearings and invite the design/build
team to participate in the public hearings to hear public comment on the final design of the
courtlpoiice building and fire/ambulance building, including, but not limited to, the exterior design
of the building.
8.
The American Fork City Council recognizes that it cannot bind future city councils
to not increase property taxes to pay for these two bonds; nevertheless, this City Council
respectfully requests that all future City Councils do everything possible to ho{lor this covenant to
the citizens of American Fork.
Passed by the City Council of American Fork this _ _ _ _ day of _ _ _ __
2000.

2
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Ted B. Barratt, Mayor

Juel A. Belmont, City Council Member

Keith S. Blake, City Council Member

Don Hampton, City Council Member

Thomas H. Hunter, City Council Member

· Ricky Storrs, City Council Member

ATIEST:

(

Richard M. Colborn, City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
AUGUST 10, 2000
NOTICE OF WORK SESSION
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in a work session on Thursday, August 10, 2000, in the
American Fork City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 4:00
p.m. The agenda shall be as follows:
WORK SESSION
1.
2.
3.

Discussion of items for the upcoming August 15,
Council meeting.
Other business.
Adjournment .

Dated this 7 day of August, 2000.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
Published in New Utah! August 9, 2000.

2000,

City
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ArvlERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
AUGUST 10, 2000
ATTACHMENTS (1)
WORK SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a work session August 10, 2000, in the City Hall,
commencing at 4:00p.m. Those present included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Keith
Blake, Don Hampton, Tom Hunter, Ricky Storrs, and Juel Belmont. Others present included Carl
Wanlass, Howard Denney, Rod Despain, Kevin Bennett, and Melanie Marsh.
Mayor Barratt expressed his appreciation to the City Council for its work that it had done on
preparing for the bond election. He then turned the time over to Mr. Wanlass.
Mr. Wanlass suggested that the agenda be amended to include two report items (1) Report on
Heritage Management delinquent lease payments (2) Report on the property tax increase to
service the Fitness Center GO Bond debt service payments.

Mr. Wanlass explained that when the Fitness Center GO Bond was passed in 1991 it was passed
with a tax increase. He said that when the bond was sold in 1992 the taxes were increased at
that time to make the debt service payments. He explained that the debt service payments for
the first seven years were about $260,000 a year. He pointed out that the debt service payments
go up and down because the property tax portion of the bonds vary every year. He stated that
the eighth year in the debt service schedule is "kind of a funny year." He said in the eighth year of
the debt service schedule the principal payment went up $100,000 and the interest payment went
down $7,000, which is about a $93,000 increase in the debt service fund. He said that he has
computed the increase in property taxes at $12 a year on a $150,000 home.
Mr. W anlass stated that he should have a debt service schedule for the Fitness Center GO Bond
for the next seven years at the City Council Meeting on August 15, 2000.
Councilman Hampton asked if the above-mentioned increase will be in place until the bond retires.
Mr. Wanlass said the increase will vary some because the payments vary between $5,000 and
$10,000 a year.

Councilman Hampton said the City could ask that the Fitness Center GO Bond not be included in
the property taxes at this point in time.
In reference to Councilman Hampton's comment, Mr. Wanlass said the City Council could do
that but it would have to find $100,000 somewhere else to pay for the debt . He pointed out that
he did indicate in the budget letter that there would be a property tax increase attributed to
growth.
Councilman Hampton said that he remembers Mr. W anlass publicly discussing that there would be
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a tax increase.
(

Mr. Wan1ass explained that the City does not have to accept the certified tax rate that is set by the
County. He said the City can reduce the certified tax rate, but it can't exceed it.

Councilman Blake asked if there was a reason the principal payments were "staggered and
increased."
Mr. Wanlass said "every time you sell GO Bonds the bond underwriter tries to keep them equal,
but sometimes the market is such that they can get a better interest rate when principal payments
are due and they will adjust a year or maybe two or three years where the principal payments will
be not an average to reflect a better interest rate."
Councilman Blake asked what the last day was that the certified tax rate could be amended .
Mr. Wan1ass said he has not checked to see what the last day to amend the certified tax rate is.

Councilmember Belmont said she would like to amend the certified tax rate. She said when the
City Council approved the certified tax rate she did not understand and she would like to
understand it better.
Mr. Wanlass stated that the tax increase relative to the fitness center bond was voted for by the
public. He said the public knew up-front that if they voted for the fitness bond there would be a
tax increase. Mr. Wan1ass explained that the increase on a $150,000 home would be about a
$48 a year increase.

Councilmember Belmont asked Councilman Hampton if he would put discussion of the fitness
center bond on the Finance Committee Agenda.
Councilman Hampton said he did not want to take the time at the Finance Committee Meeting to
discuss the fitness center bond unless the Mayor directs him to do so because it will be on the City
Council Agenda and it would result in the same lengthy discussion twice.
Mayor Barratt told Councilmember Belmont that if she has more questions on the fitness center
bond she could discuss them with Mr. Wan1ass.
Mr. Wanlass said if the City Council wants to reduce the certified tax rate, where will the
$100,000 be picked up to balance the budget.
Councilman Blake said the two key points the public ought to hear are ( 1) the current tax notice is
down for everyone and (2) the fitness center bond was approved eight years ago and the tax
amount for this year is based on the schedule that was set when the bond was approved.
Mayor Barratt stated that the City is operating "on just a skinny of a budget as it can." He said
there are still parks and sidewalks that need to be put in. He said the City is no different from a
household. He said the City has to determine what it can live with and what it can't live with.
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He said the City is going to have to live without some things in order not to have a tax increase.
He said the City has chosen not to live without a new public safety building and the courts. He
said the City is going to fund the new public safety and court' s buildings without a tax increase.
He said even though there is not going to be a tax increase to fund the new public safety and
courts building, that does not mean that there will not be some other tax increase.
Mr. Wanlass pointed out that he has "deferred or maybe eliminated any pay increase for the City
Employees for this fiscal year. This is the first year in 10 years that the City Employees have not
received a cost of living increase effective July 1."
Councilman Blake asked if the budget included a pay increase for the City Employees.
Mr. W anlass said the budget does include a pay increase for the City Employees, but it is deferred
to January 1 providing that funds are available. He said the City Employees are taking a hit.
Councilman Hampton said the tax increase for the fitness center bond is not an orchestration to
go behind the public and have a property tax increase any time.
Heritage Lease

(

Mr. Wanlass updated the City Council on the Heritage Lease. He explained that in April 1999
Heritage Management occupied the new portion and the lease payments went up $10,254 a
month. He said in April 1999 Heritage Management was delinquent about $18,000 on their lease
payments. He stated that there were some administrative problems with Heritage and when the
rate went up they continued to pay the same amount. He pointed out that the rate went from
$21,000 to about $23,000 a month and Heritage Management continued to pay $21,000 a month.
He said that he contacted Heritage Management when they were not pay the new rate and they
told him that the bill was being sent to the wrong place. He said that a representative from
Heritage Management told him that the bill needed to be sent to Salt Lake City. Mr. Wanlass said
that since he was told that the bill was being sent to the wrong place the bill has been sent to the
corporate headquarters in Salt Lake and also to the Heritage Convalescent Center.
Mr. Wanlass explained that in June of 1999 Randy Curtin, President ofHeritage Management,
gave a letter to the City Council requesting that the City Council "forgive the $10,000" and accept
$25,000 a month for two years and also renegotiate the lease agreement with them. He said that
after Mr. Curtin submitted the letter to the City Council in June of 1999, he and the Mayor met
with Mr. Curtin and indicated to him that what he had proposed in his letter was not acceptable.
Mr. Wanlass said Mr. Curtin suggested that the lease be restructured so that Heritage
Management pays $150 a month for residential beds and $300 a month for all other beds. Mr.
Wanlass said the Mayor and he met with Mr. Curtin another time and he asked if the City would
be willing to accept the delinquent payments on top of the selling price, if Heritage Management
were to buy the facility. Mr. Wanlass told Mr. Curtin that accepting the delinquent payments on
top of the selling price was something that could be considered.

Mr. Wanlass stated that he and the Mayor met with Mr. Curtin again and asked him to at least get
caught up through June 30, 1999. He said Heritage Management did pay $85,000 to cover some
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of the delinquent payments.

(

It was discussed that Heritage Management is currently delinquent $139,000. Mr. Wanlass
explained that Heritage Management is paying about $28,000 a month. He explained that the
lease goes up and down. He pointed out that there are three to four components to the lease ( 1)
lease (2) utilities (3) other utilities (sewer and water) and (4) maintenance, which is about $2,3 00
a month.

Councilman Blake pointed out that as part of the budget approval on June 27, 2000, it was
included in the motion that some notice be given to Heritage Management that they need to bring
their bill current by September 30, 2000.
Mayor Barratt and Mr. Wanlass said they did not remember that being part of the motion. Mayor
Barratt said that they are trying to get Heritage Management to become current on their bill.
Councilman Blake said the City should really send Heritage Management notice that the City
Council has asked them to bring their lease payments current.
Mr. Wanlass reported that he has a call into Mr. Curtin, but he has been out of the office because
his father passed away. He said that while Mr. Curtin has been out of the office he has been
working with Cory Bell, Vice President in the Real Estate Department. He said that he has
indicated to Cory Bell that the delinquent lease payments have become a political issue that needs
to be resolved.

(

Councilman Hampton said there is simple interpretation regarding the lease payments. He said in
Heritage Management's mind the $25,000 is sort of a compromise number to cover the new and
the old beds, but from the City's perspective $23,000 of the $25,000 covers the old lease portion
and the remaining $2,000 is applicable to the additional $10,000 that they owe on the new facility.
He said Heritage Management is "sort of $8,000 a month in arrears in the new portion.
It was discussed that the old portion was around $22,000 a month until they got the new rate
increases on the CPI adjustment. It was discussed that the new addition increased the lease
payments $10,254. It was discussed that Heritage Management is $139,000 in total arrears.

Councilman Blake asked ifHeritage Management has contested the $139,000 that it is delinquent.
Mayor Barratt stated that Mr. Curtin has asked that the lease be redone. He said Mr. Curtin was
told that there is no way that the lease could be adjusted because the City had already budgeted
the dollars that it would be receiving from the lease payments.
It was discussed that Heritage Management is about 13 months in arrears.
Councilman Hampton asked what the occupancy is on the new portion.
Mr. Wanlass said the occupancy is around 78%.
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Mr. Storrs asked how Heritage Management thinks it can afford to buy the facility when it can
afford to make the lease payments.

(
Mayor Barratt stated that Heritage Management would have the asset to pledge if they were
buying it. Mr. Wanlass pointed out that Heritage Management could get financing on the facility
for 40 years so the payments would be smaller.
There was some discussion on how the federal government reimburses and how the federal
government has changed how it reimburses. Councilman Blake said the federal reimbursement
should not be an issue that affects the lease payments.
Mayor Barratt said Mr. Curtin has been told that the City feels bad about its business problem and
that it wishes there was something that it could do, but the City Council has a responsibility to the
citizens of American Fork and the City and Heritage Management entered into an agreement that
was a win-win situation. He said he and Mr. Wanlass have met with Mr. Curtin a number of
times and Heritage Management continues to make payments that are short.
Council~an

Hampton said the City accommodated Heritage Management's request with the new
portion and "Heritage Management has said thank you with a slap in the face." He said it is
important for the public to realize that the arrears are not on the total lease. He said essentially
Heritage Management is current on the old lease, but cash flow wise has not been able to handle
the additional increases for the new portion.
Councilman Blake said if$34,000 is divided int(, $139,000, Heritage is about four months in
arrears. He asked if the City is charging interest on the delinquent portion.
Mr. Wanlass said the City is not charging interest, but it does have that option.
Councilman Hampton and Councilman Storrs said the City should charge interest.
Councilmember Belmont asked if Heritage Management has ever received a letter stating that
they are in default.
Mayor Barratt said he and Mr. Wanlass have met with Heritage Management. He said the City
does not need to send a letter.
Mr. Wanlass said he has one letter that he has sent them.

Mayor Barratt said Heritage Management's financial advisor has met with him and Mr. Wanlass
and they know they are in default.
Councilman Hampton said he thinks there is merit in sending Heritage Management a letter. He
said the letter ought to include a reminder of what the City Council included in its motion when it
passed the budget. He said the letter should also give a time table of when things need to be
done. He said Heritage Management has to know that the City is serious about having the lease
payments brought current.
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Councilman Blake said if the lease is renegotiated, the City ought to ask for personal guarantees
as part of the renegotiation and said the City ought to make the terms of the payment and default
stricter based on the experience that the City has had with Heritage Management.
Mr. Wanlass said if the City Council is seriously interested in selling the Heritage Convalescent
Center Building, he would like to push that along in the next 60 to 90 days.

There was some discussion about whether not requiring Heritage Management to bring the lease
current at this time was a bargaining tool if the City chooses to sell the facility. Mayor Barratt
said Heritage Management should be required to bring the lease payments current because the sell
of the facility is a total separate issue.
Councilman Blake said if Heritage Management wants to merge the delinquent lease payments
and the purchase of the facility into one agreement that is fine, but it needs to be done in a timely
manner. He said the City should have a letter of intent in place by September.
Mr. Wanlass said if the City wants to send a letter of default, Heritage Management would have
30 days to respond and if they do not respond the City would own the Heritage Convalescent
Center.
There was some discussion about whether the lease is assignable. Mr. W anlass said he did not
think the lease was assignable.
After much discussion about Heritage Management's delinquent lease payments, Mayor Barratt
said the Heritage Convalescent Center has been a good thing for the citizens and has been an asset
to the community. He said the City has a situation where there is a constant flow of money, even
though Heritage Management has gotten a little behind.
Mr. Wanlass pointed out that this is the first time in 15 or 16 years that Heritage has been
delinquent in its payments.
Mayor Barratt stated that some of the people who are involved with Heritage Management are
local people and are very honorable. He said when you send letters of default that becomes an
arena of an adversarial situation. He said he would have a difficult time sending a letter of
default. He said that when he and Mr. Wanlass have met with representatives from Heritage
Management they have tried to be as firm as they can. He said that he hoped that the City would
have gotten more of a response back from Heritage Management.
Mr. W anlass said that he does not want people living or families who have people living in the
Heritage Convalescent Center to think that the City is going to kick them out.
Mr. Wanlass said he thinks the City can work something out with Heritage Management in 30
days.

Councilman Blake suggested that the letter be a letter requesting payment, instead a letter of
default.
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Mayor Barratt said the City needs to get a hold of Cory Bell. He said the letter needs to state that
the City is to the point that it is asking Heritage Management to actively pursue solving the
problem. He said the letter needs to also make note of the motion that was made on June 27,
2000.
Councilman Hampton said it has been nice to have a group that the City has worked well with for
so long, but he thinks that they have "alienated that relationship by not communicating with us."
He said it would be appropriate to note in the letter that it needs to become more than a unilateral
effort by American Fork City and that they need to initiate contact on weekly basis and bring Mr.
Wanlass up-to-date.
Councilmember Belmont said it needs to be made known that this is a business decision that the
City Council made and Heritage Management needs to be responsible to respond to the City, She
said the citizens expect the City Council to do what is right.
Councilman Blake suggested that a letter be sent to Heritage Management before Tuesday,
August 15, 2000.
Current Public Safety Building
Mr. Wanlass said the primary thing that needs to be done subsequent to the bond election is
to have the current public safety building evaluated. He said that he has been talking with Eric of
MHTN and he has recommended that Coopers and Roberts do the evaluation. Mr. W anlass
pointed that the City does not have to go out for an RFP in order to choose a firm to do the
evaluation on the current public safety building. Mr. Wanlass pointed out that Coopers and
Roberts have done work in the City. He said he would recommend asking Coopers and Roberts
for a quote and then taking its quote to the Finance Committee for its approval.

Councilman Blake asked if the City could get a quote from Coopers and Roberts by Tuesday,
August 15, 2000.
Mr. Wanlass said he will see if he can get a quote from Coopers and Roberts by Tuesday, August
15, 2000.
Mr. Wanlass said if Coopers and Roberts are the firm the City chooses to go with the first thing
that they would look at is the Richardson's Study. He stated that the Richardson's Study is a
good study that just needs to be updated.
Mayor Barratt asked that the approval of Coopers and Roberts as the firm to be used to evaluate
the public safety building be put on the Finance Committee Agenda.
Councilman Hampton asked if the study will address renovation to accommodate the size of the
vehicles.
In response to Councilman Hampton's above question, Mr. Wanlass said it should.

(City Council Work Session Minutes- August 10, 2000)

7

Horrock' s Letter- Water System Improvements
(

Mr. Wanlass passed out a letter to the City Council from Horrock's regarding water system
improvements. He said the City Council needs to review the letter and make a decision on what
Horrock's has recommended by September 12, 2000.

DISCUSSION OF ITEMS FOR THE UPCOMING AUGUST
MEETING

15~ 2000~

CITY COUNCIL

Mr. W anlass noted that there are three public hearings on August 15, 2000.
Regular Session
Mr. Wanlass stated that there will be three reports made by the following: (1) the Beautification
Committee (2) Chamber of Commerce and (3)Horrock's Engineers regarding water system
improvement proposals including a 5 million gallon culinary water tank and site location and also
a limited pressurized irrigation system.
Councilman Hampton said the Beautification Committee has asked that its report be deferred to a
future meeting in September.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE CANVASS OF THE AUGUST

8~

2000 BOND ELECTION

There was no concern with this item.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE GARY MILLER ANNEXATION INCLUDING THE
ORDINANCE OF ANNEXATION~ PLACEMENT OF THE PROPERTY IN THE PR-9000
ZONE AND ALSO THE ANNEXATION AGREEMENT
There was no discussion on this item.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN AMENDMENT TO THE DEVELOPMENT CODE
RELATING TO THE PLACEMENT AND REGULATION OF CELLULAR PHONE
TOWERS AND FACILITIES AND PROVIDING FOR THE ADOPTION AND
ENFORCEMENT OF THE AMENDMENT
Councilman Blake asked if staff was recommending the amendment to the Development Code.
Councilman Hunter said staff is recommending the amendment to the Development Code.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON SUBDIVISIONS~ COMMERCIAL PROJECTS~
CONDOMINIUMS; AND PUD'S INCLUDING 1) PLAT APPROVAL; METHOD OF
SATISFACTION OF WATER RIGHTS REQUIREMENTS; 3) POSTING OF AN
IMPROVEMENT BOND OR SETTING OF A TIME FRAME FOR IMPROVEMENT
INSTALLATION; AND 4) AUTHORIZATION TO SIGN THE FINAL PLAT AND
ACCEPTANCE OF ALL DEDICATIONS TO THE PUBLIC AND TO HAVE THE PLAT
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RECORDED
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a.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE AMENDED FINAL PLAT OF MIRA VISTA PLAT
A AN AMENDMENT OF LOT 2 & ADDITION OF LOT 4 AT 390 SOUTH 1088
EAST
There was no discussion on this item,

b.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE SITE PLAN FOR A CONGREGATE LIVING
CENTER IN THE MIRA VISTA SUBDIVISION AMENDED PLAT A LOT 4
There was no discussion on this item.

c.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE FINAL PLAT OF QUAIL MEADOW SOUTH
PLAT A SUBDIVISION CONSISTING OF 5 LOTS AT 1075 NORTH 200 EAST
There was no discussion on this item.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE AWARDING OF THE BID AND APPROVAL OF THE
CONTRACT FOR THE 100 WEST SEWER IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
Mr. Denney said this item needs to be deleted from the agenda and moved to the August 22,
2000, City Council Agenda.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN ORDINANCE PROVIDING FOR 4-WAY STOP SIGNS AT
THE INTERSECTION OF 690 WEST AND 700 NORTH
Mr. Bennett passed out a new first page of the proposed ordinance to the City Council because
after he met with Mr. Denney he deleted a phrase.
There was some discussion about whether there was enough room to have a roundabout at the
intersection of 690 West and 700 North. It was discussed that there was not enough room to
have a roundabout at the previously mentioned intersection. While discussing roundabouts,
Councilman Blake asked if it was possible to look at having a roundabout at the intersection of
700 East and 50 South. Mayor Barratt said Mr. Denney has suggested that there eventually be a
roundabout placed at the intersection of690 West and 700 North. Mr. Denney pointed out that
the City is going to have to acquire more property in order to put a roundabout at that
intersection. It was discussed that roundabouts are more expensive than stop signs, but that they
are more safe than stop signs.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN ORDINANCE TO RELOCATE THE STOP SIGNS AT THE
INTERSECTION OF 850 NORTH 350 WEST TO STOP EAST-WEST TRAFFIC INSTEAD
OF NORTH-SOUTH TRAFFIC
Mr. Wanlass said Mr. Denney has done a traffic study at the intersection of 850 North 350 West.
He then turned the time over to Mr. Denney.
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Mr. Denney passed out a copy of the traffic study. It is attached to the minutes as
ATTACHMENT #1 .

(
Mayor Barratt pointed out that the stop signs can't be seen because of the trees that are planted in
the planter strip. He said the landowner has asked that the trees in the planter strip not be
removed.
Mr. Denney discussed the traffic study.

Councilman Hampton said the stop signs at the intersection of850 North 350 West are overdue.
Mr. Denney pointed out that now there is going to be a problem with speeding. He said the sign
needs to be changed.
Mr. Wanlass said he will talk to Chief Fox about getting the sign changed.

Mr. Storrs said that the intersection of700 North and 100 West is a bad intersection. He said if
you are heading east, you can't see anything for the trees .
There was discussion about what is happening with the railroad crossing at 560 West It was
discussed that the railroad crossing at 560 West is one of the City's top priorities. Mr. W anlass
pointed out that Mr. Denney has met with the railroad and Horrocks Engineers and they evaluated
the railroad crossing. Mr. Denney said Horrocks recommended that 200 East be closed and that
the City try to get the right-of-way. Mr. Denney said Horrocks is supposed to come up with a
design for the railroad crossing at 560 West.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE MOUNTAINLANDS CONTRACT FOR SENIOR
SERVICES
Councilman Blake asked what senior services are. Mr. Wanlass said senior services are meals on
wheels.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON A FRANCHISE ORDINANCE WITH METRICOMIRICOCHET
Mr. Bennett said this item needs to be deleted from this agenda. He said one concern he has is
with the bond. He said he does not believe a $100,000 bond is needed, but some bond is needed.
He said he would like Mr. Denney to help him come up with a figure for the bond amount to help
protect the City. Mr. Bennett said he is going to put specific language in the ordinance that
Metricom!Ricochet is not a telecommunications company.

It was discussed that this item will not be put in the City Council Agenda until Mr. Bennett
recommends that it be put on.

REPORT AND ACTION ON CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS ITEMS INCLUDING CHANGE
ORDERS

(City Council Work Session Minutes- August 10, 2000)
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Mr. Wanlass reported that there is one change order for the boring on Sam White Lane.
(

REPORT AND ACTION ON PLANNING COMMISSION ITEMS
Mr. Waillass said Councilman Hunter will make the Planning Commission report at the City
Council Meeting.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE JULY 13: 2_000: PUBLIC HEARING MINUTES
There was no discussion on this item.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE JULY 25 MINUTES
There was no discussion on this item.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE JULY 27: 2000 SPECIAL SESSION AND PlJBLIC
HEARING MINUTES
There was no discussion on this item.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE AUGUST 10: 2000: WORK SESSION MINUTES
There vvas no discussion on this item.
FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT INCLUDING ACTION ON THE APPROVAL OF THE
CITY BILLS FOR PAYMENT
There was no discussion on this item.
DISCUSSION AND ACTION ON ENTERING INTO AN EXECUTIVE SESSION TO
DISCUSS LITIGATION
It was discussed that the City Council should go into an executive session so that Mr. Bennett
could update the City Council on what is happening.

DISCUSSION AND ACTION ON A SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
There was no discussion on this item.
OTHER DISCUSSION
Work Session Minutes on Building Study Sessions
Councilman Blake reported that the minutes from the Work Sessions that were held in May are
now available. He said that Mr. Colborn has indicated that the City Council does not need to
approve the minutes because they were not formal sessions.
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Mr. Wanlass expressed his appreciation to Councilman Blake and his committee for their work
that they did relative to the bond election. He also expressed his appreciation to the City
Council as a whole for its hard work that it did relative to the bond election.
Memo from the Taxpayers Association
Councilman Hampton said the memo that he received from the Taxpayers Association seems to
be hitting some areas that might apply to the City and downtown. He said he is not sure if the
memo says a lot.
City Employee Summer Party
Councilman Hampton recommended that the City Employee Summer Party be held in the first
part of September when things are not so busy. He said August is a busy month.
Mr. Wanlass pointed out that this is the first year the City Summer Party has been scheduled for a
Thursday.
ADJOURNMENT

The meeting adjourned at 5:22 p.m.

~~
Mlanie Marsh
Deputy Recorder

7

~

(City Council Work Session Minutes- August 10, 2000)

12

·.

ATTACHMENT #1 TO THE AUGUST 10, 2000 WORK SESSION MINUTES PAGE 1 OF 1

Traffic Count
350 West 850.North
August 10, 2000

Start Time

NorthBound

SouthBound

EastBound

WestBound

7:15a.m.

1

9

1 (tumed North)

1 (tumed South)

7:30a.m.

2

10

7:45am.

1

3

1 (strait)

8:00am.

5 - 1 tumed West

10

1 (tumed South)

8:15am.

1

5

1 (tumed South)
1 (tumed North)

8:30a.m.

1

3

StartT'une

"Rolled Through"

Failed to Stop

7:15am.

1- Northbound

3 - Southbound

7:30a.m.

2

7:45a.m.

2

1

8:00am.

11

1

8:15am.

6

8:30am.

2

3 (tumed South)
1 (tumed South)

One hour traffic totals from 7:15a.m. to 8:15a.m.
Traffic Northbound
Traffic Southbound
Traffic Eastbound
Traffic Westbound

9

32
3
5

(one turned north, one south and one strait)
( all five turned south)

Traffic rolling through intersection
Traffic failing to stop at intersection

16
4

tl

Movement: East and West bound traffic have to slow for cross gutter.

tl

North west comer has flowering plum trees in the park strip that are sight obscuring for
South bound traffic.
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
AUGUST 15, 2000
*AMENDED - NOTICE AND AGENDA

(

Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on August 15, 2000, in the American Fork
City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p.m.
The
agenda shall be as follows:
PUBLIC HEARINGS
7:00 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding an amendment to the
Development Code relating to the placement and regulation
of Cellular Phone Towers and Facilities and providing for
the adoption and enforcement of the amendment.
7:10p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the site plan for
the Mira Vista Congregate Living Center at 390 South 1088
East.
7:20 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the placement of
the property in the Gary Miller Annexation at 380 North
1050 East in the PR-9000 zone.
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.

(

3.
4.

*5.
*6.
7.
8.
9.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period - limited to two minutes
per person.
Report of the Chamber of Commerce.
Presentation by Horrocks Engineers regarding water system
improvement proposals including a 5 million gallon culinary
water tank & site location and also a limited pressurized
irrigation system.
Report on Heritage Management delinquent lease payments.
Report on property tax increase to service the Fitness Center
GO bond debt service payments.
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports.
Mayor's report.
ACTION ITEMS

1.
2.
3.

4.

Review and action on a the Canvass of the August 8, 2000, Bond
Election.
Review and action on the Gary Miller Annexation including the
Ordinance of Annexation, placement of the property in the PR9000 zone, and also the Annexation Agreement.
Review and action on an amendment to the Development Code
relating to the placement and regulation of Cellular Phone
Towers and Facilities and providing for the adoption and
enforcement of the amendment.
Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method
of satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
1

\

(

5.

6.
7.
8.

9.

10.
11.
12.
13.
14.

15.
16.
17.

acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the
plat recorded.
a.
Review and action on the amended final plat of Mira Vista
Plat A, an amendment of Lot 2 & addition of Lot 4 at 390
South 1088 East.
b.
Review and action on the site plan for a Congregate
Living Center in the Mira Vista Subdivision Amended Plat
A Lot 4.
c.
Review and action on the final plat of Quail Meadow South
Plat A Subdivision consisting of 5 lots at 1075 North 200
East .
Review and action on an Ordinance providing for 4-way stop
signs at the intersection of 690 West and 700 North.
Review and action on an Ordinance to relocate the stop signs
at the intersection of 850 North 350 West to stop east-west
traffic instead of north-south traffic.
Review and action on the Mountainlands Contract for Senior
Services.
Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders .
Report and action on Planning Commission items.
Review and action on the July 13, 2000, public hearing
minutes.
Review and action on the July 25, 2000, minutes.
Review and action on the July 27, 2000, special session and
public hearing minutes.
Review and action on the August 10, 2000, work session
minutes.
Fi nance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
Discussion and action on entering into an Executive Session to
discuss litigation .
Discussion and action on a settlement agreement.
Adjournment .
2000.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
AUGUST 15, 2000
NOTICE AND AGENDA

(

Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on August 15, 2000, in the American Fork
City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p.m.
The
agenda shall be as follows:
PUBLIC HEARINGS
7:00p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding an amendment to the
Development Code relating to the placement and regulation
of Cellular Phone Towers and Facilities and providing for
the adoption and enforcement of the amendment.
7:10 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the site plan for
the Mira Vista Congregate Living Center at 390 South 1088
East.
7:20 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the placement of
the property in the Gary Miller Annexation at 380 North
1050 East in the PR-9000 zone .
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

6.
7.
8.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period - limited to two minutes
per person.
Report of the Beautification Committee.
Report of the Chamber of Commerce.
Presentation by Horrocks Engineers regarding water system
improvement proposals including a 5 million gallon culinary
water tank & site location and also a limited pressurized
irrigation system.
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports.
Mayor's report.
ACTION ITEMS

1.
2.
3.

4.

Review and action on a the Canvass of the August 8, 2000, Bond
Election.
Review and action on the Gary Miller Annexation including the
Ordinance of Annexation, placement of the property in the PR9000 zone, and also the Annexation Agreement.
Review and action on an amendment to the Development Code
relating to the placement and regulation of Cellular Phone
Towers and Facilities and providing for the adoption and
enforcement of the amendment.
Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method
of satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the
plat recorded.
1

a.

5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.

Review and action on the amended final plat of Mira Vista
Plat A, an amendment of Lot 2 & addition of Lot 4 at 390
South 1088 East.
b.
Review and action on the site plan for a Congregate
Living Center in the Mira Vista Subdivision Amended Plat
A Lot 4.
c.
Review and action on the final plat of Quail Meadow South
Plat A Subdivision consisting of 5 lots at 1075 North 200
East.
Review and action on the awarding of the bid and approval of
the contract for the 100 West Sewer Improvement Project .
Review and action on an Ordinance providing for 4-way stop
signs at the intersection of 690 West and 700 North .
Review and action on an Ordinance to relocate the stop signs
at the intersection of 850 North 350 West to stop east-west
traffic instead of north-south traffic.
Review and action on the Mountainlands Contract for Senior
Services .
Review
and
action
on
a
Franchise
Ordinance
with
Metricom/Ricochet.
Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders .
Report and action on Planning Commission items.
Review and action on the July 13, 2000, public hearing
minutes.
Review and action on the July 25, 2000, minutes.
Review and action on the July 27, 2000, special session and
public hearing minutes.
Review and action on the August 10, 2000, work session
minutes .
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
Discussion and action on entering into an Executive Session to
discuss litigation.
Discussion and action on a settlement agreement.
Adjournment.

Dated this 7 day of August, 2000.

rt:_ ~L
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Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
AUGUST 15, 2000
ATTACHMENTS (3)
PUBLIC HEARING-7:00P.M. -RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING AND
AMENDMENT TO THE DEVELOPMENT CODE RELATING TO THE PLACEMENT AND
REGULATION OF CELLULAR PHONE TOWERS AND FACILITIES AND PROVIDING
FOR THE ADOPTION AND ENFORCEMENT OF THE AMENDMENT
The American Fork City Council met in a public hearing on August 15, 2000, in the City Hall,
commencing at 7:04p.m. Those present included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel
Belmont, Don Hampton, Tom Hunter, Keith Blake, and Ricky Storrs. Others present included
Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn, Howard Denney, Rod Despainm Bill Jacob, JaNeane Jacob, Bart
Christofferson, Christie Reimschussel, Robert Scutt, Daniel Copper, Melanie Marsh, ane Barbara
Christiansen, a member of the press.
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive public comment regarding an
amendment to the Development Code relating to the placement and regulation of cellular phone
towers and facilities and providing for the adoption and enforcement of the amendment. He asked
for comments.
Mr. Despain explained the purpose of the proposed amendment. He said there are some towers in
the community that exceed 80 feet in height and the current ordinance dealing with cell towers
limits the number of antennas that can go on a monopole to one regardless of the height. He
explained that the current maximum height that is allowed for cell towers is 60 feet. He stated
that the purpose of the amendment is to allow more than one antenna on an existing tower.
There being no further comments, the hearing adjourned at 7:08p .m.
PUBLIC HEARING - 7:10P.M. RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING THE
SITE PLAN FOR THE MIRA VISTA CONGREGATE LIVING CENTER AT 390 SOUTH
1088 EAST
The American Fork City Council met in a second public hearing on August 15, 2000 at 7: 13 p.m ..
Those present at the previous hearing were present at this hearing along with Paul Washburn.
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive public comment regarding the
site plan for the Mira Vista Congregate Living Center at 390 South 1088 East. He asked for
comments.
Councilman Blake asked if the proposed project is being done in phases.
Mr. Washburn said the proposed project is being done in phases. He said Nina Pajela is planning
on some very limited care units to a full scale resthome. He said the proposed site plan is for an
Alzheimer's unit.
1

Councilman Blake asked how many phases there will be.
(

Mr. Washburn said there will be around a dozen phases.

There being no further comment, the hearing adjourned at 7:16p.m.
PUBLIC HEARING-7 :20P.M . RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING THE
PLACEMENT OF THE PROPERTY IN THE GARY MILLER ANNEXATION AT 380
NORTH 1050 EAST IN THE PR-9000
The American Fork City Council met in a third public hearing on August 15, 2000 at 7:20 p.m.
Those present at the previous hearing were present at this hearing.
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive public comment regarding the
placement of the property in the Gary Miller Annexation at 380 North 1050 East in the PR-9000 .
There being no further comment, the hearing adjourned at 7:25p.m.
REGULAR SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a regular session on August 15, 2000, in the City Hall,
commencing at 7:30p.m. Those present included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel
Belmont, Don Hampton, Tom Hunter, Ricky Storrs, and Keith Blake. Others present included
Carl Wanlass, Howard Denney, Kevin Bennett, Terry Fox, Christie Reimschussel, Melanie Marsh,
Steve Parker, Bart Christofferson, Bill Jacob, JaNeane Jacob, Daniel Copper, Robert Scutt, Steve
Cornia, Paul Washburn, Jay Christensen, Crystal Williams, Lisa Shelby, Shawn Richins, Dana
Cox, Steve Tidwell, Judy Price, Jess Green, Dale Gunther, Denise Pedersen, Cheri Hawes, John
Scheiss, and Barbara Christiansen, a member of the press.
Jay Christensen led the pledge of the allegiance and Steve Cornia offered the prayer.
TWENTY MINUTE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD - LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES PER
PERSON
Daniel Copper invited the City Council to the Literacy Center Dedication on Thursday, August 24
at the American Fork Library. He said the reception will be from 3:00p.m. to 4:00p.m., the
dedication will be from 4:00p.m. to 5:00p.m. and the open house will be form 5:00p.m. to 6:00
p.m. He pointed out that Governor Leavitt is scheduled to be present and also a representative
from America's Promise who is from Washington D.C.
REPORT OF THE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE
Cheri Hawes, President of the Chamber of Commerce, stated that she just got back from a State
Chamber of Commerce Educational Retreat. She said the American Fork Chamber of
Commerce is lacking the resources to do a lot of things that a lot of the larger communities do so
they are exploring the idea of combining Chambers in the north end of Utah County. She said if
the Chambers in the north end of Utah County combine resources they might be able to offer
(City Council Minutes -August 15, 2000)
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some of the businesses in the north end ofUtah County more services.
(

Ms. Hawes pointed out that at the next Chamber of Commerce Meeting on September 14, 2000,
they will be touring the Micron Plant at 5:00p.m .. She also reported that the Chamber of
Commerce is planning its annual 5K Halloween Fun Run, which is the fund-raiser for the
scholarships that they offer to business students. She stated that in the past they have had about
250 runners who have participated in 5K Halloween Fun Run, but they would like to see this
event grow. She pointed out that the Chamber of Commerce is going to be working closely with
the high school students to help promote the 5K Halloween Fun Run.
Ms. Hawes said the Chamber of Commerce will be conducting a membership drive in September.
She pointed out that the Chamber of Commerce currently has 104 members. She said the
Chamber' s goal is to get 150 members this year.
Ms. Hawes said the Chamber of Commerce supports the City's efforts with economic
development, but it is not sure there the City is with that.
Mayor Barratt expressed his appreciation for the work that the Chamber of Commerce does. He
said the meetings that he has been able to attend have been very good.
PRESENTATION BY HORROCKS ENGINEERS REGARDING WATER SYSTEM
IMPROVEMENT PROPOSALS INCLUDING A 5 MILLION GALLON CULINARY WATER
TANK & SITE LOCATION AND ALSO A LIMITED PRESSURIZED IRRIGATION
SYSTEM
Mayor Barratt introduced this item and turned the time over to John Scheiss of Horrocks
Engineering.
Mr. Scheiss passed out a handout that shows the statistic in the high pressure zone and the low
pressure zone of American Fork. The handout he passed out is attached to the minutes as
ATTACHMENT #1. He said that about a month ago Mr. Wanlass asked him to look into the
construction of a new culinary water reservoir. He said he looked into the following three
options:
1.
2.
3.

Build a reservoir at the current reservoir sites for the lower zone that is by the boundary
between American Fork and Cedar Hills, which is called the Tank Farm.
Construct a site in Highland that would serve the western part of town.
Install a limited pressure irrigation system (Secondary Irrigation System)

He said when he began looking at the above-mentioned options he separated them out because
the third option did not compare apples and oranges with the other two options.
Mr. Scheiss referred to the handout that he passed out earlier. He explained that there are two
different pressure zones. He said the upper pressure zone is quite a bit smaller than the lower
pressure zone. He said there is about 1, 000 Equivalent Residential Connections (ERC' s) in the
upper pressure zone and about 5,600 Equivalent Residential Connections (ERC's) in the lower
pressure zone. He said there is quite a bit more water use in the lower pressure zone. Mr.
(City Council Minutes -August 15, 2000)
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Scheiss stated that the high pressure zone has some tanks at the mouth of American Fork Canyon,
which provides about 10 million gallons worth of storage. He pointed out that the tanks at the
Tank Farm service the lower pressure zone. He stated that there is only about 375,000 gallons
worth of storage at the Tank Farm.
Mr. Scheiss pointed out that when Horrocks helped to develop the culinary water master plan for
the City one of the things that it recommended was that the City build additional storage tanks for
the lower pressure zone. He said one reason that Horrocks recommended that the City build
additional storage tanks is because there are wells in the lower pressure zone that need to be
pumped to somewhere and if there is not storage in the lower pressure zone so that the wells can
be pumped then there will be problems. He said there is currently only a limited amount of
storage in the lower pressure zone. He recommended that there be more storage facilities built in
the lower pressure zone to help provide a place for the wells to pump and so that the wells will be
more efficient.

Mr. Scheiss said he recommends the following two places for storage for the lower pressure zone:

(

1.

At the existing Tank Farm -can remove the old, small tanks and build a large 5-gallon
tank

2.

Locate a tank in Highland to serve the western half of the City. This tank
would serve an additional 5,000 ERC's. This tank would also provide equalization
storage for the west side of the City. The master plan was developed with this tank in
mind.

Mr. Scheiss stated that the City has plenty of storage in the upper zone to supply all the build out
requirements in the upper zone. He said the City does not need to store any more water at the
mouth of the American Fork Canyon, but as a whole the City does need more storage for water
and the question is where should the storage tanks be put.
Councilmember Belmont asked how the water pressure is in American Fork. She said that she
had two people complain to her that they have had very low water pressure. She said one person
that complained to her about low water pressure lives by the golf course and the other person
lives by the American Fork Recreation Center.
Steve Parker said the worst pressure that the City has is by the golf course.
Councilmember Belmont asked if the City is currently able to supply everyone in the City with
water. She said that about a month ago she heard that the City had wells down.
Mr. Parker said about a month ago the City did have wells down. He said the additional storage
tanks will help with the problem of wells being down.
Mr. Scheiss pointed out that the tanks are designed to provide one day worth of storage.

(

Jay Christensen pointed out that it would be advantageous to have a tank on the west side in case
the one on the east side is severed because they could pump water to both sides form the west.
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There was some discussion that the lowest pressure in the City is 50 and the state rule is that the
City has to maintain 20. It was discussed that the City is in pretty good shape in regards to its
water pressure.
Mr. Scutt asked about the chemicals that are put into the water system. Mr. Parker explained that
the City does not chlorinate.
Mr. Scheiss stated that putting chemicals in the system does not affect the hydraulics or pressures.

Mr. Scutt asked if the citizens get to vote on whether fluoride should be put in the water.
Mayor Barratt stated that the issue of whether to put fluoride in the water will be o·n the ballot for
the General Election in November.
Mr. Scutt said fluoride may be good for the teeth, but it is bad for the brain.
Mr. Scheiss discussed the third option, which is installing a limited pressure irrigation system.
He stated that the City does have enough water to last through 20 14 if the wells do not go down
and if the City does not sell much water to neighbor cities. He said this summer water has been
stretched thin because of wells that have been down and because the City has sold water to Cedar
Hills. Mr. Scheiss said that he is not saying that the City should not help its neighbors, but it
does need to plan for the future. He said there is going to be a time when the City will need
more water.
Mr. Scheiss said there are three options to supply more water to the City (1) drill more wells (2)
build a treatment plant at the mouth of the canyon and (3) pressurized or secondary irrigation.
He stated that the City has a very valuable asset in its American Fork Irrigation Water. Mr.
Scheiss said that he would love to see a pressure irrigation system in American Fork. He said
one pro of having a pressurized irrigation system is that the City has committed to purchase
around 2000 acre feet of water of CUP Water. He pointed out that Cedar Hills, Pleasant Grove,
Lehi, Alpine and Highland have all chosen to take their water untreated and American Fork is the
only one who has not opted to take the water untreated. He said if the City had a secondary
irrigation system, the water could go directly into the aqueduct that is dedicated to American Fork
untreated and that would save the treatment cost. Mr. Scheiss said secondary irrigation is
something that really should be looked into.
Mr. Scheiss said if the City had a secondary irrigation system it would not have to drill so many
wells. He said a secondary irrigation system seems like a large cost up-front, but there are a lot
of things that do not have to be done with it, i.e. drill wells, pump the water as much, do not have
to treat it.
Councilman Blake asked if there had been an analysis done on what the cost savings would be
over 20 years if the City installed a pressurized irrigation system as compared to building more
tanks. Mr. Scheiss said he did not think that an analysis had been done. He said that it may be
good to have an analysis done to see what the cost savings would be.
Mr. Denney asked what the difference in cost is between pressurized irrigation system and a 5(City Council Minutes- August 15, 2000)
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million gallon reservoir and a 5-million gallon culinary tank Mr. Scheiss said the difference in
cost depends on what kind of tank is used. He said the reservoir in Highland is a Cadillac and it
cost around a billion dollars. He said if a clay-lined tank were used it would less expensive. He
pointed out that if the City chooses to go with a secondary irrigation system, it does not have to
have a 1, 000 gallons per ERC; instead the City goes with what it feels will work
Mayor Barratt thanked Mr. Scheiss for his presentation.
American Fork Heritage & History Pageant
A special visitor (an actor from the American Fork Heritage History Pageant who was dressed as
an angel) invited everyone to attend the American Fork Heritage & History Pageant at the
American Fork Cemetery on August 18 and 19 from 6:00p.m. to 9:00p.m .. The special visitor
said that there will be story tellers throughout the cemetery to tell stories about many ancestors
who are buried in the cemetery.
Good Save Award
Mayor Barratt presented a Good Save Award and Medal to Police Officer Lisa Shelby and Police
Sergeant Shawn Richins for saving an 89-year-old woman's life on July 26, 2000. He also
presented Good Save Medals to Crystal Williams, Dana Cox, and Steve Tidwell. He also
recognized Skylar Dimick as one of the EMTs that assisted with the life saving effort, but he was
not present to receive his medal.
I-Safe Program
Mayor Barratt said that he has asked Chief Fox to take a minute tonight to explain about the ISafe Program. He then turned the time over to Chief Fox.
Chief Fox said the I-Safe Program is a nonprofit organization that has been working with the San
Diego Police Department Cyber Squad, the FBI Cyber Squad in San Diego, and the Department
of Justice.
Chief Fox said that he gets a half a dozen people a week that call him asking what they can do to
protect their children from the instant pornography that is on the internet and from pedophiles
who are on the internet searching out children. He said that he has had four different clergy
persons come to his office and tell him that if there was anything that they could do to help their
people it would be to remove the internet from their homes. ChiefFox said the internet is here to
stay so there has to be other solutions.
Chief Fox explained that if he had someone stalk someone' s young daughter and proposition her
that would be crime in the real world, which is also a crime in the virtual world. He said if he
were to have someone follow someone' s young boy home from jr. high that would be a crime in
the real world, which is a crime in the virtual world also . He said they now have the capabilities
with the computer technologies that have been purchased in the last two years in the City to make
a real difference. He said there has never been any where in the United States where an entire
community approached keeping children safe on the internet. He said some of the American F ark
(City Council Minutes- August 15, 2000)
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Police Officers have met with Kevin Ash from the Library Board and Christie Reimshussel and are
working with them on having I-Safe Computers in the library so parents can feel sage about
dropping their children off at the library after school to do a report and not worry about them
accessing things that they should not be.
Chief Fox explained that he has talked with the Alpine School District at great lengths about the ISafe Program. He said there is a company based out of New York called Dot Safe, which is a
filtering company that has been talking with Alpine School District about providing hundreds of
thousands of dollars in free equipment to Alpine School District to help make schools safe.
Chief Fox explained that the I-Safe Program is patterned after the D,ARE Program. He said the !Safe Program is to teach the children how to be good cyber citizens and how to be safer on the
internet. He pointed out that he has been contacted by Robert Doddy, who plays the profiler on
the tv show Profiler. He said Mr. Doddy has made a couple of public service announcements on
being safe on the internet. He said Mr. Doddy is flying to Utah on September 14, 2000, to make
a commercial for the City of American Fork, American Fork Police Department, the schools, the
community and the Attorney General's Office with the assistance of Reid Richards.
Chief Fox said he has also been contacted by Sam Donaldson of 20/20 and they are looking at
doing a story on American Fork City as an example to the nation on how to become cyber safe as
a community effort. He said the I-Safe Program is still in its infancy, but there is tremendous
excitement about the program. He said the American Fork Police Department will have future
meetings with the FBI, San Diego Cyber Squad, and with the CEO of Dot Safe.
Mr. Scutt said that when he went to school all he drank was water and now all the kids have at
school are Coke Machines. He said "if the students are buying diet drinks they have as pertain and
that is alcohol." He said kids do not need all the soft drinks at school. He said all the Coke
Machines should be taken out of the schools.

Chief Fox stated that the kickoff for the !-Safe Program will be on September 15, 2000, with the
public service announcement and also the cyber 911 . He said Terry Schroeder is the Chief
Executive Officer of !-Safe out of San Diego, California who is working with some people in
Hollywood who are going to make some cartons for the !-Safe Program. He explained that there
will be a robocop icon that can be downloaded on computers so that children know that if they
encounter something inappropriate they can click on the robocop icon and it will instantly access
911 through !-Safe and the police department will know where the inappropriate material is
coming from.
Cheri Hawes asked if the !-Safe Program will help in prosecuting the people who commit crimes
or asked if the program is more focused on prevention
Chief Fox stated that the !-Safe Program will help in preventing crimes because it will tell the
police where the IP address came from . Ms. Hawes asked if the internet service providers are
willing to provide names that go with the IP address. Chief Fox said the police departments may
not get a name, but they will get a location so they know where to go to find the person who is
committing the crime.

(City Council Minutes -August 15, 2000)

7

Ms. Hawes asked what the police department does if the crimes are committed outside of
American Fork. Chief Fox said if someone contacts someone from American Fork City and
commits a crime through the internet that is still a crime that has occurred in this City. He said
there are questions of extradition that still will have to be addressed.

(

Chief Fox explained that the American Fork Police Department is going to have all the
neighborhood watch captains come to training classes at the library. He said they are going to
train the children first and then the parents.
A citizen in the audience stated that she uses the internet at the library all the time and she said it
is very easy to slip into one of the inappropriate sites.
Chief Fox explained that an !-Safe Computer that is set up with the DOT Safe filtering will not be
able to get into some of the inappropriate sites.
Mr. Jacob said that it is his understanding that there is no way to eliminate everything. He said as
long as it is programmable somebody is going to be able to do it . He said there needs to be
more work done on education and also more work on parental supervision. Mr. Jacob said
citizens need to take the way their children use the internet into their own hands.
In reference to Mr. Jacob's last comment stated above in regards to citizens controlling their
children's use of the internet, ChiefFox said Mr. Jacob is absolutely right. He said most parents
told him that they control the internet because they only allow their children to have an hour on
line.
Mr. Jacob said that he does not have the internet at his house because he does not want his
grandchildren to get on because he does not know anything about it. He said he is trying to find
out about the internet. He said it is virtually impossible to screen everything.
Chief Fox said the police department is going to try to train the children and their parents. He
said that he went into two homes in the last two weeks and pulled up the history and showed a
dad what inappropriate things his son was looking at and his dad asked how that could be.
Captain Cornia said that one of the failings in the Dare Program years ago was that there was no
parent education. He said it has been discovered that parent education is a critical part to the
whole program. He said parents have to know what the kids know.
Mayor Barratt said that one thing that impressed him about the !-Safe Program is that when kids
come home from school if they have a problem they can go to the computer and hit the icon and
they have help immediately, which gives children a lot of comfort.
REPORT ON HERITAGE MANAGEMENT DELINQUENT LEASE PAYMENTS

(

Mr. Wanlass stated that in November 1998 the City reconciled the Heritage Account, which was
prior to entering into their new lease addendum. He said in November 1998, Heritage
Management had $18,959 .98 in arrears on its account. He said the reason for the arrears was
caused by Heritage not paying some of the annual increases that were billed in on an annual basis.
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He said the City would send Heritage a bill and when "they paid the bill it was computer
generated. It was a fixed thing on their behalf. I don't know. They were just paying the old
payment, not the new."
Councilman Hampton asked how far the $18,000 would have covered.
Mr. Wanlass said "that was about a year."

Mr. Wanlass said "in June of 1999, Heritage had a balance owing of$85,506.25 . This was
caused by three months of the lease expansion increase payments of $10,254 a month. That was
created by the expansion in the east side of the facility and the carry over from the 1998
reconciliation."
Mayor Barratt said "they continued to make short payments."
Mr. Wanlass said "they continued to make payments, but the payments were not enough."
Mayor Barratt said "there was the increase for the expansion and they were short in that amount."
Mr. Wanlass said "at that time there was a difference in opinion when the $10,254 was to begin.
They (Heritage Management) felt it was not to begin until July 1. Under the lease agreement it
was to occur at the time that they moved in or the effective date that they moved into their new
facility, which was April 1 and three months difference that we (the City) had to hammer out with
them."
Mr. Wanlass stated that in May of2000 he and Mayor Barratt met with Heritage Management to
discuss the delinquent lease and then in June Heritage paid $85,506.25, which was the balance on
June 30, 1999.
Councilman Hampton asked if Heritage Management in reality owed $125,000 in May of2000.
Mr. Wanlass said at the end of June 2000 Heritage Management owed $139,868 .56. He said the
reason Heritage Management owed $139,868 .56 was because Heritage was only paying $25,000
a month on their lease payment instead of the correct billing of$34,731 for 12 months. He also
pointed out that there is a catch up period on increases in leases and the lease amount under the
lease and he said that is computed by a CPI adjustment where Heritage is reimbursed by the State
for Medicare and Medicaid. He explained that the effective date for the CPI adjustment is always
effective July 1, if there is an increase provided by the State. He said if there is an increase
provided by the State that is usually not provided to the City until eight months down the road
and after the effective date. He explained that the reason the adjustment is not reported to the
City is because the State and nursing home industry try to negotiate on what the adjustment
should be.
Mr. Wanlass said "part of the $13 9,000 in addition to the twelve months of them (Heritage) not
paying $10,254 was 17 months of catch up, which I think was about $22,000.
Mr. Blake pointed out that Heritage currently owes the City $1 39,868 .
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Mr. Scutt asked what Heritage is.
Councilman Hampton said Heritage is the nursing home on 300 North.
Mr. Wan1ass said in June 1999, Heritage forward a letter to the City Council where they asked for
forgiveness of the first three months of the $10,254 payments, which would have been for April
May, and June of 1999. He said they also asked that they be allowed to pay the City the $25,000
a month for two years and also asked for a renegotiation of the lease. He said "I think it was in
July of 1999, that the Mayor and himself met with the President ofHeritage, Randy Curtin. At
that time he (Mr. Curtin) made a verbal request that the City consider a new lease arrangement
based on occupancy, instead of a flat fee." He explained that as percentages of occupancy
increase the lease payments go up and vice versa as occupancy decreases the lease payments go
down.
Mr. Wan1ass said in September 1999, Heritage sent another letter to the City where they provided
some information about how the nurse care industry was in trouble because of what the federal
government "had done as far as reimbursement to the State flows through to the nursing homes
on how they now pay for Medicare and Medicaid to reduce the amount that they receive." He
said in October 1999 he sent a letter back to Heritage indicating to them that there would not be
any forgiveness of any lease amounts owed or a reduction of any lease amount because the City
feels that the lease amount is feasible and because the funds that the City is generating from the
lease of the facility were dedicated for certain purposes within the City and because the City feels
the lease is fair on both sides.

(

After Mr. Wanlass made his presentation on the Heritage Management Delinquent Lease
Payments, Mayor Barratt allowed comments from the audience.
Mr. Jacob said "number one. Is that a public document that you are reading from and can we
obtain copies of that?"
Mayor Barratt said "I do not know if there are extra copies here or not."
Mr. Wanlass said "I don't have extra copies with me."
Councilman Blake told Mr. Jacob that he could get a copy of the document after the meeting, if
he wanted one.
Mayor Barratt told Mr. Jacob that he could have his copy of the document.
Mr. Jacob said "The thing is that I have read the lease and Dale Gunther said he would make a
copy of it and I read the lease and the defaulting provisions and the rights that the City has under
this lease. It appears to me from reading the lease that whenever there is a default the Heritage
has to be notified with a letter and given 3 0 days to cure the default." He said if they do not cure
the default then the lease terminates and they no longer have the rights in the lease other than
whatever the City Council determines on a month to month basis. He said "it appears that these
folks have been dilatory or have been delinquent for quite some time. My understanding is that if
I do not pay my water bill after 60 days, the City will shut me off Is that correct?"
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Mayor Barratt said "they threaten."
(

Mr. Jacob said "Ok. Then how come these people get the privilege of going on and on. To my
knowledge we (the City) have not sent them a letter of default under the 30 day notice. In other
words, how can these people have that special privilege that other citizens do not get when
dealing with City assets. That is a concern of mine."
Mr. Jacob said "Number two, the other concern is that, if they (Heritage) had come to this
Council (City Council) for forgiveness, I don't find any notice. I have been to (all the City
Council Meetings). I have the video of all of these things. I have not heard where they have
asked for forgiveness from you folks (City Council Members) or anything else." Mr. Jacob said
that in the unapproved June 27, 2000, City Council Minutes" I think that Councilmember Blake
disclosed that in his memo, which became an attachment to the minutes and I think that part of his
resolution was to see if they (Heritage) got current by September 30, 2000, but I don't know if
that serves as the notice because it was a public notice and a public meeting, but I think they
(Heritage) should have a notice."
Mr. Jacob said "From a citizen's standpoint and the assets of the City, I don't believe that we (the
City) should be in the commercial lease business. "Number 1, Number 2, if these people defaulted
on their lease, irrespective of the appraisals, then we as a City should offer that for sale to any
health care provider to buy it and we (the City) could probably get more money out of it. Because
we (the City) just went through this bond election to reduce the bonds for just the Fire
Department, I would suggest that we (the City) consider that. I think your (the City Council)
derelict in your duties if you have not notified them (Heritage) in terms of the lease."
Mayor Barratt said "thank you. To answer those questions as you well know we (the City) has
been in negotiations with the Heritage Convalescent Center. They (Heritage have been a very
good company to work with. They have gotten behind on their lease payment and that has not
been good, but they run a good facility and their proposal was that they simply pay and catch up
the payments." He said "as you can tell there has been a number of letters going back and a
number of discussions that have been involved. We (the City) have met with the officers of the
company (Heritage Management) a number of different times, which is what prompted the
payment of eighty some on thousand dollars."
Mayor Barratt said "Heritage is well aware of the fact that there is enough owing that there are
two separate issues ." He said the issue of the sell is not connected to the issue of delinquency.
He said "to a certain extent when it comes to asking the Council for forgiveness that was not
granted to them by this mayor. I simply instructed them that they would need to catch up the
lease. He said he told representatives from Heritage that the City had budgeted a certain amount
of dollars for certain things and the City is not going to grant them a reprieve from the lease
payments. Mayor Barratt said that Randy Curtin, who is an officer of the Heritage Management
Company understands that the payments need to be brought current. He said he will be meeting
with representatives from Heritage Management soon and stated that they are well aware that the
payments need to be brought current by September 30, 2000.
Mr. Jacob asked "Is that pursuant to your written notice? In other words, have you complied
from the landlord end?"
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Mayor Barratt said "no we (the City) have not complied as far as the written notice yet." He said
that he wants to meet with Heritage to see if they will make be correcting the problem and bring
their account current. He said if Heritage has a problem at the meeting he will be having with
them soon and they can't resolve the problem, then he believes that the City has no choice but to
notify them in writing.
Mr. Jacob said "So you have taken that upon yourself without the Council's approval."
Mayor Barratt said "that is correct."
Mayor Barratt asked for any other questions.
Dale Gunther said that he has been in the financing business for a long time and sometimes you
lend money to somebody and then they have trouble and they can't pay it back and you tend to be
lenient beca4se you have money lent to them more than they can pay and so the one who lends
the money sort of becomes a partner, but not by choice. He asked if the City has sort of become a
partner with Heritage. He asked if Heritage's credit is such that they can't bring their bill current.
Mayor Barratt said that Heritage's credit is not such that they can't bring their bill current. He
said Heritage has assured the City that if they decided to buy the facility there would by no
problem with them getting financing to purchase the building. He said Heritage has not said that
they could not bring their bill current.
Mr. Gunther said he understands from being in business that if you have lent someone some
money and if they can't pay you back then you are in a work out situation and you kind of
restructure the debt and try to get it back on different terms. He said it seems like the lease is a
legal document. He said you are dealing with public finance here. He said "I am worried that you
are maybe taking upon yourself some personal responsibility by not following the terms of the
lease. In other words, if they (Heritage) are delinquent then maybe as a City we have
responsibility to notify them to get it current in a certain time, it we do not do that, we (the City)
may have some personal liability."
Mayor Barratt said "Once again, I will repeat that we (the City) will be meeting with them very
shortly and if they have not resolved it at the next meeting, then there will be notification there.
They are well aware of the September 30, 2000 date, but understand that a letter will be sent if it
is not resolved.
Mr. Jacob said "Well, don't you think that it is your mandate to follow the lease and notify them
sooner or now as soon as possible any way."
Mayor Barratt said "If we can get them to catch this up and resolve the situation and keep their
bill current then we are going to be all right. "

Mr. Jacob said "But the lease is tied to a bond and the citizens' funds are being used to service
that bond unless the bond holder is in default. Maybe if those funds had been used, we would not
have to have this tax increase. So I think there is a greater issue here than just patting these guys
on the head and saying try to do better. I think we have a real problem here." He said " I think
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you (referring to the Mayor) are in a position of liability personally.
Mayor Barratt said "Well, that is one of the disadvantages of running for office."
Mr. Jacob said "I hope you have good legal advice."

Mrs. Jacob said "read the documents and then comply with the documents. "
Mayor Barratt said "Right. That does not mean it can't be done or it won't be done."
Councilman Blake pointed out that Mayor Barratt has indicated earlier tonight that he will be
meeting with representatives from Heritage Management fairly soon.
Mayor Barratt said "I would think by the next City Council Meeting there should be a report
given on what is happening with Heritage Management."
REPORT ON PROPERTY TAX INCREASE TO SERVICE THE FITNESS CENTER GO
BOND DEBT SERVICE PAYMENTS

Mr. Wanlass pointed out that he has provided each of the City Council Members a five page
document. He said the first page is a memo from him to Councilman Blake which discusses how
the Certified Tax Rate works within American Fork City. He said the second page is the 1991
bond election fax sheet that indicates to the citizens that the 1992 bond passed and that there
would be a tax increase to service the debt on those bonds. He said the third page shows the
debt service payments for the bonds on an annual basis and he pointed out that he has highlighted
that $354,000 is the amount that has been budgeted for payment this fiscal year. He pointed out
that the year before the payment was $261,000.
In reference to page three of the document, Councilman Blake said this is the schedule that was
set out in the very beginning. He said the principal payment for this fiscal year is like a balloon
payment or balloon increase and it was scheduled that way from the beginning.
Mr. Wanlass pointed out that the principal payment has been going up every year. He said now
that the eighth year has been hit the amount of the principal payment went up $100,000.
Councilman Blake asked if the payment went up with the thinking that there would be increased
revenue. Mr. Wanlass said not necessarily would it be increased revenue because the bonds
were guaranteed by the property tax base of American Fork City, but part of the thinking at that
time, "I am assuming, was when they structured those debt service payments was to try to get the
best rate on the sell of the bonds."
Councilman Blake said it looks like the payments stay about the same now through the end of the
term.
Mr. Jacob asked Mayor Barratt if he was taking any comments at this point.
Mayor Barratt said "go ahead Bill. "
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Mr. Jacob said "My understanding is that all you are doing is referring to a bond payment
schedule that the public is well aware of at this time. If we are managing our fund wisely, it does
not matter how much it goes up we will not have to increase the income. Since this is an
enterprise fund, State Law as referred to your audit every year requires that you reduce your
expenditures to meet the revenues and we always seem to have $100,000 or $150,000 higher in
shortfall. If we reduce those expenditures that money could be used to pay for the bond and then
we really do not have to have any tax increase. Is my arithmetic correct there, Councilman
Blake? ."
Mr. Jacob said "If we follow the law and follow our own ordinance I don't think that we would
have a tax increase. Thank you."
Councilman Blake asked Mr. Jacob if what he was alluding to is the deficit in the fitness center
fund each year?
Mr. Jacob said we need to reduce our expenditures. He said the bond payments schedule really
has no bearing. He said it is a matter of how we manage our budget. He said "manage our funds
and follow through."
Councilman Blake pointed out that in the budget this year, they reduced the deficit in the current
budget by $150,000.
Mr. Jacob said "that is what we appropriated for ."
Councilman Blake said "Yes, so that is what the current budget is set at."
It was discussed that the deficit in the budget was reduced from $200,000 to $50,000.
In reference to reducing the deficit in the budget to $50,000, Mr. Jacob said "it did a 75% job."
Councilman Blake said "Yes."
Mr. Wanlass said the fourth document in the packet is the document that shows the two
classifications for American Fork City on property taxes and on how the certified tax rate is set.
He stated that he has included a copy of his property tax evaluation to show what the property tax
increase would be for residents in American Fork. He said his home is valued at $160,587 and the
increase on his taxes is not quite $6 on an annual basis.
Councilman Blake pointed out that the overall taxes have gone down because there is another
adjustment.
Mr. Scutt said he is concerned about his property tax increase. He said that he has searched the
phone book and has found that there are six fitness centers in the surrounding area so what the
City is doing is subsidizing the fitness center when there are other people paying taxes and the
City is competing against them, which he said is wrong. He said the Fitness Center should stand
He said the City should not be competing with other fitness centers that are in
on its own feet.
business. He said the Fitness Center is a private organization and the City should not subsidize it.
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Councilman Hampton pointed out that the Fitness Center is not a privately owned facility . He
said the Fitness Center is owned by the City.
Councilman Blake said the City has really tried to cooperate with the local fitness center
businesses. He said the other fitness center facilities in the City do not have swimming pools so
the American Fork Fitness Center is not competing in the swimming area. He said it is expensive
to have a swimming facility . He said the City has tried to work jointly with World Gym. He said
the City is trying to be cognizant of the businesses in the area because there are some boundaries
that the City should really not cross. He stated that Mr. Scutt has made some good points.
Councilman Blake said the City is not competing in the swimming area, which is one of the fitness
center's major costs. He said the swimming pool does support the high schools. He said
American Fork has some of the best swim teams in the State of Utah. He said it is difficult for
private facilities to have the swimming facilities .
REPORT OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR

Mr. Wanlass asked if everyone got their registration information from the League of Cities and
Towns. He asked the City Council to let Pam Hunsaker know if they were interested in attending
the League of Cities and Towns Meetings.
Councilman Blake said that he would like to attend. He said he would review the schedule and let
Pam know which days he would like to attend.
Councilmember Belmont asked if she could get a copy of the registration information. Mr.
W anlass said he would get her a copy of the registration information.
Mr. Wanlass reported that at the next City Council Meeting there will be three bid openings (1)
the sewer project (2) the road overlay project and (3) the 200 West and 300 North intersection
improvement project.
COUNCIL REPORTS
Councilman Blake expressed his gratitude to the public for the high response on the recent bond
election. He said he is grateful for the citizens' involvement throughout that whole process. He
said that he is really glad that both propositions were put on the ballot. He said there will be
further hearings as the City moves forward with the new police/courts facility and the
fire/ambulance facility. He said that one comment that was made early on in the process was that
a flag pole should be placed in front of the police and courts building and he said it would be nice
to put a flag pole in front of the police and courts building and he said it would also be nice to
have three flag poles so that there can be a place for the national flag, state flag, and city flag . He
said he really appreciates the involvement of the public in regards to the bond election.
Councilman Blake encouraged the City Council really to look into the technology that Metricom
has to offer. He said Metricom offers a low cost technology that is a radio signal facility that is
really needed.

(City Council Minutes - August 15, 2000)

15

Councilman Storrs thanked Councilman Blake for all he did in regards to the bond election.
Councilman Hampton expressed his appreciation to Councilman Blake for his key leadership on
the bond election and for his support in educating the public. He said that he would personally
like to thank Bill Jacob and George Brown for their support. He said he would also like to thank
Dale Gunther for taking a huge role in educating the public by paying for some mailings out of his
own pocket. He said he thinks the support was important to the success of the bond election.
Councilman Hampton said the Arts Council was due to give a report at the next meeting, but with
V arlo 's resignation the Arts Council does not have anything developing at this point. He
encouraged everyone to attend the American Fork Heritage and History Pageant at the American
Fork Cemetery this Friday and Saturday.
Mayor Barratt said that he had an individual talk with Varlo about transporting golf course carts
down to the cemetery for the pageant. He asked if the carts were still needed. Councilman
Hampton said he did not know.
Councilmember Belmont read a statement and asked that it be attached to the minutes. The
statement is attached to the minutes as ATTACHMENT #2.
In response to Councilmember Belmont's statement, Councilman Blake said he would concur
with having the Certified Tax Rate and discussion on Heritage's delinquent lease payments on the
next City Council Agenda.
Councilman Hunter said the golf course is in negotiation with the State to purchase the 90 acres
around the golf course for $210,000. He said the golf course is trying to see if the State will take
$10,000 per year in payment and if the State will accept that, then the golf course will have the
ability to get an irrigated sprinkling system. He said the cost of the irrigation sprinkling system
has been projected at 1.6 million dollars, which 60% to 65% will be funded by the Central Utah
Water Project. He said there are a lot of good things happening at the golf course.
Councilman Hunter expressed his thanks to all who helped the bond pass. He said he thinks the
new buildings are long overdue. He said if passing the bonds for the new buildings required a
tax increase he would have been willing to pay his portion of the tax increase.
Councilman Hampton asked if the green fees will be increased at the golf course if the golf course
purchases the property from the State.
Councilman Hunter said that there are no plans to increase the green fees . He said the golf course
is doing well revenue wise.
MAYOR'S REPORT
Mayor Barratt said that he received two letters of thanks for two City Employees who helped
some people. He stated that one letter thanked Ed Anderson for the courteous way that he
handled a situation and the other letter thanked Kevin Bennett for the way he helped someone get
help for a handicapped person.
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Mayor Barratt thanked all those who were involved with the bond election. He expressed his
appreciation for the citizens that helped get the public correct information about the bond. He
said he would like to thank Mr. Jacob because he was the one who was the real pusher for the fire
and ambulance being put on the ballot.
Mr. Jacob said he helps the citizens.
Mayor Barratt said he thinks that the new police/courts facility and new fire/ambulance facility
will make a huge difference in the community. He stated that the City is in the process of trying
to get some type of engineering architectural report on the current public safety building to help
with getting some direction on where they go with that building. He said the City is also in the
process of moving forward on the new court and police facility, but said they will not be doing
anything further until after the legislature has appropriated the funds . He said it will be about
April before anything takes place with the police and courts facility. He again expressed his and
the Council's appreciation for the support that was given on the bond election.
Mr. Jacob asked if some of the police department could be moved into the old warehouse building
until the police and courts facility is built.
Mr. Wanlass said if some of the police department was moved over to the warehouse they would
just have to be moved out. Mr. Cornia said the warehouse facility is not adequate for them.
Mayor Barratt said he believes Alpine School District is still leasing a portion of the warehouse.
Mr. Wanlass said the Alpine School District is using the warehouse. It was discussed that Alpine
School District does not pay American Fork City anything for the use of the warehouse.
ACTION ITEMS
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE CANVASS OF THE AUGUST

8~

2000 BOND ELECTION

Councilman Hampton moved that the City Council sit as a board of canvassers for the
August 8, 2000, Bond Election. Councilman Blake seconded the motion.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.
Those voting aye: Councilman Hampton, Councilman Blake, Councilman Storrs,
Councilmember Belmont, and Councilman Hunter.
Ms. Marsh noted that there was one district where there was a discrepancy but all of the others
are fine . CP #9 is off by one ballot.
Councilman Blake asked if there was any indication from the district as to why that was off by
one ballot.
Mayor Barratt explained that staff researched to find out why CP #9 was off by one ballot, but
they were unable to find the answer. Councilman Blake said that one ballot may not have been
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readable. It was also discussed that the one ballot discrepancy for CP #9 could have been
physically lost. Mayor Barratt stated that the one ballot discrepancy does not change the outcome
of the election.
The City Council reviewed the Canvass Report for the August 8, 2000, Bond Election, which is
attached to the minutes as ATTACHMENT #3.

Councilman Blake moved to accept the canvass with the notation that CP#9 has one
discrepancy and that it will not have any impact on the results and outcome. Councilman
Storrs seconded the motion
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.

Those voting aye: Councilman Hampton, Councilman Storrs, Councilman Blake,
Councilmember Belmont, and Councilman Hunter. Voting was unanimous. The motion
carried.
Mayor Barratt noted that in Mr. Colborn's memo to the City Council it explains that there were
three outstanding ballots that were not received.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE GARY MILLER ANNEXATION INCLUDING THE
ORDINANCE OF ANNEXATION~ PLACEMENT OF THE PROPERTY IN THE PR-9000
ZONE~ AND ALSO THE ANNEXATION AGREEMENT
Mayor Barratt introduced this item and asked for any questions.
Councilmember Belmont asked if the figures are correct for the density.
Mr. Despain said the figures for density are correct.
Councilmember Belmont expressed concern about. the City not getting R1-15,000 Zones in the
outer areas in the City.
Mr. Despain said the General Plan puts the area proposed for annexation at 3 units per gross area.
Councilmember Belmont said that she is disappointed that the City is not getting any 15,000 lots.

Councilman Hunter moved to approve the Gary Miller Annexation including the ordinance
of annexation, placement of the property in the PR-9000 Zone, and also the annexation
agreement. Councilman Storrs seconded the motion.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.

Those voting aye: Councilman Hunter, Councilman Storrs, Councilman Hampton,
Councilmember Belmont and Councilman Blake. Voting was unanimous. The motion
carried.

(City Council Minutes - August 15, 2000)
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REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN AMENDMENT TO THE DEVELOPMENT CODE
RELATING TO THE PLACEMENT AND REGULATION OF CELLULAR PHONE
TOWERS AND FACILITIES AND PROVIDING FOR THE ADOPTION AND
ENFORCEMENT OF THE AMENDMENT
Mayor Barratt introduced this item.

Councilman Hunter moved to approve an amendment to the Development Code relating to
placement and regulation of cellular phone towers and facilities and providing for the
adoption and enforcement of the amendment. Councilman Blake seconded the motion
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.

Those voting aye: Councilman Hunter, Councilman Storrs, Councilman Hampton,
Councilmember Belmont and Councilman Blake. Voting was unanimous. The motion
carried.

(

REVIEW AND ACTION ON SUBDIVISIONS: CO:MJ\1ERCIAL PROJECTS:
CONDOMINIUMS; AND PUD'S INCLUDING 1) PLAT APPROVAL; METHOD OF
SATISFACTION OF WATER RIGHTS REQUIREMENTS; 3) POSTING OF AN
IMPROVEMENT BOND OR SETTING OF A TIME FRAME FOR IMPROVEMENT
INSTALLATION; AND 4) AUTHORIZATION TO SIGN THE FINAL PLAT AND
ACCEPTANCE OF ALL DEDICATIONS TO THE PUBLIC AND TO HAVE THE PLAT
RECORDED
a.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE AMENDED FINAL PLAT OF MIRA VISTA PLAT
A: AN AMENDMENT OF LOT 2 & ADDITION OF LOT 4 AT 390 SOUTH 1088
EAST

Councilman Hampton moved to approve the amended final plat of Mira Vista Plat
A, an amendment of Lot 2 & addition of Lot 4 at 390 South 1088 East to authorize
the Mayor and City Council to sign the plat, accept the dedications to the public
and to have the plat recorded; subject to the following:
1.

2.
3.
4.

Filing of the storm drain pond easement concurrently with the recording of
the final plat.
Vacating of the existing sewer easement under building 4.
Receipt of sign-off for drainage water by down stream water users.
Posting of a bond to ensure completion of required improvements.

Councilman Hunter seconded the motion.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.

Those voting aye: Councilman Hunter, Councilman Storrs, Councilman Hampton,
Councilmember Belmont and Councilman Blake. Voting was unanimous. The
motion carried.
(City Council Minutes - August 15, 2000)
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b.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE SITE PLAN FOR A CONGREGATE LIVING
CENTER IN THE MIRA VISTA SUBDIVISION AMENDED PLAT A LOT 4

Councilman Hunter moved to approve the site plan for a congregate living center
in the Mira Vista Subdivision Amended Plat A Lot 4 subject to the following:
1.

2.

Providing of the condominium documents for the congregate center and
master PUD documents for the entire Mira-Vista Project.
Conveyance of water rights for project concurrently with the request for
final plat approval.

Councilman Hampton seconded the motion.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.

Those voting aye: Councilman Hunter, Councilman Storrs, Councilman Hampton,
Councilmember Belmont and Councilman Blake. Voting was unanimous. The
motion carried.
c.

(

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE FINAL PLAT OF QUAIL MEADOW SOUTH
PLAT A SUBDIVISION CONSISTING OF 5 LOTS AT 1075 NORTH 200 EAST

Councilman Hunter moved to approve the final plat of Quail Meadow South
Plat A Subdivision consisting of 5 lots at 1075 North 200 East, to authorize the
Mayor and Council to sign the plat, accept the dedications, and have the plat
recorded subject to the following:
1.

2.

3.
4.
5.

Technical Engineering Corrections and Findings
a.
A finding that the tangents between curves constitute a minor
departure from the City Standards.
b.
The addition of ADA ramps on sidewalks adjacent to 1120 North.
c.
Modifications to water line alignment to include a bend adjacent to
the north property line.
d.
Piping of the irrigation ditch adjacent to front of Lots 2 and 3 on 200
East Street.
Delivery of deeds or copies of deeds showing the following:
a.
A quit-claim deed conveying the property adjacent to Lots 2 and 3 on
200 East Street to the City.
b.
Copies of deeds conveying derelict parcels to Bradley and Halliday.
Copy of irrigation company sign-of letter.
Formal documents on conveyance of the water right.
Posting of a bond to ensure completion of required improvements.

Councilman Hampton seconded the motion
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.
(City Council Minutes -August 15, 2000)
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Those voting aye: Councilman Hunter, Councilman Storrs, Councilman Hampton,
Councilmember Belmont and Councilman Blake. Voting was unanimous. The
motion carried.
Denise Pedersen asked what happens now with the Quail Meadow South Subdivision.
Mayor Barratt said that as long as all the subject to items have been completed, then the
subdivision is approved.
Mr. Denney stated that recording of the subdivision plat is held pending the outstanding issues
being completed.
Mrs. Pedersen asked how the neighbors found out what is really happening with the subdivision.
Mayor Barratt said that if construction begins then obviously all the subject to items have been
met. He told Mrs. Pedersen that she could call the City in a week to find out what the status of
the subdivision is.
Mrs. Pedersen said that she could call staff in a week to find out the status of the subdivision.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN ORDINANCE PROVIDING FOR 4-WAY STOP SIGNS AT
THE INTERSECTION OF 690 WEST AND 700 NORTH

Councilman Storrs moved approval of an ordinance providing for 4-way stop signs at the
intersection of 690 West and 700 North.
Councilman Hampton seconded the motion.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.

Those voting aye: Councilman Hunter, Councilman Storrs, Councilman Hampton,
Councilmember Belmont and Councilman Blake. Voting was unanimous. The motion
carried.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN ORDINANCE TO RELOCATE THE STOP SIGNS AT THE
INTERSECTION OF 850 NORTH 350 WEST TO STOP EAST-WEST TRAFFIC INSTEAD
OF NORTH-SOUTH TRAFFIC

Councilmember Belmont moved to approve an ordinance to relocate the stop signs at the
intersection of 850 North 350 West to stop east-west traffic instead of north-south traffic.
Councilman Hampton seconded the motion.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.

Those voting aye: Councilman Hunter, Councilman Storrs, Councilman Hampton,
Councilmember Belmont and Councilman Blake. Voting was unanimous. The motion
(City Council Minutes- August 15, 2000)
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carried.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE MOUNTAINLANDS CONTRACT FOR SENIOR
SERVICES

Councilman Hampton moved to approve the Mountainlands Contract for senior services.
Councilman Storrs seconded the motion.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.

Those voting aye: Councilman Hunter, Councilman Storrs, Councilman Hampton,
Councilmember Belmont and Councilman Blake. Voting was unanimous. The motion
carried.
REPORT AND ACTION ON CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS ITEMS INCLUDING CHANGE
ORDERS
Councilman Blake asked if the change order for Horrock's Engineers for the 100 East and Sam
White Lane Railroad Bore is still consistent with the budget.
Mr. Wanlass said the change order is consistent with the budget.

Councilman Storrs moved approval of the change order to Horrocks Engineers for the 100
East and Sam White Railroad Bore in the amount of $17,496.80.
Councilman Hunter seconded the motion.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.

Those voting aye: Councilman Hunter, Councilman Storrs, Councilman Hampton,
Councilmember Belmont and Councilman Blake. Voting was unanimous. The motion
carried.
REPORT AND ACTION ON PLANNING COMMISSION ITEMS
Councilman Hunter reported that at the August 2, 2000, Planning Commission Meeting the
Planning Commission discussed the preliminary plan for the April Creek Subdivision at 945 North
500 East; approved a zone change request by Reed Bromley at 350 West 380 South from the
existing RA-1 Zone to the R1-9000 Zone; approved the site plan for a cell tower for Cricket
Communication at approximately 107 5 West Main Street; approved with conditions the final plat,
of the Quail Meadow South Plat A Subdivision at 1075 North 200 East; approved with conditions
a revised site plan for the American Heritage School at 720 North Mt. Timpanogos Parkway;
discussed the draft of the Townsite Overlay Zone; discussed utility laterals on new asphalt;
discussed height of different types of fences; discussed a possible Recreation Resort Zone;
determined that a zone change to the new parking plan at the American Fork Hospital and at
Shoney's and Fazoli's was a minor change to the site plan; and received for comment the latest
(City Council Minutes- August 15, 2000)
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plan for the Development Center park.
(

Councilman Hunter reported that a public hearing for the zone change at 350 West 380 South
needed to be set as quickly as possible. The City Council asked that a public hearing be set for
September 12, 2000 at 7:00p.m. for the zone change at 350 West 380 South. The City Council
also asked that a public hearing be set for September 12, 2000 for the Gary Miller Annexation at
7:15p.m.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE JULY

13~ 2000~

PUBLIC HEARING MINUTES

Councilman Hampton noted that the last time the July 13, 2000, Public Hearing Minutes were on
the agenda for approval, there were not sufficient members to approve them.
Councilman Hampton moved to approve the July 13, 2000 Public Hearing Minutes.
Councilman Storrs seconded the motion.
Those voting aye: Councilman Hampton, Councilman Blake and Councilman Storrs.
Councilman Hunter and Councilmember Belmont abstained from the vote. The motion
carried.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE JULY 25~ MINUTES
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the July 25, 2000 City Council Minutes with the
following corrections:
On Page 1, Line 16 "David Lidell" should be changed to "John Liddell." On Page 9, Line 7
"that want" should be changed to "that they want." On Page 9, Line 9 "All were in
favor" should be deleted because the outcome of the vote was stated on Page 8.
Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.
Those voting aye: Councilman Hampton, Councilmember Belmont, Councilman Hunter,
and Councilman Blake. Councilman Storrs abstained from the vote. The motion carried.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE JULY 27~ 2000 SPECIAL SESSION AND PUBLIC
HEARING MINUTES
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the July 27, 2000 Special Session and Public
Hearing Minutes with the following corrections:
On Page 7, Line 11 "that the" should be changed to "that he thought."
Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion.
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Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.

(

Those voting aye: Councilman Hampton, Councilmember Belmont, Councilman Hunter,
and Councilman Blake. Councilman Storrs abstained from the vote. The motion carried.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE AUGUST 10: 2000: WORK SESSION MINUTES

Councilman Hampton moved approval of the August 10, 2000, Work Session Minute with
the following corrections:
On Page 2, Line 31 after "so" the following should be added " because it will be on the City
Council Agenda and it would result in the same lengthy discussion twice." On Page 8,
Line 6 "10" should be changed to "15." On Page 8, Line 9 "10" should be changed to
"15."
Councilman Storrs seconded the motion.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.

Those voting aye: Councilman Blake, Councilman Storrs, Councilman Hampton,
Councilman Hunter, and Councilmember Belmont. Voting was unanimous. The motion
carried.
FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT INCLUDING ACTION ON THE APPROVAL OF THE
CITY BILLS FOR PAYMENT
Councilman Hampton asked if there is an arrangement that exempts Alpine School District from
paying for use of the warehouse
Mr. Wanlass said part of the agreement when the City purchased the warehouse from the Alpine
School District is that they are allowed to use it without paying.
It was discussed that the City pays for 2/3 of the utilities and Alpine School District pays the other
1/3 . Mr. Wanlass pointed out that Alpine School District has ·the responsibility of maintaining the
water system and electric system.

Mr. Blake pointed out that Alpine School District is "giving some fund in kind."

Councilman Hampton said he would like to have discussion ofHeritage's delinquent lease
payments on the September 12, 2000, Finance Committee Agenda. He said that he appreciates
Councilmember Belmont's suggestion about putting discussion of Heritage' s delinquent lease
payments on the Finance Committee Agenda.

Councilman Hampton moved approval of the City bills as reviewed by the Finance
Committee. Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion.

(
Councilman Hampton expressed his appreciation to City Staff for getting the bills ready for
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payment with one of the employees being out of the office recuperating from surgery.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.

Those voting aye: Councilman Blake, Councilman Hampton, Councilman Storrs,
Councilmember Belmont, and Councilman Storrs. Voting was unanimous. The motion
carried.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the purchase requests over $1,000 as reviewed by
the Finance Committee. Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.

Those voting aye: Councilman Blake, Councilman Hampton, Councilman Storrs,
Councilmember Belmont, and Councilman Storrs. Voting was unanimous. The motion
carried.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the manual expenses as reviewed by the Finance
Committee. Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.

Those voting aye: Councilman Blake, Councilman Hampton, Councilman Storrs,
Councilmember Belmont, and Councilman Storrs. Voting was unanimous. The motion
carried.
DISCUSSION AND ACTION ON ENTERING INTO AN EXECUTIVE SESSION TO
DISCUSS LITIGATION

Councilman Hampton moved to enter into an executive session to discuss litigation.
Councilman Hunter seconded the motion .
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.

Those voting aye: Councilman Blake, Councilman Hampton, Councilman Storrs,
Councilmember Belmont, and Councilman Storrs. Voting was unanimous. The motion
carried.
The American Fork City Council met in an Executive Session to discuss litigation at 9:35 p.m.
Those in attendance included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Keith Blake, Ricky Storrs,
Don Hampton, Juel Belmont, and Tom Hunter. Also in attendance were City Attorney Kevin
Bennett, City Administrator Carl Wanlass, City Planner Rod Despain, City Engineer Howard
Denney, Legal Counsel for the City, Kristin Van Ormond, and Deputy Recorder Melanie Marsh.
The Executive Session concluded at 10:08 p.m.

(

Councilman Hampton moved to return to regular session at 10:08 p.m.
(City Council Minutes -August 15, 2000)

25

Councilman Blake seconded the motion. All were in favor.
(

DISCUSSION AND ACTION ON A SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

There was no discussion on this item.
ADJOURNMENT

Councilman Storrs moved to adjourn at 10:10 p.m. Councilmember Belmont seconded the
motion. All were in favor.

·11~

/t«4A--

Melanie Marsh
Deputy Recorder
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ATTACHMENT #1 TO THE AUGUST 15, 2000 CC MINUTES- PAGE 1 OF 2

American Fork City

(

Statistics of Interest

High Pressure Zone
Equivalent Residential Connections (ERC's)

1,000

Storage (Million Gallons)

10,000,000

Wells

Boley, Country Club, Race Tack, & Springs

gpm Available

10,800

gpm required

1,210

Low Pressure Zone
Equivalent Residential Connections (ERC's)

5,595

Storage (Million Gallons)

0.375

Wells

Golf Course, JC Park, & Hospital

gpm Available

6,700

gpm required

6,770

General
•
Each ERC requires 1.21 gpm
•
Each ERC requires 1,000 gallons of storage
•
Overall, water sources are sufficient until 2020 assuming wells keep running and water is
not sold to Cedar Hills
•
Overall, water storage is sufficient until 2014 assuming water not sold to Cedar Hills
•
American Fork CUP allotment - 2,095 ac-ft and 17.5 cfs maximum.
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CHAPTER ill
CULINARY WATER SYSTEM MASTER PLAN ADDENDUM
STORAGE ANALYSIS
Currently American Fork City has 10,3 7 5, 000 gallons of storage of which 10,000,000 is at
the mouth of American Fork Canyon. The balance is located at the "tank farm" ·which is in the
northeast comer of the City. Table ill- I shows the projected storage requirements for American
Fork City. The City will need additional storage capacity by the year 2013.
Table ill-1 Projected future re9uirements.

(

Year

ERC's

Storage
Requirements

Sourte
Flowrate
Requirements

Sourte Ac-ft
Requirements

1998

6,213

6,234,56l

7,518

4,891

2000

6,977

6,983,358

8,442

5,492

2005

8,174

8,156,537

9,891

6,434

2010

9,494

9,450,269

11,488

7,473

2015

11,054

10,979,225

13,375

8,701

2020

13,006

12,892,381

15,737

10,238

illtimate

23,390

23,069,739

28,302

18,412

It is possible to locate a storage facility south of I -15 for the projected development there. It
would require a booster pump station with auxiliary power and telemetry controls. Having
storage south of I-15 could help ensure that those areas will have fire protection if the
transmission lines from the current tanks were damaged in some way. It is recommended that a
feasibility study be performed on locating storage south of I-15.

SOURCE ANALYSIS
Table III-I shows the projected source requirements for American Fork City. The City currently
has a capacity of 12,300 gpm in its five operating sources. Those sources are the Race Track
Well, Boley Well, Country Club Well, Hospital Well, and American Fork Canyon Springs. These
sources are sufficient for the current needs of the City.
Two other sources are being developed at this time. The City's JC Park well is being updated and
will provide an additional 2,200 gpm in 1999. The Design for the Golf Course Well is under way
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STATEMENT OF COUNCILWOMAN JUEL BELMONT
The citizens of American Fork have voted for the city to
bond for Ten and one half Million Dollars.

I believe that this

vote was based primarily upon the American Fork City Council's
promise not to increase property taxes to pay for the bonds.

In

light of the passage of the bond proposals, I want to address two
issues:

(1) opening the budget to change the certified tax rate

to stop the current property tax increase and (2) the delinquency
of the Heritage Center.
The approved minutes of the meeting in which the city
council set the certified tax rate seem to be defective.

The

motion did not state the tax rate nor did it reference anything
(

that identifies the tax rate.

I think we need to open the budget

to properly define the certified tax rate and, at the same time,
reduce the certified tax rate to prevent an increase in property
taxes.

I have consistently stated that I am opposed to any

increase in property taxes.

I did not know that the certified

tax rate would increase property taxes.

Mayor, I ask that you

put this item on the next agenda so that we can address this
issue.
As a member of the finance committee, I was surprised when
the ma yor told Councilman Blake and me that the Heritage Center
was delinquent in its lease payments.

I have asked Councilman

Hampt o n, chairman of the finance committee, to place this matter
on the agenda of the finance committee .

The finance committee

'

.
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(

should determine when the delinquency started, the amount of the
delinquency, the reason causing the delinquency, and a
recommendation to the city on the procedure to solve the problem.
Since the city council voted that the delinquency should be
corrected by the end of September 2000, the mayor, through the
city attorney, should immediately send the Heritage Center
written notice of the delinquency.

Moreover, the city needs to

move forward to sell the building.
As an additional and unrelated issue,

I also want to know

more about the benefit to the citizens of the new work schedule
for the city employees.

I was surprised when I learned from

citizens that the city was changing the work schedule for city
employees.

Although nothing was said in city council meeting,

the employees are now on a four day, ten hour per day work
schedule.

I want to know how this benefits the citizens.

Mayor,

I would like you or the city administrator to address this issue
in more detail and answer any questions from the city council or
citizens.
Mayor Barratt, please respond to these issues.

2

Thank you.
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
AUGUST 17, 2000
NOTICE OF WORK SESSION
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in a work session on Thursday, August 17, 2000, in the
American Fork City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 4:00
p.m. The agenda shall be as follows:
WORK SESSION
1.
2.
3.

Discussion of items for the upcoming August 22,
Council meeting.
Other business.
Adjournment.

Dated this 14 day of August, 2000.
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Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
AUGUST 17, 2000

(

ATTACHMENTS (1)
WORK SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a work session on August 17, 2000 in the City Hall,
commencing at 4:00p.m. Those present included Councilmembers Don Hampton, Ricky Storrs,
Keith Blake and Juel Belmont. Others present included Carl W anlass. Howard Denney, Kevin
Bennett, Melanie Marsh, and Robert Scutt.
Councilman Hampton excused Mayor Barratt.
DISCUSSION OF ITEMS FOR THE UPCOMING AUGUST 22: 2000: CITY COUNCIL
MEETING
REPORT OF THE BEAUTIFICATION COMMITTEE
Councilman Hampton stated that the Beautification Committee Report is supposed to be placed
on the September 12, 2000, City Council Agenda and not the August 22, 2000, City Council
Agenda. He asked that the Beautification Committee Report be taken off the August 22, 2000,
City Council Agenda.

(

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION INDICATING THE CITY'S INTENT TO
ANNEX THE BEAR ANNEXATION AT APPROXIMATELY 975 WEST MAIN STREET
CONSISTING OF 3+ ACRES
Mr. Wanlass pointed out that the proposed Bear Annexation is the Kurt Bryant Property.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE AWARDING OF THE BID AND APPROVAL OF THE
CONTRACTFORTHE100WESTSEWERIMPROVEMENTPROffiCT
Mr. Wanlass noted that the bids for the 100 West Sewer Improvement Project will not be opened
until Tuesday, August 22, 2000 at 2:00p.m.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE AWARDING OF THE BID AND APPROVAL OF THE
CONTRACT FOR THE CLASS C ROAD PROffiCTS
Mr. Wanlass said the bids for the Class C Road Projects were opened today at 2:00p.m. He
reported that Valley Asphalt was the low bid at $209,696.54. He stated that the bid from
Geneva Rock was $238,126.20 and the bid from Staker Paver was $256,112.75 . Mr. Wanlass
pointed out that Valley Asphalt has done the City's Class C Road Projects for the last couple of
years.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE AWARDING OF THE BID AND APPROVAL OF THE
CONTRACT FOR THE 300 NORTH 200 WEST INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT
PROffiCT
1

Mr. Wanlass said the bids for the 300 North 200 West Intersection Improvement Project will be
opened Monday, August 21, 2000 at 2:00 p.m.

(

Councilman Hampton asked if the land acquisitions and negotiations will be completed by August
22, 2000.
Mr. Denney said he is trying to have the signed documents or something in writing from each of
the property owners that are involved to show what each of their requests are relative to the
property line acquisition. Mr. Denney stated that he did not think the property acquisitions and
negotiations will be completed by Tuesday, August 22, 2000, but he would like the City Council
to at least know what the property owners are requesting.
Councilman Hampton said the awarding of the bid for the 300 North 200 West Intersection
Improvement Project, if approved, needs to be approved subject to acceptable acquisition of the
property.
It was discussed that there is not a large amount of property that will be acquired. Mr. Denney
pointed out that the largest piece of property that the City is trying to acquire is about 42 square
feet. He said it will not cost a large amount of money to acquire the property needed for the 3 00
North 200 West Intersection Improvement Project. He pointed out that the most the City has
paid for property for projects like the one proposed is $11 a square foot.

(

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION APPOINTING TWO CITY
REPRESENTATIVES TO THE TAXING AGENCY COMMITTEE FOR THE EGG FARM
ECONOMICDEVELOPMENTAREA
Mr. Wanlass pointed out that he just passed out the resolution and he stated that he does not
know who Mayor Barratt is going to appoint to the Taxing Agency Committee.
It was discussed that there was a "blight study" done for an RDA for the Egg Farm Area, but then
Reed Bromley switched to an EDA, which does not require a "blind study." Mr. Wanlass stated
that there is a strong feeling that the creation of jobs justifies the tax increment and meets the
requirements for an EDA. He pointed out that there will be a budget that has to go to the
Taxing Agency Committee for its approval.
Councilman Blake asked Mr. Wanlass if he could give the City Council more background
information on what the characteristics are for someone who is appointed to the Taxing Agency
Committee. He also asked how many people are appointed to the Taxing Agency Committee.
Mr. Wanlass explained that there are seven members on the Taxing Agency Committee of which
two are representatives from the City, two are representatives from Alpine School District, two
from the County, and one at large member. He said the State Board of Education also has one
person that sits on the Taxing Agency Committee. Mr. Wanlass further explained that there is a
committee formed for each EDA Project. He said the committee members serve as volunteers.
Mr. Wanlass said that if the Taxing Agency Committee does not adopt the budget, then the
proposed project is basically dead .
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Councilman Blake asked if there are certain characteristics that the City looks for when
appointing the two American Fork City Representatives to the committee.

(

Mr. Wanlass said this is the first time that the City has done an EDA.

Councilman Blake asked what the tax sources are with the EDA.
Mr. Wanlass said the tax sources for the EDA are the same as it is with the RDA, which is tax
increment on property taxes.
Councilman Blake asked if the two City Representatives will be appointed at the August 22,
2000, City Council Meeting.
Mr. W anlass said Mayor Barratt should have two names to recommend to the City Council at the
August 22, 2000.

REPORT AND ACTION ON CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS ITEMS INCLUDING CHANGE
ORDERS
Mr. Wanlass said he did not believe there would be any change orders to approve at the August
22, 2000, City Council Meeting.
REPORT AND ACTION ON PLANNING COMMISSION ITEMS

(

There was no discussion on this item.
FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT INCLUDING ACTION ON THE APPROVAL OF CITY
BILLS FOR PAYMENT
There was no discussion on this item.
AMENTIMENTS TO THE AUGUST 22.

2000~

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

Mr. Wanlass stated that the August 22, 2000, City Council Agenda needs to be amended to have
three contracts with UDOT approved by the City Council (1) Main Street@ I-15 Project (2)
American Fork River Trail Project and (3) American Fork Signal Project.

ROBERT SCUTT'S PRESENTATION IN REFERENCE TO GARBAGE COLLECTION
Robert Scutt passed out a packet of information that discusses his desire to not have garbage
collection and requests that he no longer be billed for garbage collection because he has returned
his garbage tote and because he recycles his garbage. The information he passed out in the
meeting is attached to the minutes as ATTACHMENT #1.
Mr. Scutt stated that he returned his toter in August of 1994 and has not had garbage collection
since then. He said that he sees no reason why he should pay for garbage collection when he does
not use that service. He said he is on a very limited income and does not want to pay for
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something that he does not use. Mr. Scutt said he recycles all his paper, cardboard, plastic bags
and cartons at several locations such as Utah Recycling, Smith's Grocery Store, and various
gasoline stations so he does not have enough garbage to fill a toter in a month.
Mr. Scutt said that he would think that the City would encourage the citizens to recycle to protect
the environment. He said that he is under doctor' s care for prostate cancer and asked that all
garbage charges be removed from his bill.
Mr. Scutt said he talked to Brad Mertz of BFI and he told him that he would take him off the list
for garbage collection.
Councilmember Belmont asked if the City has an ordinance that "requires everyone to have a
garbage can." Mr. Wanlass stated that all residential homes must have a garbage can.
Councilmember Belmont asked if there is relief for anyone. Mr. Wanlass said there are no
provisions for relief relative to garbage service.
Councilman Storrs said he thought Laidlaw was going to have some type of fee structure so that
some people could have a smaller tote.
Mr. Wanlass explained that at the last rate increase there was some discussion about offering a
65-gallon tote at a reduced rate, but that was subject to an extension of five years on the contract.
He said it was decided to wait until July 2001 and address that again.

(

Councilmember Belmont told Mr. Scutt that the City Council would like to come up with a
solution to help him.
Councilman Hampton told Mr. Scutt that the City Council does not have an option to consider his
request because the ordinance makes it clear that he is not "excepted" from having garbage
collection. He told Mr. Scutt that the City Council sees his dilemma and would like to look into
his request and situation further because there are other people in the community who would like
to have smaller totes.
Councilmember Belmont said there are a lot of senior citizens who have told her that they do not
produce enough garbage to fill the huge tote.
Mr. W anlass said the issue of having the option of smaller totes at a reduced rate is something
that will be addressed in July 2001.
Councilmember Belmont asked if there was anything the City could do to help Mr. Scutt.
Councilman Hampton asked Mr. Scutt if paying for garbage collection was a hardship for him.
Mr. Scutt said paying for garbage collection is a hardship for him.

Councilman Storrs suggested that maybe there is some type of agency that could help Mr. Scutt.
Councilmember Belmont suggested that Mr. Scutt could possibly check with his ward for some
(City Council Work Session Minutes- August 17, 2000)
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assistance. She said she would like to find some relief for Mr. Scutt.

(

Mr. Scutt asked that the charges for garbage collection be removed from his bill.

Councilman Hampton said the City Council can't remove the charges for garbage collection right
now. He explained that the meeting today was just a work session and that no action could be
taken today. He told Mr. Scutt that the City Council appreciates his presentation and would like
to see what can be done in regards to his situation.
Councilman Blake said it is hard to know where the boundaries are. He said that someone could
say that they do not like the street light or they are not using the street light and they do not need
it so they do not pay their portion of the street light cost. He said another person may say that
they do not have a car and so they do not use the streets. He said it is hard to know where the
boundaries are because people can pick and choose their own boundaries. He said Mr. Scutt can
say that he does not have a toter, but he does have the benefit of a community that is clean and
beautiful. He said it is difficult to know where the boundaries are, if people can pick and choose
which services they want and it can be chaotic. He told Mr. Scutt that he needs to understand the
principle underlying it.
Councilman Blake said Mr. Scutt does have a hardship and it is appropriate to look at some other
sources where the City "could help with some of the financial" issues because there is benefit to
our community in keeping the community beautiful and free of litter.
Mr. Scutt said the City should not be in the trash collecting business. He said he thought the
trash collecting was BFI' s problem.
Councilman Blake pointed out that the City contracts with BFI for garbage collection.
Councilmember Belmont said she remembers when garbage collection was done by a local man
and no one was required to have garbage collection and it became a problem with people who did
not want to contract to have garbage collection because trash began to pile up and that is when
everyone was required to have trash collection.
Councilman Hampton said the City Council will take Mr. Scutt's request under consideration. He
said Mr. Scutt's presentation certainly motivates the City Council to look at the ordinance so that
there can be some accommodations made when there is a hardship . Councilman Hampton
thanked Mr. Scutt for his presentation and told him that the City Council will not ignore his
request.
ADJOURNMENT
The meeting adjourned at 4:42p.m.

tJ~-r~

Melanie Marsh
Deputy Recorder
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~ •Arr#l:QHMENT
#1 TO THE AUGUST 17, 2000 \VORK SESSION ~N_tftf'S F~rfG'i02t)F4-10 ~
~·~
~"ne ... lCan ork/"tt. S·_CD ..,
A.u~st

21, 1996
Account 9 9503
T~

"

Mayor and City Council
rice.n Fork, Utah

Dear Sirs;
Under Resolution 82-.:!..5 before a property owner can acquire water, sewer and OR ~a-=·:;age
collection services from the city is $75 for residential acc~~ts. I option to stop ~rba&e
service since I he.ve not used Toter j'Loo5210 since Novam·oar 6, 1995 when I returned. this
Toter to Laidlaw end Laidla''' accepted this Toter and signed. for it ~ving thei:::- consent.
;.11 the .. moneys I have paid since Nove::1ber 6, 1995 have been exclusiVely for Water &. Sewer.O/../Ly·
I em Not delinq,uent for wate-= and sewer since I have afi:l'eed to acquire services on September
1993. I have been fully paid up to this present date on these services.
I know ,-men a ~rson has t-no Totes and he returns one,
tbe City continues on my accaxnt.

there are

::lO co:l."~iir.lin.f;

charges as

I have a very lim.ited. income and I cannot afford to pay for a service I do not :receive.
I recycle all my paper, cardboard, plastic ba~s & cartons at several locations such as Utah
Recylin~, SI:ith's market, and various ~saline stations since I have so very 11~-tle zs.r'be.ge
to re cycia~ not enou~ to fill a tote in a full. month.
The mayor told me that maybe ~dn 't :realize that N monthly payments were being div.ided
into _water, sewe:;:" & " ~arba_~.• . "This :probably e:rplains why the City says I am past duec .A.s I
st
bei'ore in para~a:pb. three, I want all mone;ro ':laying for Water and Sewer only.-For the c;:ood or a.1r City, I would think that tbe City wc-.1ld want to enooura~ a~ citizens
'to recycle to protect the environment. Not discourage recycling. With the present drou~t,
poll".ltion ot ~round water ~Y cause disease and co:n:plicate envirom::ent. I am t ill under the
care of Doctor F~nsan for cancer of oolon, prostateo
?lease remove all past char~s which were posted 'by non collection of no garbage.
I would be happy to be on a com:::U ttee to help the C1 ty establish a Re cyclin~
The mayor said I would 'be able to 'be on the first
?lease continue this matter until then. ·

Robert

meet~ a~nda

Pro~re::1.

September 10, 1996.

Scutt

£F1
,~:C;'
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313 West 1250 N"rth
JAmerice.n Fork, Ut 84003
J"'an.uary 22, 2000

Acesunt No. 9503
snt~Y

ef Char~~s paid. oy Rolert Scm tt ly mistake ~ll Garla:e tram
Oetaler 31, 1996 ta F~llruary 28, 1999. 1U.L CEAR~S ON ~tAT!R, ~VER
ad Draina;e 8lltirely BUD t• "'resent iateo ~11 char:es ~~ prlaace
a.re NON-sEiiVICX te Reaert Swtt Frautiule:ttly 'f:tGrted 'Jy t~at et
Oetel~r 1996 ~l8o25
Te~atio~ ~f ~ater, Sew~r aad Dra~a~
Nevem~e~ 1996
l8o25
Utilitiaa. I ~cycl~ all ~y :a_rla,~, sc
D~cemier 1996 18.25
I don't ~eed ~arbap cilar~ a::t:ym~N ~
Jaxuary 1997 ~18o75
p&i~ under pretest with complai•t.
Fei
1997 18.75
Mar
1997 18o75
Apr
1997 18.75
May
1997 18.75
u.n~st
1997
8.75
Sept
1997 16.75
8.75
1997
Uav
8.75
1997
Dee
·- ·-· . . . .......
8 .~ 5 1¢V . . . . .
.
~ :::-~:·
~~_. :::.~--~ ~~--- ~--::-"'_.,;;..
;--.:·-·~~·;..-•-......;....ac<....... ~..... ,.....
:ruua.ry 1998
8.75
1998
Fe\
8o75
1998
Ma.r
8.75
1998
:A~r
Bo75
.1998
May
8.75
1998
JUll
8.75
1998
Jul
8.75
1998
Auc
8o75
1998
Sep
e~oo
1998
Oet
8o75
1998
Nev
SoOO
1998
D~a
s.oc
:rnu.z.ry 1999
SoOO
1999
Fei
TcYrAL ttweci ;P3llo00 to Ro~er-t Scutt ~or mr:r;NABIE 3i:hts to 111~,
Li;e :-t:r and ?rope rty, pa.ii
..,·:lt"W;:.

."-'1--"...

--

...

_. _- .•.
-·•

u~uer

pretest with campl£1nt.

s~pt
Rej)ert Sautt

STAlECSUfAH

c:currt OF \ A\u \
SI~PtlNIJSWCRMFF'IWED TO BEFCfEIE

(

CNna¢'f+~ DAY~\u

b

.-.ADo¢.

:~-:<Y>r~~H~~~
•--..•..• NOTARY PUBLC
t~01i\KY PUBUC
MARY aCRI~NE MATTINGLEY

Pa~e

2 o'! 6
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¥
.·
~

!;~~~:
j~;~, ~~~ 8~0
Juuary 20, 2000
A~cgunt Num;e~

(

9503

.A!END:ID
~rica1

Fer!c City Utility
:51 N,rth Clm::ell St~et

De~to

?oO• 3o:x: 397
~ric u. :Far~, Uta~ 8~003

Dear .Sir:

I am Nor D•lhque::tt a:a. ra:y

Nor

?a1i~: t~r

a1y

Wa:t~r,

NCN~~CX

et

Sewer, an=.

Dr:ti::l~:~

Utility

G~~~a,o f~r y~~ . al!~~d c~ar:~

!lCOW:llto

=t

....

am

~111.25.

I, rto.,ert c. Scutt, he~·oy d.• swear .,7 sel~IX:. deela:-s.ti~n t~at I ~ .i do ju~
c:r.I=m ~rt the U:U. ted.. States as ~:-i,:i::a.ally sc:-i·aed, a na.tu::-al ·)ol"::l CI~!~ ot
UNITSD ST~"'::S a.ud !::.!laoi -:a1:1t icm.icilsd ~.n t}i.b. the '11er:"i ta:rial ·Aeunda.:.-i~s o~ lJ~.E
ecu::1.ty, uta.;a. st•te, t~e~iy a ::le:·~:~er ef the ?9stt'!rity ef ~ t~e ~e:9l~ et t»
U::1ited States witA. C'~N;.BI3 rti:hts, ?:1:vile~es a:2.ci I::uu.~i":i~s, t~.ase ~d~::tta.l
civil li"eerti~s :;u.a.:-a::ltasd ~7 .ar:a,rlo law a.uC.. secured ·1y "the C~llstitutie:~. !;r t3e
U~ited

States ot

speci!ic

~rioa

pertGI"::lauc~

ll789J

a~~ U~

state tl896),

7J.rS"U:L!1.t ":3 the Statutes et

a~d t~

Je OAecuted

·Ni~~

~~ui a~d ~rju:-i~s.

!~is decla~tiGn, here~y ~3tailishes a~d di~t~:uishos at~iant as a t~e~old~r
i:L tA.~ ~rie•n sense i.nd . ~siciont ~t .. t!:.i:3 sta.te"(S!A'3 C!F UT.J.E) ()!" a:z.y at~::--?-liticiai :.·a=--~r,Qratien ~r a. f'o:-.m state -;V:. -:h a ·3edy ~el:!. tie ~:r ~o~orate ~?J.:;:aa.:1t
t~ af'!ia::lt's .t~edsm ''t ~lii;iall all~ i'~~ =2:-cise cat ~li:iws belio! a.:1d
aceeulJ:ta·,i:!..ity to the UJ1ive::sal laws at Na"t"ll~ a:1.d Nat-J.~s G~d a.ad ·.·rb.Gse ::-i:ht ~t
~li:iaus CQnscie~ce is that ~t t~e a~~cy as ori:i3al1y omoQdied upon the
ad~ptia1 ~t the CanstitutiQll ioeo that et a: i~e~nt, ~atural 3ense ot ~oral
aon.duet t~wari man.!ci;,.d.

(

deela:-ati~ll, d.ul7 3t ::eeord ·:ti t!&1:::~ TJ~~ cG1..l:!lt7, UT:L~ state,
the ?e~e~alit7 o~ t~e charact~:r and ~tatus ~t at~ia~t
miJJ":""V~U ?.i~ts 'tl:1d.er t:U, C~Qn. 1at-r ·:l;a.sed. C9ll t~ T·~!l C~a:::td::=::1t3.

!'u=taer, tAi.3

~~~ve~ore est••lis~es

a:1d is

:: haT~ :-etu:":led :y ~'1te:: Ga::::~a~e Ce1tai:1e:: jr....1)0!52!0 :lD. Novem·ee:- o, 1995 t~
Laidlaw Gar~a:e C~l!ec:rti~ll ·.vho ca:~. cclloct t:tei= ~~-m se:""'Tice dttilts ~7i "t~out ~~e
~a:::~a~rs ::to:aeyo ~is )riv-.telj" ~vmttd ·iJusuess s!101~ld :1ot ··e cil~ecteQ. te tile
city. I have ~cordsd ~• all myut111ty 3111s t~t I~ i~di~ent, ~em~l&yed,
c:i::-cuit ·;naker aD.d can:Jlet ?fAY t~r NON-siRV!CX ;;f :ur;a,! o This is F:-aud.ul~nt
~~Grtict1 et my UN".LI.!:m'AB:a rti~ta, ?.::ivi1e ~s, u<i !::mrJ.ni ti~ s, thctse tulldame:atal
ei711 11\erti~s :uara~t~si iy ~r:anic law au~ se~~~~~ ;y tAe Consti~lti~~ t~r t~e
U~tei States ot ~rica (1789) a~i Titah st&te (1895) pursuant t• th~ Statutes Qt
F::-a.ud a~d ~rjuries. Novem~e~ 6, !.995 tQ Fe";aruary 28, 1399 NON~3VICl ~aid ·s:r :Ill!
T~ta.ls .J3lloOC Jim~ rica~ For!c City ~s rtolert Scutt for ,_r~a~ cila::-:ea ~xtorted
tra !!lao ! ·l)eli~ve ~ mtU.m-ru~ ?.i:!tta :or $3lloOC sheuld "ie ~t"J.necl te me
tilat I J&id. t• ~nee. For~ City Utility Je~t.

(

NOTArtY

Relert

c.

Scutt
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lvfc /[31/_::.!;d-

'jblorassm~

DELINQUENT NOTICE

,
ana arainage ut11 y account is past due.~tiy'order of the Mayor and..Ql!.y_
~ JL these services will be terminated unless immediate payment is made . Please pay by the (shut off)
·date indicatedttPelow to insure continuous services .
.
At ~ r

y 0 ,·- water, sew

Pa,? ~ w_4W, se,uer dcrolvJC{f'~ , - Fe ~rvo.::1 8;

-;Lpoo;

If services are dascontJnue&, all delinquencies must be paid in iull plus

Acct. No.:

1•

a $25 .00

a~ L.3i ~~CC'

reconnect charge .

9503
American Fork City Utility Dept.
31 North Church Street

P.O. Box 397
American Fork, UT 84003
; .. ,- 8-0: 1-:7"63:3~00 0 · ~ . - ...

Mailing Date:

Amount Due:
~.;;.~: >~,
I io N CJr owe thi3 :.i::ou:l.t or

SHUT OFF DATE :

:1.:1y

•Jt;a.~~

uate

s.raou!l-:. ! -pay u:;

~y~ry ~on~~~

under

pr~t

st

M..l,YO?. and c:TY CClJ'~~CI:L of _i\.me::-icsn Fork ·.nll t~!"!;!.in:it~ :1:r ':'mt~r, ne·.~:e:!:, :l:ld ~, r:&i!l.ag::
if _I _don't ?ay f&r Non-service G:tr)a~e f0r 'A'h:.c;t I ha'\"~ NO r:::'ot~::- ::::i::1as 1~ov~r:1~~!' 5, 1995.
'"1tr= o·v~~~:ue cl:ar:e is TOT~Y Ga~'Snt:;e No!l..;.~'!:~ice "':lil~:t I =-~tu~ed Tr•te:- to Ia.idl:;.w.
iN£ "''JJ ~::t ~r BTI ?3C1"LING at -:r,r acmse?
~~ul~ y·ou ~l~!'ls6 sign ·my ?~t! t!on -to Mayer ~J. Ci t:r Co".l~c!il ::'":!' iJNjTJS'l' rm~.aG~~"7
'!'5A!T:-<.S v~r-; J!lUC!1~ ·;;rrr:r=:~s ~ -F:)r All ~:1FUL & :3G.AL :aA.E?..S ?.!'~sen ted to 7-.t.t.... '?OR.
- ..
1L1!;!2
.;~:J~
~~~

:. g_;r- .;,:1tt~~ ( t-

1? z sxt,

·~oc...) l-••-c-.,~-''" ~ l.

~lie ~·\.J

! '2-5~ 1'-.l.o.

A~

?'ttt· l-V. i At' ('v'l; . -'~
'
.!'~ h.J~-=)fv~ ?;t;C, :CL: ttl
3) ~
7CC
<.. ( (..'

TATIJUW ~cce-oted m ':::' ·) tdr :LOO
'I :::BCYCU:~ NO~:WI~

l.:it:r COU:lCil
2 ..

It

3.

..

"

w /'2.,'2~:.
c'""'·-

1995

!v'

~4r
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TO THE CITY RECORDER OF AIVIERICA
NOTICE OF CLAIM

,·

.
::·J'ursuantto the provisions of63-30-ll Utah Code Annotate ~ e n
·fY
d submits the
f91low!I;g claim for damages against American Fork City, a Municip I corporation 1/!.'e ~tate o
~~..Honvrable rv1ayor and c.tty Councll: . '
By
~ .
1. S. fATEl\'IENT OF FACTS:-

A1nerican Fork City bas billed to and collected from the clain1ant a total of $311.00 for garbage
_services from 0Gtober, 1966. through and including February, 1999. -Those -an1ount5'\vere no-\-v·owed --~ ·
the City as no garbage collection s~rvices were rendered during that time nor were such services
requested. Duting that period your daimant d!d not possess a refuse toter and made no request for one
as one was not needed to cmnply with city ordinances prohibiting refuse accun1ulation or requiring its
· proper disposal. All such requiren1ents were complied with by your claimant by other means without
the city~s intervention and without harm to the city.
On :tvlarch 23,2000, your claimant again paid the city a total of$128.75 for garbage collection
services ,_mder protest and in direct response t0 a DELINQUENCY NOTICE threat~nins _
disco!ulection of claimants tnunicipal water service ifthe sarne was.-tiot -p-aid herore::-vV·hat 1vvas identified
as the "SHUT 0FF DATE: 03-24-0-0. . - . . .'

2. NATURE OF THE CLAIM ASSERTED:
Cl.am1m1t asserts that garbage service assessments against him by the city are unlav~fully
assessed by reason. lif
the fact .that they
are
not performed or requested,
.
.
...
. .• .. .
. .. ..,
.. ·
. .
Ail water serVlce.s fendered to your clain1ant have been fullv paid.

-

'

.

The City has no right to shut off one municjpal service for the nonpay1nent of another,
particularly when the latter is neither sought nor provided.
As a direct result of the wrongful assessment of the City your claimant has been dmnaged in
the an1otmt of four hundred thirty one ($431. 00) .

This claim is asserted to give the City Council the opportunity to consider the smne prior to the
comr~1en~en1ent of any forma! j uciic1al proceedings all a~. provided for w1der the statut~ above cited.

'I'" our claimant welccmes and vvould r..p.preciate the opportunity to discuss tlus clain1 ·with the
Cotll!·:il at a re~ularly scheduled meeting 'ti tlte convenie!•ce of the Cotmcil \vith reascnable notice to
1ne.

RESPECTFULLY SUBivllTTED THIS 23rd. D,·ly ofNlarch, 2000.

j)~~~#
ROBERT SCUTI

-"-~~
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313 West 1250 North.
·America:£ 'Fcrk, UT 04003
Hay 18, 20::>0

.

tm'

~:fvrt:~d71li!r At;p &J,tJeAz.
Brad Mertz

/1l:zy ~ JQX)

Mcrketing MtJIIQgtr

8l

Utah
225 Wc:sr 700 So.· Bldg. #2 ·Pleasant Grove, Utah 84062
Phone 80 I· 185·5935 • Fu 80 I. 785·8028
E·mail braci.menz@bfi.com

Dear Mr. Mertz.:
I met you rsceu.tly at the American Fork City Cull.noil rneeti.Dl o:a May 9, 2000.

I a.sked you if you oou.lC. remov'l ~ nam~ £rem t!6e Garba~ cha~e sinee I returned
y:ro.r TorBR !,005210 tJ1 Novem..,~r 5, 1995. You. ~~:reei te ~move the Garba&e cluar&e
aud woulil seud m~ a letter tG this removal. As of this date, t A&ve not keard
from ycu.c
Tkere was s.av~ral. wi tn.~s·a&s tc this .a~ement, inclw..di:lg the Ue.ygr Barratt, Vice
Ma70r, Council m.emiers ·Belr.lo».t, Blake, Hu~tero I did Jlat Aear a.ny disagreemeat
to ctt~ agreement ,. trom City ;,All.ministratDr Wanlass or Mayor and GouncU.

I

~~14 ~ppr.eciat•

a lettsr of our

Qgree~~t ~ovin£

my

~~ r~

the Garbage

Cha.rp.

Very Sinceraly,

·1~:x?~Xt
Bo"=ert Set:.tt

.

.
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.gmerican jforh <£itp

.~~

31 NORTH CHURCH ST. • AMERICAN FORK, UTAH 84003
PHONE 763-3000

(

..~

UTILITY SERVICE BILL ~,
.IJ.t,.q,..1.

"4,;,

~"Jr-.
"'f:ln .,

J

ti

~

?o,,,'j
• .,

II,,I,,I,,IJI,,,II,,,,IJ,,,J,II,,,IJ,,,II,,I,,,,II,,II~atl-..
•••••••••••••*****************k0TOCR**C-0 0 9
SCUTT, ROBERT
3852 P15
313 W 1250 N
AMERICAN FORK UT 84003-277813

ACCT. #

9503

~

Balance Due:

28.00

-------------------------------------=~~-i£ ~~
FOR SERVICET0:30 Apr 00
c R.{Jtl.liV.Jcr. (; 3-3t:-i/ U~h C.,ck All!IC'tl-.:~J
METER READING
USED
PREVIOUS

AMOUNT

PRESENT

13FI

1S.OO

:.\a ·~~!i ':r
b7 BRlD tr:\rt'l'Z
Toter LOO~:!JO No-rex;."Qer- €,

!<.?91

65.55
56.80CR
8.00
24.75

Previous Balance
Payment
Water
A

,sew=•....

~v£W-fA-"<bf.-

: __ -- -: - No/IP£(<FcMili

,.. o. •:;;

2. 00

Drainage

~~.;

Balance Due

28.00
PLEASE
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
AUGUST 22, 2000
*AMENDED - NOTICE AND AGENDA

(

Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on August 22, 2000, in the American Fork
City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p.m.
The
agenda shall be as follows:
PUBLIC HEARINGS
7:00 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the Wosnjuk
Annexation at 1090 East 600 North consisting of 2.73
acres.
7:10 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the Cooper & Hansen
Annexation at 410 North 1100 East consisting of 9.71
acres.
7:20 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the Lamoreaux #2
Annexation at 1750 North 900 East consisting of 6.75
acres.
REGULAR SESSION
1.

2.

(

3.
4.
5.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period - limited to two minutes
per person .
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports.
Mayor's report.
ACTION ITEMS

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
*6.
*7.
*8.

9.
10.

Review and action on a Resolution indicating the City's intent
to annex the Bear Annexation at approximately 975 West Main
Street consisting of 3+ acres.
Review and action on the awarding of the bid and approval of
the contract for the 100 West Sewer Improvement Project.
Review and action on the awarding of the bid and approval of
the contract for the Class C Road Projects.
Review and action on the awarding of the bid and approval of
the contract for the 300 North 200 West intersection
improvement project.
Review and action on a Resolution appointing two City
Representatives to the Taxing Agency Committee for the Egg
Farm Economic Development Area.
Review and action on a Design Engineering Cooperative
Agreement with UDOT for a Signal Project.
Review and action on a Design Engineering Cooperative
Agreement with UDOT for the Main Street & I-15 Project.
Review and action on a Design Engineering Cooperative
Agreement with UDOT for the American Fork River Trail Project.
Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders.
Report and action on Planning Commission items.
1

11.
12.

Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
Adjournment.

Dated this 21 day of August, 2000 .

Me~~sh1~

Deputy Recorder

(
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
AUGUST 22, 2000
NOTICE AND AGENDA

(

Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on August 22, 2000 , in the American Fork
City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p.m.
The
agenda shall be as follows:
PUBLIC HEARINGS
7:00 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the Wosnjuk
Annexation at 1090 East 600 North consisting of 2. 73
acres.
7:10 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the Cooper & Hansen
Annexation at 410 North 1100 East consisting of 9 . 71
acres.
7:20 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the Lamoreaux #2
Annexation at 1750 North 900 East consisting of 6. 75
acres.
REGULAR SESSION
1.

2.

(

3.
4.
5.
6.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period - limited to two minutes
per person.
Report of the Beautification Committee.
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports.
Mayor's report.
ACTION ITEMS

1.

2.
3.

4.
5.
6.
7.
8.

9.

Review and action on a Resolution indicating the City's intent
to annex the Bear Annexation at approximately 975 West Main
Street consisting of 3+ acres.
Review and action on the awarding of the bid and approval of
the contract for the 100 West Sewer Improvement Project.
Review and action on the awarding of the bid and approval of
the contract for the Class C Road Projects.
Review and action on the awarding of the bid and approval of
the contract for the 300 North 200 West intersection
improvement project .
Review and action on a Resolution appointing two City
Representatives to the Taxing Agency Committee for the Egg
Farm Economic Development Area.
Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders.
Report and action on Planning Commission items.
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
Adjournment.

Dated this 14 day of
August, 2000.

Richard M. Colborn, City Recorder
1

AMERICAN FORK CITY
CITY COUNCIL MINUTES
AUGUST 22, 2000
PUBLIC HEARING-7:00P.M . -RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING THE
WOSNJUK ANNEXATION AT 1090 EAST 600 NORTH CONSISTING OF 2.73 ACRES
The American Fork City Council met in a public hearing on August 22, 2000, in the City Hall,
commencing at 7:09p.m. Those present included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel
Belmont, Don Hampton, Tom Hunter, Keith Blake, and Ricky Storrs. Others present included
Carl Wanlass, Howard Denney, Mike Raymond, Terry Fox, Bill Jacob, JaNeane Jacob, Steve
Sowby, Melanie Marsh, and Barbara Christiansen, a member of the press.
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive public comment regarding the
Wosnjuk Annexation at 1090 East 600 North consisting of2.73 acres. He asked for comments.
There were no comments. The hearing adjourned at 7:10p.m.
PUBLIC HEARING - 7: 10 P.M. - RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING THE
COOPER & HANSEN ANNEXATION AT 410 NORTH 1100 EAST CONSISTING OF 9.71
ACRES
The American Fork City Council met in a second public hearing on August 22, 2000, at 7:11 p.m.
Those present at the previous hearing were present at this hearing.

(

Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive public comment regarding the
Cooper & Hansen Annexation at 410 North 1100 East consisting of9.71 acres. He asked for
comments.
Councilman Hampton pointed out that 4 acres of the proposed annexation is for a church facility.
Mr. Despain explained that the property proposed for annexation will probably come into the City
under the R1-9000 Zone or PR-9000 Zone. He said one option that the City is looking at in
terms of a concept plan for the proposed annexation is having half the road on the south go
through Mark Bartholomew's property. Mr. Despain stated that the proposed annexation comes
very close to American Fork's and Pleasant Grove's common boundary.

There being no further comments, the hearing adjourned at 7:15p.m.
PUBLIC HEARING - RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING THE
LAMOREAUX #2 ANNEXATION AT 1750 NORTH 900 EAST CONSISTING OF 6.75
ACRES
The American Fork City Council met in a third public hearing at 7:20p.m. Those present at the
previous hearing were present at this hearing along with Mark Bartholomew.
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive public comment regarding the

1

Lamoreaux #2 Annexation at 1750 North 900 East consisting of 6.75 acres. He pointed out that
the property proposed for annexation is north of Highland Farms. He asked for comments.

(
Councilman Blake asked if the east boundary of the proposed annexation joins Cedar Hills.
Mr. Sowby said the eastern boundary of the proposed annexation does join Cedar Hills. He
pointed out that the north boundary of the proposed annexation does not join Cedar Hills. He
stated that the property on the north is still in the County.

Councilman Storrs asked how close the proposed annexation is to the canal.
Mr. Sowby said the property proposed for annexation is north of the canal and north of Highland
Farms.
There was some discussion about the new road, which is 9900 North (American Fork' s 2000
North) . Mr. Sowby said the new road is in the ownership of Cedar Hills although it is not in
Cedar Hills. He said the new road is in the County, but Cedar Hills owns the property. He said
the plan is to annex the new road.
Councilman Blake pointed out that there will be an island with the proposed annexation.
Mr. Sowby said the proposed annexation does leave an island. He said the proposed annexation
proposes to "annex the 900 East Road and the long flag."
Councilman Blake asked if the island has been part of the master plan.
Mayor Barratt said the island is part of the master plan.
There being no further comments, the hearing adjourned at 7:26p.m.
REGULAR SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a regular session on August 22, 2000, in the City Hall,
commencing at 7:30p.m. Those present included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel
Belmont, Don Hampton, Tom Hunter, Ricky Storrs, and Keith Blake. Others present included
Carl Wanlass, Howard Denney, Rod Despain, Kevin Bennett, Terry Fox, Steve Cornia, Melanie
Marsh, Robert Scutt, Bill Jacob, JaNeane Jacob, Scouts from Troop 11: Brian Mellville and
Justin Crowther, Scout Jordan Shettell from Troop 842, Mrs. Coomb, and Barbara Christiansen,
a member of the press.
Councilman Ricky Storrs led the pledge of allegiance and Steve Cornia offered the prayer.
TWENTY MINUTE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD - LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES PER
PERSON
Mr. Jacob said "I noticed on the agenda that we do not have anything on the Heritage. I thought
that was going to be put on the agenda. "

(City Council Minutes -August 22, 2000)

2

Mayor Barratt said "Under my comments, I will have some things."
(

Mr. Jacob asked "Will there be discussion?"
Mayor Barratt said "If you want to discuss it at that time, we can."
REPORT OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR
Mr. Wanlass reported that Varlo Davenport, Arts Council Director has resigned and has taken a
position at Dixie State College. He said that Lori England as been rehired as the Arts Council
Director. He pointed out that Mrs. England started work yesterday.
COUNCIL REPORTS
Councilman Hunter had nothing to report.
Councilmember Belmont said she attended the Heritage & History Pageant on Saturday, August
19, 2000, at the American Fork Cemetery and she said it was "delightful." She said the acting
was done in "a very fine manner." She said there is some talk that the Heritage & History
Pageant will be held again next year.
Mayor Barratt stated that there was an "unbelievable crowd" in attendance on Saturday.
Councilmember Belmont pointed out that the performance on August 18, 2000, was canceled
because of the lightening and rain.
Councilmember Belmont invited everyone to attend the American Fork Literacy Center
Dedication and Open House on Thursday, August 24, 2000. She said Governor Leavitt,
Lieutenant Governor Olene Walker, and a representative from America's Promise from
Washington, D.C. will be in attendance at the dedication and open house.
Councilmember Belmont said the Main Street traffic is "hideous." She said she knows that the
Police Department is working hard on the traffic situation on Main Street. She said people are
running red lights and are going way over the speed limit.
Chief Fox said "I concur."
Councilmember Belmont said "At the last meeting I did ask for the budget to be reopened so we
could go back in and find out about the certified tax rate and the property tax increase, and that
sort of thing. So now I want to know how we go about that. Will that be accomplished in the
Finance Committee Meeting? How do we do that?"
Councilman Hampton said "I think we can put it on the Finance Committee Agenda for next time
to discuss that."
Councilmember Belmont said "I think we need to begin work on that because we only, I think,
have until the end of September. Is that right Mr. Blake?"
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Councilman Blake said "I am not sure, but I believe that is right."

(

Councilmember Belmont said "I think we need to start moving ahead."
In reference to the date that the certified tax rate has to be set by, Mayor Barratt said "I thought it
was the end of August or by the 1st of September."
Mr. W anlass said "I thought it (the certified tax rate) had to be set by the 22nd of August."
Mayor Barratt said "That is what I thought."
Councilmember Belmont said "That is today. If we are going to do that (re-look at the certified
tax rate) I don't know how we are going to accomplish that.
Mayor Barratt said "Maybe after this meeting we can talk to all the council members."
Councilmember Belmont said "That is a big concern, I think. I don't know if we are allowed to
have an extension or if it has to be finished tonight or whatever it is."
Mr. Wanlass said "I have no idea. I will need to check on that."

Councilman Hampton said "Let's put it (discussion of the certified tax rate) on the next Finance
Committee Agenda any way and then we can follow up with whatever we need to do or whatever
our options are."
Councilmember Belmont said "Thank you."
Mr. Jacob asked "Will that only be taken care of in Finance Committee or will that come out
before the public?"
Councilman Hampton said "No, we will make a recommendation to the Council at that time."
Councilman Hampton said it is great to hear that the Heritage & History Pageant will probably
occur again next year. He said the Heritage & History Pageant was a "huge success." He said a
lot of talent and time went into the Heritage & History Pageant.
Councilman Hampton encouraged everyone to attend the Charlie Brown Play that is being put on
by the American Fork Arts Council. He said the play starts on August 24, 2000.
Councilman Hampton asked if there is a rough idea when the City will start having the public
hearings to receive public input on the police and courts building.
In reference to Councilman Hampton's above comment regarding when the public hearings for
the courts and police building will be held, Mayor Barratt said he will answer that question under
his report.
Councilman Storrs had nothing to report .
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Councilman Blake said he went to the Heritage & History Pageant on Friday, August 18 and what
he saw before it was rained out was very well done.
{

In reference to the new police and courts facility, Councilman Blake said this Fall the demolition
of the existing buildings and the site preparation, as well as the design and planning needs to start.
He said he is glad to see MHTN jumping right in and getting things going. He said MHTN has
really shown a flexibility to look at the options when people have brought issues up and MHTN
continues to do that. He said that he is sure that MHTN will maintain its flexibility for ideas as
the City starts the public hearing process. He said he is pleased to see the new police and courts
facility prepared to move ahead.
Mr. Jacob said "Has the courts committed now that the bond has passed. We (the City) had to
have that done so they could do that in September, right?"
Councilman Blake said "They (the courts) are going through the process. Yes."
Mr. Jacob asked "Have we had a commitment yet on it?''

Councilman Blake "We (the City) have the same commitment that was there with the letter sent
before."
Mayor Barratt said "I met with the courts this afternoon and MHTN. They still have not
completely designed the interior of the building to their needs. They are going on a tour next
Wednesday and will be visiting a number of court and police facilities, i.e., Bountiful, Layton, and
Ogden." He said they are still designing how the building needs to function .
Mr. Jacob said "The courts are supposed to make the determination by September. That was the
deadline wasn't it?"
Mr. Wanlass said "Actually it was the 18th of August."
Mayor Barratt said "The courts are committed to the project."
Mr. Jacob asked "Didn't we have to have this done by September for the courts to participate?"
Mayor Barratt said "On September 12, we will have a contract here."
Mr. Jacob said "Oh good."
Mr. Wanlass said "Not with the courts."
Mayor Barratt said "Not with the courts, but with MHTN and Jacobsen."
Mr. Jacob asked "When do we get the contract with the court?"

Councilman Blake said "They (the courts) are on schedule." The intent was to get into the
legislative calendar and all of that is on schedule just like it was laid out. The courts are meeting
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(

consistent with the commitments that they have made before, which would be the steps to put it
on the legislative calendar, which needed to happen this Fall. I think it goes onto the calendar by
November or so and the committee is the one that recommends that and they are proceeding with
their meetings just like was scheduled."
Mr. Jacob said "The concern I have is since we've got the bond passed. Let's not them (the
courts) drag their feet. Let's get moving on it."
Mayor Barratt said "They are not. They are going on a tour next Wednesday to the other
facilities that have been built with police and court facilities together. They will also be touring
some facilities where the court is separate."
Mr. Jacob said "That is not the court. That is the architect that built, right?"
Mayor Barratt said "That is right. Greg, Paul Platt and others."
Councilman Blake said "Those are representatives from the court,"
Mr. Jacob said "Wanted to clear that up. Carl said it was only MHTN on the contract."

Mayor Barratt said "That is the contract that will be here next week."
MAYOR'S REPORT
Mayor Barratt reported that there will be a public hearing on September 14, 2000, and September
21, 2000, at the American Fork Library at 7:00p.m. regarding the new police and courts facility.
He said MHTN would like to be ready to submit final drawings by the end of September so some
demolition work and ground preparation work can begin.
Mayor Barratt also reported that at the September 12, 2000, City Council Meeting there will be a
purchase-sell agreement for the Heritage Convalescent Center.
Councilman Blake asked if the agreement would be at the appraisal price.
Mayor Barratt said the agreement will be at the appraisal price.
Councilman Blake said he was pleased to hear that the agreement would be at the appraisal price.
Mr. Jacob asked "Are they (Heritage) going to bring all their arrears up-to-date?"
Mayor Barratt said "Their going to have a purchase-sell agreement that we (the City Council) will
look at. In that purchase-sell agreement, they are asking that when they purchase the building,
that they bring everything current at that time."
Mr. Jacob said "In addition to the sell price?"
Mayor Barratt said "That is correct."
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Mr. Jacob said "I don't think they have a right to buy the building after reading Carl's letter last
week that he gave to you as well as the lease agreement. Lease agreement document says that
there is a default when they state in writing that they have the inability to meet their current bills
and they have done that back on June 29th. I see a letter from Carl the other day that somewhere
in November or something like that, where he told them that they could not do that. And
secondly, that letter on June 29th is addressed to the Council. Did all you members of the
Council ever receive that letter until last week?"

(

Mr. Jacob polled the City Council and asked them when they saw the letter (June 29, 1999,
Letter) and all members of the City Council said last week was the first time that it had seen the
letter from Heritage.
Mr. Jacob said "I don't think they have a valid lease or valid position to negotiate. I think it is
encumbered upon you that based on the letters and that that I've seen, that they have defaulted in
two areas under the lease. They were told by Carl Wanlass, not the Council that they would not
accept that (requests in the June 29, 1999, Letter) back in November so I don't think they have a
good bargaining position. I think you ought to put it out to bid to whoever. I think under the
terms of the lease, it's been terminated."
Mayor Barratt said "They also under the lease have a right of appeal to the City Council and they
have not been granted that."
Mr. Jacob said "Well, I don't think they ever got permission of the City Council because
apparently the Council never saw the letter."
Mayor Barratt said "Right. On September 12, they (Heritage) will be here."
Mr. Jacob said "I think there are benefits. If you have gone ahead and made the deal without the
City Council ever knowing about, you've got a problem."
Councilman Hampton said "We would be wise as a City Council to consider what they (Heritage)
are offering."
Mr. Jacob said "Well, I believe you have liabilities as a Council if you go ahead and act because
you have never notified and I think this is your first knowledge that there' s even a default under
the lease. And I am a non-lawyer notifying you. I think you've got a bunch of liability. I would
suggest that you get with your legal counsel and look this through."

(

Mrs. Coomb said "I've been concerned about this. I think I have been here seven times." She said
the Heritage Convalescent Center is a very important part of American Fork because many people
who live at the Heritage depend on it as their place to live, but she said "we have a responsibility
legally as citizens and as Councilmembers to show them that they can't just hem-haw around with
finances of that business." She said that when the City speaks to them there options should be
consolidating or there should be a find for what they have done. She said what Heritage
Management is doing is wrong. Mrs. Coomb said that if the City is going to allow Heritage to
be delinquent on its payments, she would like the City to buy her a home and she would then like
to go to school for the next four years without paying it, but in four years she will pay the City
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back. In reference to the above example Mrs. Coomb just gave, she said that it is wrong and
what Heritage is doing is wrong. She said Heritage is a corporation and it needs to know that it
has stepped on American Fork City's toes.

(

Mr. Jacob said "Under the contract it is encumbered upon our city officials to enforce that
contract and their are provisions in the contract where they can revert to (a) month-to-month
lease, but they have no more interest in the contract and I agree with her (Mrs. Coomb)." He
said "I've got this concern that you have a public trust to uphold and by allowing them to be two
years almost in arrears, I think the City Council has a bunch of liability. That is why I continue to
urge you to talk to your attorney about that. I am not the only one reading the lease. Thank
you."
Mrs. Coomb said that if she was 3 0 days late on her lease, her landlord would kick her out. She
pointed out that she has four children to worry about and that she is a single mother who works
hard for her living. She said "I realize those people (the residents who live at Heritage) are poor
and they depend on the institution, but the fact remains that life goes on and the people of that
institution have stepped on American Fork City's toes and they need to know that we are not
going to put up with it again."
/

(

Councilman Blake told Mrs. Coomb that it would be helpful if she came to the meeting on
September 12, 2000 so that when the representatives from Heritage Management come to the
meeting, they can hear her comments. He said the "big picture" is that Heritage Convalescent
Center is doing a good service for the community. He said "We (the City) had it appraised and
if we receive an offer at the appraisal value and they bring it current. We have also talked about
how (the sell of this building) could help fund some of the building needs in the community."
Mrs. Coomb said "What you are saying is if, if, if, if If pigs could fly, we would all be rich."
Mayor Barratt said "As has already been stated, they (Heritage) will here on the 12th to make a
presentation." He said there will be a purchase-sell agreement. He said "It is not like we are not
getting anything." He said it is not like the City is not receiving anything from Heritage, but he
said the payments are not in full. Mayor Barratt said "Their offer as it stands right now will be to
bring it current plus give us (the City) the appraisal value. And there is no doubt about it that if, if,
if is involved here." He said as Mrs. Coomb stated earlier about her landlord, it is the same as if
someone rents and they ask for another 10 days to pay their rent because they are having a hard
time and the landlord has the purgative of granting the renter another 10 days or kicking the
renter out. Mayor Barratt said in this particular case, Heritage is going to present a case to the
City Council and the City Council has the option of accepting the "option or doing whatever they
want." They do have a right to come here and present the situation to the City Council."
Mrs. Coomb asked "What if after all this happens, they go into default again. What are you going
to do about it?
Mayor Barratt asked "You mean prior to January?"

(

Mrs. Coomb said "Yes."
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Mayor Barratt said "We will know prior to January, whether or not they are going to get their
loan and will be kept notified all along the way." He said "We will not continue to allow them to
be in default. We expect them to move along, get their loan, and get this cleared up, but I agree
with you. It cannot be tolerated. We have to have a plan of attack. We need to have something
we can plan on and know that it is going to be taken care of"
Mr. Jacob said "May I point something out about Blake's comment about the appraisal. It was
mentioned in Council (Meeting) a couple of weeks ago that (the) lease is based on the income
approach and it's based at the wrong interest and it was a sweat heart deal and it was based on a
10 percent interest rate and probably could be much higher. Dale Gunther got up and spoke
about that (the possibility that the interest rate could be higher). That is not a fair appraisal for a
tenant who has no rights in the lease. I am going to say it again, the Council has not given the
Mayor or Carl W an1ass or anybody else any authority to negotiate with these people (Heritage)
pursuant to that letter dated on June 29, 1999, that we've never seen when they are addressing
the Council (he is referring to the fact that the letter of June 29, 1999 was addressed to the City
Council)." He said "What I am telling you is that I believe that you are creating a special privilege
for somebody and/or yourselves if you continue along this line. I am advising you again to seek
legal counsel on this because I think you are treading on some very thin ice. Thank you."
Councilman Blake said he had two clarifications. He said "It was alluded to that they are two
years behind in payments." He said Heritage is only behind about three to four months because it
is " about $13 7, 000 and the lease rate is about $3 5, 000 a month so calculate out."
Mrs. Coomb said the issue has been going on for two years.
Councilman Blake said the issue has been going on for two years.
Mrs. Coomb said "My landlord would not tolerate it for two years, let me tell you."
Councilman Blake said "That is why the discussions are occurring. There are also questions
about default. If it is default, the asset comes back to the City."
Mr. Jacob said "It (the asset) is already there. You are just not recognizing it.
Councilman Blake said "There is a prerogative to work with them in these discussions and it is
appropriate to have the discussions."
Mrs. Coomb said "I agree it would be an outrage to kick elderly people out onto the street, but
life goes on."
Mr. Jacob said "Let me clarify that."
Mayor Barratt said Barbara Christiansen has raised her hand several times. He asked for
Barbara's comment.

(

Mrs. Christiansen said she has a neighbor that just arrived and he would like to make some
comments and she wondered if her neighbor could make some comments before the City Council
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moves onto the action items.
A citizen in the audience asked who did the appraisal and he also asked if the appraisal was
ordered by the City. He also asked what the "cap rate is."
In reference to the citizen's question about the cap rate, Mr. Jacob said "12 percent."
Mayor Barratt said "I think it (the cap rate) was slightly under 12 percent. (It was) 11 percent or
something."
Mr. Jacob said "Dale said 12 percent. He (referring to Dale Gunther) said it should be at 10
percent."
Mayor Barratt asked for Morris Pulley's comments before the City Council moves onto the next
items.
Morris Pulley said the City should have pressurized irrigation. He said a lot of the people who
have irrigation are getting older and it is not fair to them to have to get up in the middle of the
night and pull a steel headgate. He said it is time to have a pressurized irrigation system and not
just for the "heavy users."

(

Mr. Jacob said "Now let me help the people understand that there is no way the City can throw
the old people out of that (Heritage Convalescent Center Building) even though the lease has
defaulted and foreclosed. It is the care people or care givers or the organization that have a lease
with the City. The provisions in there is that the City can go ahead and arrange a month-to-month
lease changes, but it does not change the effect that they still own the lease and they have no
rights other than the month-to-month thing and that allows the City at this time to go out to other
care organizations to see if they would like to come in and pay more money. Because it is
defaulted and if there is a foreclosure on the default. We believe it has happened based on the
information that we received last week. That does not change anything as far as the people there.
It does not really change the tenancy. It just changes their right of interest in it and the ability for
them to leverage the City for that lower appraisal price then what someone else in the open
market gives. So they no longer have the lock or the first right of refusal on the sell of the
building as we read it. The thing is that you have a public trust, those are public monies and if
you can get more money from another a buyer to sell that asset, then that is what we should do .
That is always prudent, if you can get more from somebody else because they have given up the
right to have that first right of refusal or whatever. They have to have full possession of the lease
in order to do that. That is what I am trying to do for us."
Mayor Barratt said "What I understand is that you (Bill Jacob) believe that it can be sold on the
open market for more than the 3. 5 million."
Mr. Jacob said "I would suppose so because of the difference in the lease cap rate for the
appraisal that Dale brought up a few weeks ago. At least you ought to try it. Then you will
protect your buts."

(

Mayor Barratt said "If that turns out that we can't, then what is our recourse?"
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Mr. Jacob said " Sell it for whatever you can get, but you've got to give other people a chance
because if you don't you are letting them hold over on something that they do not own. I am just
trying to help you out. I am not against you. I am just making sure that you do not get in the
wrong area."

Mayor Barratt said " I don't agree with you."
Mr. Jacob said "That is fine ."

ACTION ITEMS
REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION INDICATING THE CITY'S INTENT TO
ANNEX THE BEAR ANNEXATION AT APPROXIMATELY 975 WEST MAIN STREET
CONSISTING OF 3+ ACRES
Councilman Blake pointed out that he does not have Exhibit B with his copy. Mayor Barratt
stated that no one has Exhibit B .
Mr. Despain pointed out that the Bear Annexation is the remainder of the Kurt Bryant Parcel,
which is located on West Main Street.
Councilman Storrs moved approval of the resolution indicating the City's intent to annex
the Bear Annexation at approximately 975 West Main Street. Councilman Hunter
seconded the motion.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.
Those voting aye: Councilman Storrs, Councilman Blake, Councilman Hampton,
Councilmember Belmont, and Councilman Hunter. Voting was unanimous. The motion
carried.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE AWARDING OF THE BID AND APPROVAL OF THE
CONTRACT FOR THE 100 WEST SEWER IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
Councilman Hampton moved approval of awarding the low bidder, Walton Inc. the
contract for the 100 West Sewer Improvement Project based on Horrock's review of the
bids and their recommendation. He pointed out Walton Inc.' s bid is 45% below the
engineer's estimate. He stated that Walton Inc. also has excellent credentials and excellent
expenence.
Councilman Blake seconded the motion.
Mayor Barratt asked for any questions.
Councilman Hunter asked if Walton Inc.'s credentials were checked.
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Mayor Barratt stated that Horrocks Engineers checked Walton Inc.'s credentials and determined
that they had excellent credentials.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.

Those voting aye: Councilman Storrs, Councilman Blake, Councilman Hampton,
Councilmember Belmont, and Councilman Hunter. Voting was unanimous. The motion
carried.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE AWARDING OF THE BID AND APPROVAL OF THE
CONTRACT FOR THE CLASS C ROAD PROJECTS
Council Hampton pointed out that Valley Asphalt is significantly lower than the other two bidders
and said the City has had good experience with Valley Asphalt.

Councilman Hampton moved to approve the lower bidder, Valley Asphalt at $209,696.54
for the contract for the Class C Road Projects. Councilman Hunter seconded the motion
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.

Those voting aye: Councilman Storrs, Councilman Blake, Councilman Hampton,
Councilmember Belmont, and Councilman Hunter. Voting was unanimous. The motion
carried.
Councilman Blake asked when it is anticipated that the Class C Road Project will be done.
Mr. Wanlass said it is anticipated that the Class C Road Projects will be done by October of this
year.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE AWARDING OF THE BID AND APPROVAL OF THE
CONTRACT FOR THE 300 NORTH 200 WEST INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT
PROJECT

Councilman Storrs moved approval of awarding the bid to Staker as the low bidder and
moved approval of the contract for the 300 North 200 West Intersection Improvement
Project.
Councilman Hampton stated that the Finance Committee recommended approval of the bid on the
contingency that Mr. Denney be sure that no work be done that would affect the ongoing
negotiations to acquire property on the corner.

Mr. Denney stated that there are six properties involved with the proposed project of which three
included acquisitions of property. He said all six properties have easements that need to be
resolved. He stated that the issues have been resolved on three of the six properties.

(

Councilman Storrs amended his motion to include subject to securing the easements and
the property acquisitions being successfully completed. Councilman Blake seconded the
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motion.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.
Those voting aye: Councilman Storrs, Councilman Blake, Councilman Hampton,
Councilmember Belmont, and Councilman Hunter. Voting was unanimous. The motion
carried.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION APPOINTING TWO CITY
REPRESENTATIVES TO THE TAXING AGENCY COMMITTEE FOR THE EGG FARM
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AREA
Mayor Barratt said that he would like to propose that Councilman Tom Hunter and City Planner
Rod Despain be the two representatives on the Taxing Agency Committee for the Egg Farm
Economic Development Area.
Councilman Storrs moved approval of the resolution appointing Councilman Tom Hunter
and City Planner Rod Despain to the Taxing Agency Committee for the Egg Farm
Economic Development Area. Councilman Hampton seconded the motion.
Councilman Blake asked what Councilman Hunter's and Rod Despain's scope of responsibility
will be.
Mayor Barratt pointed out that Alpine School District will appoint a couple of members, the City
will appoint a couple of members, the County will appoint two members and there will be one at
large member.
Mr. Despain said the primary purpose of the Taxing Agency Committee is to have all the
"competing interests of tax dollars in a meeting to approve the budget for the EDA."
It was discussed that the proposed EDA is for the property south of the freeway where the Egg
Farm was. Mr. Despain pointed out that the proposed EDA involves a little more than 100 acres
and it located between 1100 South and Sam White Lane between the railroad track and 860 East,
not including the LDS Church Property.

Mr. Despain said the Taxing Agency Committee will approve the budget, if it decides it is
appropriate. He said it is part of the role of the Taxing Agency Committee to determine whether
the proposed plan is legitimate.
Councilman Blake asked if there is compensation for the two people appointed by the City.
Mr. Despain said no compensation is given to the people appointed by the City. He said it is just
part of their duties.

Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.
Those voting aye: Councilman Storrs, Councilman Blake, Councilman Hampton,
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Councilmember Belmont, and Councilman Hunter. Voting was unanimous. The motion
carried.

(

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A DESIGN ENGINEERING COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT
WITH UDOT FOR A SIGNAL PROJECT
Councilman Storrs suggested that sensors be installed on the signal lights for emergency vehicles.
Mr. Denney said sensors can be installed on the signal lights, but the federal funds for the
proposed project can't be used for them. He said the City could install the sensors with its own
monies and incorporate them in with the design of the proposed project, but the problem is that
each sensor unit is $1,800.

Councilman Storrs again said the City should look into installing sensors for emergency vehicles.
Mr. Denney said if the City were to look into installing sensor for emergency vehicles, he said
they probably should look at putting sensors for first response and not for all emergency vehicles.
He said it would help Lehi' s emergency vehicles who drive through American Fork to bring a
patient to the hospital.
Councilman Hampton asked Mr. Wanlass if he is ok with the portion that the City has to pay for
the proposed project.

{

Mr. Wanlass said the City has to pay 6.88 percent ofthe contract. He said $100,000 was put in
the budget for the proposed project.
Mr. Denney pointed out that the proposed contract with UDOT will cover the design, the
environmental clearance and the study.

Councilman Hampton moved approval of the Design Engineering Cooperative Agreement
with UDOT for a Signal Project based on the discussion tonight and that Council has
reviewed it and finds that there are sufficient monies in the budget to pay the City's
portion of this project. Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.
Those voting aye: Councilman Storrs, Councilman Blake, Councilman Hampton,
Councilmember Belmont, and Councilman Hunter. Voting was unanimous. The motion
carried.
Mr. Bennett said the City Council also needs to adopt the resolution.
Councilman Blake asked what the resolution is.
Mr. Bennett explained that the resolution is just accepting the contract. He said the resolution is a
requirement of the Interlocal Cooperation Act.
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Councilman Hampton moved to approve the resolution adopting the Design Engineering
C ooperative agreement for the Signal Project. Councilmember Belmont seconded the
motion.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.
Those voting aye: Councilman Storrs, Councilman Blake, Councilman Hampton,
Councilmember Belmont, and Councilman Hunter. Voting was unanimous. The motion
carried.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON A DESIGN ENGINEERING COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT
WITH UDOT FOR THE MAIN STREET & I-15 PROJECT
Councilmember Belmont asked is this is the park and ride.
Mr. Denney said this is the park and ride. He said the plan is to double the size of the park and
ride that is located on West Main Street.
Councilman Blake asked if the City has the property to expand the park and ride.
Mr. Denney said the City can't buy the property until it gets environmental clearance.
Mr. Despain said the property that will be acquired is part of the Merrill Annexation, which has
been through the annexation process.

Councilman Hampton moved to adopt the resolution which adopts the Design Engineering
Cooperative agreement with UDOT for the Main Street and 1-15 Project. Councilman
Blake seconded motion.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.
Those voting aye: Councilman Storrs, Councilman Blake, Councilman Hampton,
Councilmember Belmont, and Councilman Hunter. Voting was unanimous. The motion
carried.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON A DESIGN ENGINEERING COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT
WITH UDOT FOR THE AMERICAN FORK RIVER TRAIL PROJECT
It was discussed that the scope of work for the proposed project is intended to start at the Art
Dye Ball Park and come down the street to about 300 North. Mr. Denney said the City may be
able to go farther than what was listed in the application to be able to receive federal funds, but
they will have to see how the project goes.
Councilman Hampton said Councilmember Belmont indicated at the last meeting that there is
some interest to have the trail go further north of the Art Dye Ball Park. He asked if the trail
would go any further north than the Art Dye Ball Park.
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Mr. Denney said the scope of the work at this time did not anticipate the trail going any further
north of the Art Dye Ball Park. He said it will depend on how the funds come in and how much
it is going to take to complete the scope that is currently proposed.

Councilman Hampton asked what it would take to increase the scope of work so that the trail can
go further north of the Art Dye Ball Park.
Mr. Denney said they could try to modify the contract that they have now, but they would have to
start over. He said they need to go with what they have now or start over.
Councilmember Belmont said Mr. Denney was successful in getting this grant and said this is the
She said that at a meeting she attended last
place to start because there is an existing trail.
Thursday, she learned that there will probably be more funds for trails as time goes on.
It was discussed that with the proposed project the trail will not connect with Highland's trail at
this time. Councilmember Belmont said that Highland is anxious to talk to her and Mr. Denney.
She said that she will get with Mr. Denney to make an appointment so that they can meet with
Highland to discuss the trails.

Councilman Hampton moved to approve the resolution and adopt the Design Engineering
Cooperative agreement with UDOT for the American Fork River Trail Project.
Councilman Storrs seconded the motion.

Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.
Those voting aye: Councilman Storrs, Councilman Blake, Councilman Hampton,
Councilmember Belmont, and Councilman Hunter. Voting was unanimous. The motion
carried.

REPORT AND ACTION ON CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS ITEMS INCLUDING CHANGE
ORDERS
Mayor Barratt said the City has a change order from Horrocks Engineering. He said the total
increase of the contract is for $26,405.44 and said there is also a total decrease of$80,092.38.
He said the total change order from Horrocks Engineering is a reduction of$53,686.94.
Councilman Blake asked which project the change order is for. It was pointed out that the
change order is for the 400 North Sewer Project, which goes down to 100 North.
Mr. Denney pointed out that the bid was just awarded for the 3rd phase of the 400 North Sewer
Project. He said the change order before the City Council tonight is for the 2nd phase of the 400
North Sewer Project.
Councilman Hampton moved to approve the reduction in the change order to Horrocks
Engineers in the amount of $53,686.94. Councilman Blake seconded the motion.

Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.
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Those voting aye: Councilman Storrs, Councilman Blake, Councilman Hampton,
Councilmember Belmont, and Councilman Hunter. Voting was unanimous. The motion
carried.
REPORT AND ACTION ON PLANNING COMMISSION ITEMS
Councilman Hunter reported that at the August 16, 2000, Planning Commission Meeting the
Planning Commission approved the preliminary of Apple Creek Subdivision at 945 North 500
East consisting of four lots, approved the preliminary plat of Quail Hollow North Subdivision
consisting of 18 lots located at 1380 North 60 East; approved a revised site plan for a car wash at
Harts located at 585 East State Street; approved a revised site plan for the American Fork Central
Stake, 6th and 8th Ward parking expansion at 310 north 100 East; recommended approval of the
annexation agreement for the B. Joe Barney Annexation, including at concept development,
containing 15.38 acres at 1125 East 1100 North, discussed some amendments to the Fence
Ordinance, recommended approval of the Townsite Overlay Zone; and directed staff to work on
some proposed changes to the ordinance relating to accessory buildings.
FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT INCLUDING ACTION ON THE APPROVAL OF CITY
BILLS FOR PAYMENT
Councilman Hampton reported that the Finance Committee does not have City bills to propose
for approval tonight, but stated that the City bills will be ready for the City Council 's review on
August 28, 2000. He asked each member to review the City bills before September 1, 2000 and
to let him know if there are concerns on any of the bills. Councilman Hampton asked if any of
the City Councilmembers will be unable to review the City bills by September 1, 2000. None of
the City Councilmembers indicated that they could not review the City bills by September 1,
2000. He pointed out that approval of the City bills will be ratified at the Finance Committee
Meeting and City Council Meeting on September 12, 2000.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the purchase requests over $1,000 as reviewed by
the Finance Committee. Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.
Those voting aye: Councilman Storrs, Councilman Blake, Councilman Hampton,
Councilmember Belmont, and Councilman Hunter. Voting was unanimous. The motion
carried.
Mayor Barratt asked for any further discussion.
Councilmember Belmont said " I was under the impression that the City Council could reopen the
budget and that is why I made that request last week." She asked Kevin Bennett if the budget
could be reopened.
Mr. Bennett explained that reopening the budget and redoing the certified tax rate are not the
same thing.
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Councilmember Belmont said "I just want to make sure that they (the City Council) can go back
in and do it and that it is not all over tonight. "
(

\

Mr. Bennett said the budget can be reopened any time. He said the certified tax rate is a whole
different issue.

Councilmember Belmont said "We can still do that?"
Mr. Bennett said "We still can do which?" He said he does not know if the certified tax rate can
be re-looked at.
Councilman Hampton said Mr. Wanlass is going to look into whether the certified tax rate can be
re-looked at.
Councilmember Belmont expressed concern about how her statement that she made last Tuesday
was going to be pursued. She said that she is going to have 25 neighbors after her if the City
does not make an attempt to re-look at the certified tax rate.
Mr. Bennett pointed out that the certified tax rate is not an agenda item tonight.
Councilmember Belmont again expressed concern about how the City would accomplish changing
the certified tax rate. She told Kevin Bennett that he was her only resource that she has on
finding out how the City can pursue re-looking at the certified tax rate.
ADJOURNMENT

Councilman Hampton moved to adjourn. Councilman Storrs seconded the motion.
Mayor Barratt called for a vote on the motion.

Those voting aye: Councilman Storrs, Councilman Blake, Councilman Hampton,
Councilmember Belmont, and Councilman Hunter. Voting was unanimous. The motion
carried.
The meeting adjourned at 8:28p.m.

Melanie Marsh
Deputy Recorder

(
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
SEPTEMBER 7, 2000
NOTICE OF WORK SESSION
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in a work session on Thursday, September 7, 2000, in the
American Fork City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 4:00
p.m. The agenda shall be as follows:
WORK SESSION
1.
2.
3.

Discussion of items for the upcoming September 12, 2000, City
Council meeting.
Other business.
Adjournment.

Dated this 1 day of September, 2000.

~ ~. (Q2L_
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder

I

\

AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
SEPTEMBER 7, 2000

(
WORK SESSION

The American Fork City Council met in a work session on September
7, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 4:02 p.m. Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Keith Blake, Don
Hampton, and Ricky Storrs. Councilmembers Belmont and Hunter were
excused.
Others present included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn,
Kevin Bennett, Rod Despain, and Howard Denney.
DISCUSSION OF ITEMS
COUNCIL MEETING

FOR THE UPCOMING SEPTEMBER 12

I

2000

I

CITY

Mayor Barratt asked City Administrator Carl Wanlass to review the
items on the agenda .

(

Carl Wanlass stated that the RDA needed to have a special meeting
for a Public Hearing on October 17, 2000, at 7:00p.m. The RDA at
their 6:30p.m., September 12, 2000 meeting, would be acting on a
Resolution to establish the North Pointe Project area.
The RDA
attorney has set up this time frame to adopt the final plan for the
EDA.
There were notification requirements that needed to be
accomplished. They have the documents from Jonnalynne Walker and
it looked like a viable project.
They would hold the public
hearing and would take action to approve the plan.
Mr. Wanlass reminded the Councilmembers of the Public Hearings on
the buildings on September 14 and September 21 at 7:00 p.m.
upstairs at the Library.
Public Hearings
6 : 45p.m. - Receiving of public comment regarding the declaring of
structures located at 85 North 100 East, 91 North 100 East , 97
North 100 East, & 90 East 100 North to be surplus.
Carl Wanlass noted that this was to make way for the new buildings.
6:50p.m. -Receiving of public comment regarding the declaring the
old Hospital & property at 350 East 300 North to be surplus.
This was to make the way possible for the sale of the old Hospital.
7 : 00 p.m . - Receiving of public comment regarding a zone change
request at 350 West 380 South from the existing RA-1 zone to the
R1-9000, Single Family Residential zone.
This was changed from a previous request.

(

7:15 p . m. - Receiving of public comment regarding the preliminary
p l an for the Stone Hollow PUD at 1075 East 350 North.
1

(

There was no discussion on this item.
Regular Session
The Beautification Committee will make a presentation.
Action Items
1.
Review and action on a Resolution declaring the structures at
85 North 100 East, 91 North 100 East, 97 North 100 East, and 90
East 100 North to be surplus and providing for their disposal.
There was no additional discussion regarding this item.
2.
Review and action on RFP's for the removal or demolition of
the structures previously declared to be surplus and also the
demolition of the old Warehouse at 90 North Church Street.
Carl Wanlass distributed bid specs and a map of the area as
prepared by Jacobsen Construction.
He added that he did not
believe that any of the existing trees would be saved.
He had
notified the School District and Mrs. Grant that the City would
like those buildings vacated by November 15, 2000.
Mrs. Grant's
daughter had contacted Mr. Wanlass to let him know that they would
likely be out by November 1. An asbestos evaluation was under way.
3.
Review and action on Heritage Management's delinquent payments
and presentation by Heritage Management.
Carl Wanlass distributed some confidential documents to the Mayor
and City Councilmembers and explained that there had been dialogue
between Heritage and American Fork City and there had been the
exchange of drafts back and forth.
Councilman Blake asked how long it would take before the purchase
would take place. Mr. Wanlass thought it would be about a 6-month
process.
Councilman Blake asked if the dollar amount that was delinquent
was confirmed. Kevin Bennett stated that it was and was consistent
with the lease.
4.
Review and action on a Resolution declaring the old Hospital
& property at 350 East 300 North to be surplus and providing for
its sale.
Carl Wanlass stated that the Resolution was provided.
Kevin Bennett explained that the Resolution explained the reasons
why it was in the best interest of the City to sell to Heritage.
5.
Review and action on a sale agreement with Heritage Management
for property at 350 East 300 North.
Mayor Barratt explained that there may be other changes to the sale
2

...

(

agreement by the Tuesday council meeting.
He wanted Heritage to
sign the sale agreement before the Council took action so they
could move ahead from that time.
6.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving a zone change
request at 350 West 380 South from the existing RA-1 zone to the
R1-9000, Single Family Residential zone.
Councilman Storrs noted that there was a letter to the Council from
some of the neighbors that were in favor of the zone change.
7.
Review and action on the preliminary plan for the Stone Hollow
PUD at 1075 East 350 North.
There was no discussion on this item.
8.
Review and action on a Resolution indicating the City's Intent
to Annex the Roberts Annexation consisting of 4.11 acres at 610
North 1100 East.
There was a question as to the exact location of this annexation.
Staff would provide a better vicinity map.
9.
Review and action on a Resolution indicating the City's Intent
to Annex the Ivona Robinson Annexation consisting of 31.46 acres at
575 East 1500 South.
It was noted that Reed Bromley who had adjacent property was
bringing this annexation forward.
10. Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's.
a.
Review and action on the posting of a Surety Bond to
guarantee the installation of public improvements for the
Automall Subdivision Plat B at 1075 South 700 East.
Howard Denney noted that the bond example was provided, but the
attachments were not and that he would need to get them to the
Council.
He explained that it was not a cash bond, which he was
allowed to administer, but was in the form of a Surety Bond and
that was the reason it was going to the Council. He noted that the
Surety Bond was not as secure as the cash method.
It did not
provide money to the City but opened the way for the City to enter
into a lawsuit to get the money for the improvements.
11. Review and action a Desion Build Contract with Jacobsen/MHTN
to design, build, and provide construction management services for
the police & courts and the fire and ambulance projects.
Carl Wanlass explained that this was not in the packets. Jacobsen
had provided their agreement, but the agreement with MHTN that
would be an attachment was delivered today and the City Attorney
had not had a chance to review it.
If the review did not get
completed, it would be placed on the following agenda.
3

This was a new agreement as there was a change in the scope of the
work.
12 .
Review and action on
Contract with Linda Walton.

an

Economic

Development

Consulting

Mr.
Wanlass stated that the contract was provided and that Ms .
Walton would provide any comments to the Council.
It was for
$1,500 per month and went to June 30, 2001, but would be
automatically renewed. He did not know when Ms. Walton would start
but anticipated that it would be as of the date of approval or
October 1, 2000.
13 .

Review and action on a Franchise Ordinance with Metricom .

This item would be placed on the next agenda .
14.

Review and action on water system improvements.
a.
b.

Five-million gallon water tank.
Pressurized irrigation system.

A memo was provided along with a letter from Horrocks regarding
their analysis.
The study of the pressurized irrigation system
would be a two-year process.
Mayor Barratt stated that the City needed an additional culinary
water tank. The site would be by the canal and the existing tank
farm. They would need to construct it during the winter time so as
not to interfere with the existing tanks during the summer months.
15.

Review and action on appointments to citizen committees.

Councilman Storrs reported that he had two appointments to the
Steel Days Committee.
Councilman Hampton had some for the
Beautification Committee.
16.

Review and action on an updated criminal Ordinance.

This was the annual update based on this year's action at the State
Legislature.
17.
Review and action on an Engineering Service Agreement with
Horrocks Engineers for design of roadway, storm drain, and water
line on 1120 North from approximately 350 West to 900 West.

Carl Wanlass explained that it was necessary to do all the
engineering at the same time in order to make sure that all the
utilities matched up.
They would be going down through Mitchell
Hollow.
18. Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders.
There were no change orders submitted.
4
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19.

Report and action on Planning Commission items.

The Planning Commission requested
established on October 10, 2000:

some

public

hearings

to

6:45 p.m. - Amendments to the Fence Ordinance
7:00 p.m.
Zoning for the B. Joe Barney Annexation at
East 1100 North
7:10 p.m. - The new Townsite Overlay Zone Ordinance
20.

Review and action on the August

15~

be

1125

20001 minutes.

There was no discussion on this item .
21.
Review
minutes.

and

action

on

the

August

17

2000

I

work

I

session

There was no discussion on this item.
22.

Review and action on the August

22~

2000 1 minutes.

There was no discussion on this item .
23 . Review and action on the September 7
minutes.

I

2000

I

work session

There was no discussion on this item.
24 . Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
There was no discussion on this item.
25.
Review and action on entering into an Executive Session to
discuss land acquisition.

Carl Wanlass noted that a letter from the State was included
explaining their desire to sell some Trust Lands at the mouth of
American Fork Canyon near the City's two existing water tanks.
Mayor Barratt stated that he disagreed with the State's action to
sell to the highest bidder as local government could benefit from
the ground.
The City had a need at some point in time for
additional storage, either for culinary or secondary irrigation .
Mr. Wanlass noted that the disposal of Trust Lands was different
from the ground the City acquired for the Developmental Center
Park.
OTHER BUSINESS
Councilman Hampton asked about Timpanogos Temple Subdivision and
what was going to be done with the property.
Howard Denney
explained that throughout the LDS Church they were separating
temples from other property for liability reasons. Temples would
5
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be owned by a separate corporation.

ADJOURNMENT

The

7L

s~-si[Qfned

at 4:50 p.m.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
SEPTEMBER 12, 2000
NOTICE AND AGENDA

(

Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on September 12, 2000, in the American Fork
City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p.m.
The
agenda shall be as follows:
PUBLIC HEARING
6:45 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the declaring of
the structures located at 85 North 100 East, 91 North 100
East, 97 North 100 East, & 90 East 100 North to be
surplus.
6:50p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the declaring the
old Hospital & property at 350 East 300 North to be
surplus.
7:00p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding a zone change
request at 350 West 380 South from the existing RA-1 zone
to the R1-9000, Single Family Residential zone.
7:15 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the preliminary
plan for the Stone Hollow PUD at 1075 East 350 North.
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call .
Twenty minute public comment period - limited to two minutes
per person.
Report of the Beautification Committee.
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports.
Mayor's report.
ACTION ITEMS

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.

Review and action on a Resolution declaring the structures at
85 North 100 East, 91 North 100 East, 97 North 100 East, & 90
East 100 North to be surplus and providing for their disposal.
Review and action on RFP's for the removal or demolition of
the structures previously declared to be surplus and also the
demolition of the old Warehouse at 90 North Church Street.
Review and action on Heritage Management's delinquent payments
and presentation by Heritage Management.
Review and action on a Resolution declaring the old Hospital
& property at 350 East 300 North to be surplus and providing
for its sale.
Review and action on a sale agreement with Heritage Management
for property at 350 East 300 North.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving a zone change
request at 350 West 380 South from the existing RA-1 zone to
the R1-9000, Single Family Residential zone.
Review and action on the preliminary plan for the Stone Hollow
PUD at 1075 East 350 North .
Review and action on a Resolution indicating the City's intent
1

9.
10.

11.

12.
13.
14.

(

15.
16.
17.

18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.

to annex the Roberts Annexation consisting of 4.11 acres at
610 North 1100 East.
Review and action on a Resolution indicating the City's intent
to annex the Ivona Robinson Annexation consisting of 31.46
acres at 575 East 1500 South.
Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method
of satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the
plat recorded.
a.
Review and action on the posting of a Surety Bond to
guarantee the installation of public improvements for the
Automall Subdivision Plat B at 1075 South 700 East.
(Landrover)
Review and
action on a
Design Build Contract with
Jacobsen/MHTN to design, build, and provide construction
management services for the police & courts and the fire &
ambulance projects.
Review and action on an Economic Development Consulting
Contract with Linda Walton.
Review and action on a Franchise Ordinance with Metricom.
Review and action on water system improvements.
a.
Five-million gallon water tank.
b.
Pressurized irrigation system.
Review and action on appointments to citizen committees.
Review and action on an updated criminal Ordinance.
Review and action on an Engineering Service Agreement with
Horrocks Engineers for design of roadway, storm drain, and
water line on 1120 North from approximately 350 West to 900
West.
Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders.
Report and action on Planning Commission items.
Review and action on the August 15, 2000, minutes.
Review and action on the August 17 , 2000, work session
minutes.
Review and action on the August 22, 2000, minutes.
Review and action on the September 7, 2000, work session
minutes.
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
Review and action on entering into an Executive Session to
discussion land acquisition.
Adjournment.

Date~i k ~ ~eptember, 2000.
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
SEPTEMBER 12, 2000
ATTACHMENT
PUBLIC HEARING- 6:45 P.M. -RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE DECLARING OF THE STRUCTURES LOCATED AT 85 NORTH 100 EAST, 91
NORTH 100 EAST, 97 NORTH 100 EAST, & 90 EAST 100 NORTH TO BE
SURPLUS

The American Fork City Council met in a public hearing on September
12, 2000, in the American Fork City Hall commencing at 6:53 p.m.
Those present included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Keith
Blake, Don Hampton, Tom Hunter, and Ricky Storrs.
Councilmember
Belmont was excused. Others present included Carl Wanlass, Howard
Denney, Richard Colborn, Linda Walton, Mr. & Mrs. Bill Jacob,
Daniel Copper, Bart Christofferson, Barbara Christiansen, and three
Boy Scouts.
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive
public comment regarding declaring the structures at 85 North 100
East, 91 North 100 East, 97 North 100 East & 90 East 100 North to
be surplus. He asked for comments.
Bill Jacob asked if this was just selling or tearing down the
buildings. Mayor Barratt answered that was correct.

(

Daniel Copper commented that it was an all or nothing proposal.
asked about landscaping and other outbuildings and fences.

He

Mr. Wanlass did not have an answer and would check into it.
Mr. Copper asked what the deadline for removal was.
Mr. Wanlass
responded that it was tentatively scheduled to take place between
November 13 and November 27.
It would be publicly advertized.
Daniel Copper asked Councilman Blake if he was okay with this
procedure. Councilman Blake felt that it gave opportunity to the
public and it was reasonable.
Carl Wanlass stated that they would have the salvage right and
whatever was left would be demolished. He explained that the bids
would be due on October 12, but that was tentative as they were
presently doing asbestos testing.
It would depend upon how much
there was and if a separate contractor would need to come in.
Daniel Copper asked when they would find out about the landscaping
things.
It was felt that would not be a problem.
There being no further comment, the hearing concluded at 6:59p.m.
PUBLIC HEARING - 6:50 P.M. - RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE DECLARING OF THE OLD HOSPITAL & PROPERTY AT 350 EAST 300 NORTH
TO BE SURPLUS
1
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Mayor Barratt announced that this public hearing would not be held .
Also removed from the agenda were items 3, 4, 5, 11, and 13.
Mayor Barratt noted that Heritage Group paid the City the
delinquent amount of $132,266 . 76 today and has asked the Council to
enter into further discussion with them.
PUBLIC HEARING - 7 : 00 P.M. - RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
A ZONE CHANGE REQUEST AT 350 WEST 380 SOUTH FROM THE EXISTING RA-1
ZONE TO THE R1-9000, SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL ZONE
The American Fork City Council met the next public hearing on
September 12, 2000, commencing at 7:00p.m. Those present at the
previous hearing were present at this one along with George Brown,
Paul Washburn, Leo Reimschussel, Marty Reimschussel, and Rod
Despain.
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive
pub l ic comment regarding a zone change request at 350 West 380
South from the RA-1 to the R1-9000 zone. He asked for comments.
Councilman Blake noted that the Council had received a letter in
favor of the zone change request.
Marty Reimschussel reported that he appreciated what had been done
and the new zoning allowing for single family residences. He added
that there were a lot of trees on that site and encouraged that
they stay in the development.
He asked the benefits of a PUD as
opposed to single family ownership.
Rod Despain noted that by and large there were parts of that land
that were inappropriate for development due to wetlands and soils.
A PUD allowed development in areas better suited for structures.
There being no further comment, the hearing was adjourned at 7:09
p . m.
PUBLIC HEARING - 7:15 P.M. - RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE PRELIMINARY PLAN FOR THE STONE HOLLOW PUD AT 1075 EAST 350
NORTH
The American Fork City Council met in the last public hearing on
September 12, 2000, commencing at 7:15 p.m.
Those present at the
previous hearings were present at this hearing along with Mary Fox,
Dale Gunther, and six more citizens.
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive
public comment regarding the preliminary plan for the Stone Hollow
PUD at 1075 East 350 North . He asked for comments .
Paul Washburn noted that it had been looked at for a l ong time and
they were ready to get started .
There being no further comments, the hearing adjourned at 7:2 4 p . m.
2
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REGULAR SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a regular session on
September 12, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:30 p.m.
Those present included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Keith
Blake, Don Hampton, Tom Hunter, and Ricky Storrs.
Councilmember
Belmont was excused. Others present included Carl Wanlass, Howard
Denney, Rod Despain, Terry Fox, Steve Parker, Richard Colborn, Mary
Fox, Mr. & Mrs. Bill Jacob, George Brown, Dale Gunther, Leo
Reimschussel, Marty Reimschussel, Linda Walton, Paul Washburn,
Barbara Christiansen, Mr. Christofferson, Denise Pedersen, Reed
Bromley, Glen Wagstaff, Jay Christensen, Jess Green, and 12
citizens.
Mayor Barratt explained that items 3, 4, 5, 11, and 13 were deleted
from the agenda.
Bill Jacob asked about obtaining copies of the sale agreement and
other documents relating to those that were removed from the agenda
in that they were going to act on them.
Mayor Barratt stated that they were
documents. None had been acted on.

still

considered

draft

Mayor Barratt reported that earlier today, Heritage Management had
paid $132,266.76 which was the delinquent amount without penalties
or interest.
Kyle Rohback led the Pledge of Allegiance and Marty Reimschussel
offered the prayer.
The Scouts in attendance introduced themselves.
TWENTY MINUTE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD - LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES PER
PERSON
Dale Gunther commended Mayor Barratt on his successful collection
efforts with Heritage Care Center and jokingly offered him a side
job.
Bill Jacob asked if it was the City's position that the $132
Thousand brought them current and restored all of their rights
under the lease.
Mayor Barratt stated that Heritage wanted to have an audit
performed to determine that the lease payment and the calculation
was accurate. They had a problem with the way it was calculated.
They were also going to ask the Council forgiveness of the interest
and penalties that were involved. They were also going to ask the
Council for a new appraisal.
Bill Jacob explained that Heritage had sent the City a
June stating that they could not pay their bills
forgiveness at that time.
The City Administrator had
that they would not be forgiven.
According to
3

letter in
and asked
told them
the lease
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provisions, they had defaulted on the lease.
There was a very
important option to purchase in the lease. The Citizens should get
the most they could out of it. As a citizen, Mr. Jacob felt that
Heritage had a special privilege granted to them by Mr. Wanlass by
not bringing it to the Council. He was concerned about those items
that were listed on the agenda that had now been withdrawn.
Councilman Blake commented that when the budget was approved in the
last meeting in June, part of approving that budget indicated that
those arrears were there and gave Heritage to the end of September
to bring it current.
Bill Jacob stated that was not what he was talking about. He was
talking about their personal legal liability and the way the lease
was being handled.
He felt Heritage had given up their rights
under the lease and so the City could sell it to anyone else that
was interested.
Councilman Blake added that in June the Council approved to give
them to the end of September to bring them current.
They took
action on that, and as part of the budget acknowledged that they
were in arrears, and gave them that period of time. They had now
done that .
Mr . Jacob asked if it was felt that it rescinded the notice that
was given them by Mr. Wanlass.
Councilman Blake stated that it was official action taken by the
Council.
Mr. Jacob stated that the lease provisions automatically kicked it
into a month to month basis and Heritage had no more rights.
He
asked the City to get legal counsel on this matter.
Councilman Blake commented that it was an option in the lease to
declare it in default, it was not automatic.
REPORT OF THE BEAUTIFICATION COMMITTEE
Mary Fox reported on the actions of the Beautification Committee.
It is included in the minutes as an ATTACHMENT.
She appreciated
the volunteers that worked so hard.
Councilman Storrs noted that Mary Fox and her husband had been
working with the Youth Court kids.
Mary Fox asked for comments.
Councilman Blake asked the Beautification Committee to consider the
Sesquicentennial of the City in 2003 and have some Special
Projects.

(

Councilman Hampton noted that the Cemetery had some ideas along
those lines as well.
He commented that an excellent fund raiser
would be to bottle her enthusiasm and sell it.
4
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Mrs. Fox observed that she had a lot of good help.
Marty Reimschussel thanked the City for the
cutting down the weeds south of the freeway. He
two passes and get all the way to the fence.
that the dumpsters during the clean up be spread
town instead of at one location.

tractor that was
asked that it take
He also suggested
out throughout the

Carl Wanlass responded that one of the reasons why it was done that
way was that they only had to clean up one area when the clean up
was finished instead of about 11.
REPORT OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR
Carl Wanlass had nothing to report at this time.
COUNCIL REPORTS
Councilman Storrs reported that citizens had requested a
light at 470 South Storrs.

street

Councilman Hampton asked that the Cemetery Committee be scheduled
to give their report at the next meeting.
Councilman Hunter reported that the efforts by the Golf Course to
purchase land had stalled a little, but was moving ahead.
Councilman Blake reported that he was pleased that Heritage
Convalescent Center had brought their amount in arrears current.
Councilman Blake commented that when the audit was approved this
year , one of the things asked for was a proposal to do something on
the software package. He would like to see that pursued.
Councilman Blake commented that he was pleased that one court case
had been resolved . He hoped they could put that behind us. It had
gone through the system .
Councilman Blake reported that he had another person ask him about
taxes in the City. There was still some question in the community
about the property tax situation. He would like to have it put on
the next agenda to review the certified tax rate. As he looked at
it, it seemed to be a prior commitment. He would like to make it
clear to the public and confirm the situation.
Bill Jacob commented that the Police Lawsuit had not been resolved
but only a defendant had been dismissed.
MAYOR'S REPORT
Mayor Barratt had nothing to report.
George Brown reported that a street light at 1400 North 20 East was
cycling and needed to be fixed.
There was also another one at
about 100 East 800 North and one on about 100 East 100 South.
5

(

JaNeane Jacob asked that some street lights be installed along the
roadway north of the Cemetery as it was very dark .
ACTION ITEMS
REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION DECLARING THE STRUCTURES AT 85
NORTH 100 EAST, 91 NORTH 100 EAST, 97 NORTH 100 EAST, & 90 EAST 100
NORTH TO BE SURPLUS AND PROVIDING FOR THEIR DISPOSAL
Councilman Storrs moved to adopt Resolution No. 2000-09-35R
declaring the structures at 85 North 100 East, 91 North 100 East,
97 North 100 East, and 90 East 100 North to be surplus and disposed
of. Councilman Hampton seconded the motion. All were in favor.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON RFP'S FOR THE REMOVAL OR DEMOLITION OF THE
STRUCTURES PREVIOUSLY DECLARED TO BE SURPLUS AND ALSO THE
DEMOLITION OF THE OLD WAREHOUSE AT 90 NORTH CHURCH STREET
Bruce Motogawa from Jacobsen Construction was present to answer any
questions regarding the demolition bids.
Mayor Barratt explained that earlier in the public hearing, an
individual asked about salvaging the plants and landscaping and
fence.
Mr . Motogawa
individuals.

stated

that

the

City

could

work

with

those

Mayor Barratt noted that they could bid on them and remove them
prior to the demolition.
Councilman Blake moved to approve the
demolition of the structures previously
also the demolition of the old warehouse
Councilman Storrs seconded the motion.

RFP's for the removal or
declared to be surplus and
at 90 North Church Street.
All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON HERITAGE MANAGEMENT'S DELINQUENT PAYMENTS AND
PRESENTATION BY HERITAGE MANAGEMENT
This item was deleted from the agenda.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION DECLARING THE OLD HOSPITAL &
PROPERTY AT 350 EAST 300 NORTH TO BE SURPLUS AND PROVIDING FOR ITS
SALE
This item was deleted from the agenda.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON A SALE AGREEMENT WITH HERITAGE MANAGEMENT FOR
PROPERTY AT 350 EAST 300 NORTH
This item was deleted from the agenda.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A ZONE CHANGE REQUEST
AT 350 WEST 380 SOUTH FROM THE EXISTING RA-1 ZONE TO THE R1-9000
SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL ZONE
6

Councilman Hunter moved to adopt Ordinance No. 2000-09-28 approving
a zone change request at 350 West 380 South from the existing RA-1
zone to the R1-9000 single family residential zone.
Councilman
Storrs seconded the motion.

The Council was appreciative of Reed Bromley for the way in which
he worked with the neighbors.
All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE PRELIMINARY PLAN FOR THE STONE HOLLOW PUD
AT 1075 EAST 350 NORTH
Mayor Barratt asked if there were any questions.
Councilman Hunter moved approval of the preliminary plan for the
Stone Hollow POD at 1075 East 350 North.

Councilman Blake asked about the development.
Paul Washburn responded that it would be a condominium project
each unit in the twin home selling in the $200,000+ range.
would have a homeowner's association and would include
maintenance of the exterior of the homes. They were looking
pool for the common area. They would have a large RV area and
approached nearly 75% open space.
Councilman Hampton seconded the motion.

with
It
full
at a
they

All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION INDICATING THE CITY'S INTENT TO
ANNEX THE ROBERTS ANNEXATION CONSISTING OF 4.11 ACRES AT 610 NORTH
1100 EAST
Councilman Storrs moved to adopt Resolution No. 2000-09-36R
indicating the City's intent to annex the Roberts Annexation
consisting of 4.11 acres at 610 North 1100 East.
Councilman
Hampton seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Councilman Hampton reported that he had visited with Councilmember
Belmont on the agenda items to get her views and she offered her
support for all of these agenda items that they had approved.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION INDICATING THE CITY'S INTENT TO
ANNEX THE IVONA ROBINSON ANNEXATION CONSISTING OF 31.46 ACRES AT
575 EAST 1500 SOUTH
Councilman Storrs moved to adopt Resolution No. 2000-09-37R
indicating the City's intent to annex the Ivona Robinson Annexation
consisting of 31.46 acres at 575 East 1500 South.
Councilman
Hampton seconded the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW
AND
ACTION
ON
SUBDIVISIONS,
COMMERCIAL
PROJECTS,
CONDOMINIUMS, AND PUD'S INCLUDING 1) PLAT APPROVAL; 2) METHOD OF
SATISFACTION OF WATER RIGHTS REQUIREMENTS; 3) POSTING OF AN
IMPROVEMENT BOND OR SETTING OF A TIME FRAME FOR IMPROVEMENT
7
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INSTALLATION; AND 4) AUTHORIZATION TO SIGN THE FINAL PLAT AND
ACCEPTANCE OF ALL DEDICATIONS TO THE PUBLIC AND TO HAVE THE PLAT
RECORDED
a.

Review and action on the posting of a Surety Bond to guarantee
the installation of public improvements for the Automall
Subdivision Plat B at 1075 South 700 East
Councilman Blake moved to approve the Surety Bond.

City Legal Counsel Kevin Bennett commented that the agreement
needed to be filled out and signed. The second agreement on
page 6 of 8 needed to have the Surety Company, American
Casualty, signatory as well.
Councilman Blake added the requests of legal counsel to the
motion. Councilman Hampton seconded the motion. All were in
favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A DESIGN BUILD CONTRACT WITH JACOBSEN/MHTN TO
DESIGN, BUILD, AND PROVIDE CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT SERVICES FOR THE
POLICE & COURTS AND THE FIRE & AMBULANCE PROJECTS
This item was deleted from the agenda.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT CONSULTING CONTRACT
WITH LINDA WALTON
Mayor Barratt noted that Linda Walton was a long time supporter of
American Fork and very active in the business community and had
been President of the Chamber of Commerce.
Councilman Hampton asked her if she was comfortable with being Main
Street Manager and serving the community in this capacity.
She nodded that she was.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of
Consulting Contract with Linda Walton.
the motion.

the Economic Development
Councilman Blake seconded

Jess Green asked for some detail on the contract.
Mayor Barratt explained that the City had budgeted $18,000, $1,500
per month, for an Economic Development Director. She would report
back to the Council and make regular reports to Carl Wanlass and
himself.
She would work a minimum of 15 hours per week.
Bill Jacob commented that there was some question as to her
participation in that capacity and having her working for Downtown
American Fork Inc. as well. He asked if there would be a problem
with their tax exempt status.
Mayor Barratt stated that in his communication with Dale Gunther,
it was thought that it could be worked through and not be a problem.
8

Kevin Bennett commented that it would not affect American Fork
City.
If there was a concern it would be from Downtown American
Fork Inc.
Mayor Barratt stated that it was okay from the City's side.
George Brown asked what Linda Walton was going to seek and if the
City had a policy of the type of business they want to seek.
Mayor Barratt noted that would be determined over the next period
of time.
She would put together a projection or a plan of what
types of businesses would be suggested in this area to revitalize
downtown and the community.
George Brown suggested that the City was going to hire Ms. Walton
to tell the City what she was going to do.
Mayor Barratt responded that Linda Walton had expertise and was
going to help the City in that area .
Mr . Brown stated that Ms. Walton needed to have direction from the
City Council as to what types of businesses that she would focus
on.
For example, you could have businesses that generated a very
small amount of sales tax, or you could have businesses that
generated a large amount of sales tax.
He thought that the City
needed to have some kind of a plan.
Mayor Barratt commented that the City just wanted to generate sales
tax right now.
Councilman
c ont ract .

Hampton

felt

these

things

would evolve

out

of

the

Councilman Blake stated that item lh described that and indicated
that she would, in consultation with the Mayor and City Council,
and with representatives of the Chamber of Commerce and Downtown
American Fork Inc., prepare a marketing plan and the marketing plan
would have a focus as to what kinds of priorities it wanted to
encourage.
It did specifically charge her to do that in
conjunction with the Council and the Mayor.
George Brown stated that he was not asking the question because he
did not think that Linda Walton could do the job, he was asking the
question because he thought the City Council had to decide what it
wanted to recruit to this community.
Perhaps in conjunction with
Ms. Walton, they could come up with that type of a plan. That was
the strategic approach and worked out the tactics of how you get
people in .
Mayor Barratt commented that was exactly what they were doing, they
were going to begin that process . Tongue in cheek, he stated that
the first thing they would do would be to suggest no more
attorneys. They don't raise enough sales tax .
All were in favor.
9
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REVIEW AND ACTION ON A FRANCHISE ORDINANCE WITH METRICOM
This item was deleted from the agenda.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON WATER SYSTEM IMPROVEMENTS
a.

Five-million gallon water tank
Mayor Barratt stated that it would be basically a 4.5 milliongallon tank.
Councilman Blake stated that this was a large enough item that
he wanted to have more information.
He was not ready to
proceed on it tonight.
Mayor Barratt stated that they were authorizing Horrocks to
begin preparation for the construction of the tank.
Councilman Blake noted that it was a large project at $2.5
million.
Mayor Barratt added that the money had been set aside.
Councilman Blake stated that he would like some more
information before proceeding.
He asked that it be delayed
until the next meeting.
City Administrator Carl
information he would like .

Wanlass

asked

what

additional

Councilman Blake stated that he would be interested in seeing
an executive summary that showed the details and rationale
behind the need. He would like to see what the current water
situation was and what it would be.
Mr. John Schiess from Horrocks Engineers
information was in the 1998 General Plan.

explained

that

Councilman Blake stated that if it was 1998, it would be nice
to see the rationale behind this recommendation. Mr. Schiess
responded that was in the projection that was in the 1998
General Plan.
Councilman Storrs was agreeable to have it placed on the next
agenda.
Councilman Blake moved to put this item on the September 26,
2000, agenda. Councilman Storrs seconded the motion.

Jess Green commented that pressurized irrigation was a
concern. He was not so concerned about the 5-million gallon
tank. He was concerned about not having bid out the contracts
for either one of the projects.
He was concerned about the
direction the Council was taking. He had not seen a thing on
a pressurized system as opposed to some of the other
10
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alternatives. If there was some information, he would like to
see it.
He asked about other supply systems including a
treatment plant and CUP.
He was really interested in the
winter water. A pressurized irrigation system did nothing for
that by itself.
Bill Jacob noted that the $2.5
probably worth it in order to
He suggested that the public
commended Councilmembers Blake

million on the water tank was
reserve water for the future.
ought to understand it.
He
and Storrs for putting it off.

Councilman Blake felt that it might be a good thing to have a
public hearing at the next meeting.
George Brown asked if the $2.75 million water tank was going
to go out for public bid.
Councilman Hampton stated
engineers' estimates.

that

the

figures

were

just

Mr. Brown asked what the engineers' fees were on the project.
Councilman Hampton responded that they were $80,000.
George Brown stated that it was above $25,000 and it needed to
go to public bid.
Carl Wanlass stated that this was for the design of the tank
so that it could go out to bid.
The design portion was
$40, 000.
It did not require a public bid as it was a
professional services contract.
George Brown thought it would be a good idea to have an RFP
done like the previous demolition project.
Was the City
giving special privileges to Horrocks? He knew that they had
done a lot of work on the City's water stuff .
Mr. Wanlass observed that they were the experts on the City's
water system.
George Brown asked if Horrocks had talked to the City about
the impact of installing a pressurized irrigation system.
Mayor Barratt stated that they were going to have a study to
look at all the options available.
George Brown concluded that the City was not talking about
construction costs but some kind of study for the two
projects.
Mayor Barratt stated they were going to do a study for the
pressurized irrigation system and to prepare to bid to
construct a 4.5 million-gallon water tank, which the City was
going to need. He continued that whether or not we were going
to need pressurized irrigation, we would not know until the
11

study was completed.
It was anticipated that it would be
about a 2-year project.
George Brown commented that the City went through an RFP for
the removal of the structures on 100 East, and asked why they
did not do RFP's for this.
Councilman Blake stated that they had not decided not to do
it. They just decided to move the topic to September 26, 2000.
Mr. Brown stated that he was really confused because generally
speaking on this big of project, the City had an internal
policy for employees in the budget to come up for three bids
on anything more than $1,000. He did not understand why they
were not doing RFP's for the design work and then do RFP's for
the actual construction. He understood that they were going
to put off discussing these things until next meeting .
Mayor Barratt stated that was correct, it would be on the next
agenda.
There was no vote on the motion.

b.

Pressurized irrigation system
This would be on the next agenda.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON APPOINTMENTS TO CITIZEN COMMITTEES
Councilman Hampton noted that Shane Olsen and Gina Peterson had
resigned from the Committee. He thanked them for their service.
Councilman Hampton moved to appoint Marilyn Fowles to fill the term
of Gina Peterson and that Mark Welcker fill the term of Shane Olsen
on the Beautification Committee.

Councilman Storrs declared a possible conflict in that Marilyn
Fowles was his Sister-in-Law, and stated that he would be voting.
Councilman Storrs seconded the motion.

All were in favor.

Mary Fox noted that Shane Olsen would still be volunteering his
time on a consulting basis.
Councilman Storrs noted that Bonnie Mayo
resigned from the Steel Days Committee.

and

Merv

Brown

had

Councilman Storrs moved to appoint Barbara Christiansen and Melanie
Marsh to the Steel Days Committee. Councilman Blake seconded the
motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN UPDATED CRIMINAL ORDINANCE
Kevin Bennett stated that this would bring the City in line with
what was done at the 2000 Legislative Session.
12
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Councilman Storrs moved to adopt Ordinance No. 2000-09-29 adopting
provisions of the Utah Code including the Utah Criminal Code, the
Motor Vehicle Insurance Provisions, the Motor Vehicle Act, the
Uniform Driver License Act, the Traffic Rules and Regulations, the
Publicly Owned Motor Vehicle Provisions, the Driving by Minors
Provisions, the Financial Responsibility of Motor Vehicle Owners
and Operators Act, the Vintage Vehicle Provisions, the Off-Highway
Vehicle Provisions, the Utah Code of Criminal Procedure, the
Alcoholic Beverage Control Act, the Utah Controlled Substances Act,
the Utah Drug Paraphernalia Act, and the Utah Imitation Controlled
Substances Act; and Providing an Effective Date. Councilman Blake
seconded the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN ENGINEERING SERVICE AGREEMENT WITH HORROCKS
ENGINEERS FOR DESIGN OF ROADWAY, STORM DRAIN, AND WATER LINE ON
1120 NORTH FROM APPROXIMATELY 350 WEST TO 900 WEST
Howard Denney explained that this was really an extension of the
existing water line contract for them to design the whole road
through the Hollow.
George Brown asked what they were doing with Horrocks giving them
contracts , $50 , 000 here, $40 , 000 on that. By his calculations they
were at $90 , 000 to $100 , 000 . They ought to go out to b i d .
Howard Denney stated that this contract was for design of a portion
of the road over the waterline.
Howard Denney noted that they had authorized three other
engineering firms just recently. Those being, RB&G the design for
the Parkway, Versar doing the Signal Interlinks, and Sear Brown
doing the Park & Ride.
Councilman Hampton asked what the disadvantage was in requesting
proposals for this.
Howard Denney stated that a lot of the work was done.
Councilman Hampton observed that they had a base of data and it was
a clear savings over anyone else starting from scratch.
Howard Denney added that this was part of the 900 West water line
project.
George Brown asked how they knew it was a clear savings.
Mr . Denney stated that someone else would have to start from
scratch. There was a mile and a half water line that was already
designed that would be rolled up and thrown away .
Mr. Brown asked how much the City paid for the first project.
Mr. Denney noted that there was a preliminary design for a roadway
with no elevations . This was beyond their original scope . They
need to include the storm drain as well .
13
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George Brown asked why the City did not ask them to draw it that
way in the first place.
Howard Denney reported that he thought they had. At this time he
believed this was the best way to save the City money instead of
throwing the plans away.
Mayor Barratt asked the Council to address this item.
Kevin Bennett noted that 3.9 was inconsistent with 4.1 as it caused
problems down the road.
They should not be able to limit their
liability.
Section 3.9 should be deleted.
Councilman Hampton stated that he was not completely comfortable
with this being beyond the scope of the original contract.
He
would like to see it laid out that indeed it was not something that
another engineering firm could not do for less cost. He would like
to see some proposals from other firms.
Councilman Blake commented that if there was misunderstanding from
the original scope, we could ask them to clarify that.
Howard Denney explained that Horrocks felt that they were only
designing a water line through the Hollow and that their design did
that.

(

Councilman Blake felt that was valid point.
Councilman Hampton asked that they take under Council advisement
that the limited liability be addressed by all the proposals.
Councilman Hampton moved to this item on the next agenda and to get
some bids in.
Councilman Blake seconded the motion. All were in
favor.

REPORT AND ACTION ON CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS ITEMS INCLUDING CHANGE
ORDERS
There were no change orders.
REPORT AND ACTION ON PLANNING COMMISSION ITEMS
Councilman Hunter reported that the Planning Commission has
requested that public hearings for the following be established on
October 10, 2000:
6:45p.m. -Amendments to the Fence Ordinance and to the provisions
that allow for accessory buildings
7:00 p.m. - Zoning for the B. Joe Barney Annexation at 1125 East
1100 North
7:10 p.m. - The new Planned Townsite Project Ordinance
At the September 6, 2000, Planning Commission meeting they approved
an antenna for Sprint PCS to co-locate on an existing tower at 816
East 1300 South; approved the Timpanogos Temple Subdivision at 742
14
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North 900 East; approved with corrections an amended fence
Ordinance and changes to the provisions that allow accessory
buildings; worked on the annexation agreements for the Cooper &
Hansen Annexation at 410 North 1100 East, Wosnjuk Annexation at
1090 East 600 North, and the Lamoreaux #2 Annexation at 1750 North
900 East; discussed the Harbor Village Plat A at 180 West 660
South; and worked on the General Plan.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE AUGUST 15, 2000, MINUTES
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the August 15, 2000, minutes
with some housecleaning items and the addition of the following
names on page 1, line 15:
Bill Jacob, JaNeane Jacob, Bart
Christofferson, Christie Reimschussel, Robert Scutt, Daniel Copper,
Melanie Marsh, and Barbara Christiansen.
(The housecleaning items
included on page 1, line 17, the word "and" should be "an."
On
page 8, line 44, change "1999" to "1998".
On page 9, line 19,
change "be" to "begin," and in line 20, delete the word, "given."
On page 16, the sentence beginning on line 14 should read, "Mayor
Barratt said that he had an individual talk with Varlo about
transporting golf course carts down to the cemetery for the
pageant." Also on page 16, line 44, change "from" to "for" and in
line 45, change "courtesy" to "courteous" and in line 47, change
"handicap" to "handicapped." On page 22, line 20, after the word
"White" add the word, "Lane." On page 24, line 31, change "us" to
"use" and in line 42, it should read, "Councilmember Belmont's
suggestion.") Councilman Hunter seconded the motion. All were in
favor.

George Brown suggested that since Mr. Denney was going to get
proposals on the storm drain and roadwork on 1120 North, he asked
that the Council have him get proposals for the water tank and the
pressurized irrigation study as well.
He added that there was a
road on the north of the cemetery that cost the City an extra
$130, 000 because there were questions on the instructions to
Horrocks on the initial design.
It had to be redesigned and
reconstructed and additional fill brought in. There was a bridge
on 700 North with a sight problem as you came north on 500 East.
He suggested that it was in the best interest in the community
across the board that there was not, 1) miscommunication as to what
you want to accomplish and 2) that they had outside interests in
these projects which tends to cause everybody to be much more
attentive and aware of what was going on. He did not mean to say
that there was any type of inappropriate design or whatever on
these projects, but he felt they were running into too many
miscommunications and problems. He did not feel that it hurt the
City at all to have a higher level of competition.
Councilman Hampton commented that it was under Mr. Brown's term.
George Brown stated that it was and that he was very upset about
the $130,000. He was willing to discuss it in detail with him.
Councilman Hampton agreed that it was a good observation to have
another bid on the design work on the tank farm.
15
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Carl Wanlass asked if they wanted to go to a public bid on them
all.
The Council in general agreed.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE AUGUST 17, 2000, WORK SESSION MINUTES
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the August 17, 2000, work
session minutes with a few minor corrections.
(They were on page
2, line 30, the words "blank study" should be changed to "blight
study . "
On page 3 , 1 ine 9 , change "and" to "on . " }
Councilman
Storrs seconded the motion. All were in favor.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE AUGUST 22, 2000, MINUTES
Councilman Blake asked that changes be made on page 9, line 22,
after the word "is" in both places it appears, the word "about"
should follow and in line 35 change "purgative" to "prerogative."
Councilman Hampton moved to approve the August 22, 2000, minutes
with the corrections noted by Councilman Blake and with some
housecleaning items.
(They included on page 3, line 5, the
addition of the word "you" after the word, "If." On page 11, line
4, close quotes, " at the end of the sentence. On page 15, line 2,
the correct spelling of "Councilmember."}
Councilman Blake
seconded the motion. All were in favor.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE SEPTEMBER 7, 2000, WORK SESSION MINUTES
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the September 7, 2000, work
session minutes as presented.
Councilman Storrs seconded the
motion. Voting was as follows: Aye, Councilmembers Storrs, Blake,
and Hampton. Abstain, Councilman Hunter. The motion carried.
FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT INCLUDING ACTION ON THE APPROVAL OF CITY
BILLS FOR PAYMENT
Councilman Hampton noted that the Councilmembers received copies of
the City bills from the previous meeting to review and everyone
approved them at that time.
Councilman Hampton moved to ratify the payment of the City bills
from last time. Councilman Hunter seconded the motion. All were
in favor.
Councilman Hampton moved to approve the payment of the City bills.
Councilman Blake seconded the motion. All were in favor.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the Purchase Requests over
$1,000 as reviewed by the Finance Committee.
Councilman Blake
seconded the motion. All were in favor.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the manually prepared checks.
Councilman Storrs seconded the motion. All were in favor.
16

REVIEW AND ACTION ON ENTERING INTO AN EXECUTIVE SESSION TO DISCUSS
LAND ACQUISITION
Councilman Blake moved to enter into an Executive Session to
discuss land acquisition. Councilman Hunter seconded the motion.
All were in favor.

The Council took a two-minute break.
The City Council entered into an Executive Session at 8:59 p.m.
Those present included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Tom
Hunter, Don Hampton, Ricky Storrs, Keith Blake, City Administrator
Carl Wanlass, City Engineer Howard Denney, City Civil Attorney
Kevin Bennett, City Planner Rod Despain, and City Recorder Richard
Colborn.
Land Acquisition was discussed.
The Executive Session was audio
tape recorded as required by State Law.
The Executive Session concluded at 9:20p.m.
Councilman Storrs moved to return to regular session.
Blake seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Councilman

ADJOURNMENT
Councilman Storrs moved adjournment at 9:20 p.m.
Ham~ ~o~ motion. All were in favor.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder

17

Councilman

•

t

•

ATTACHMENT TO 09-12-2000 CC MINUTES - PAGE 1 OF 1

AMERICAN FORK BEAUTIFICATION-SHADE TREE COMMITTEE
CITY COUNCIL REPORT
SEPTEMBER 12, 2000
COMMITTEE MEMBERS:
Don Hampton, Councilman
Mary Fox, Chairperson
Marilyn Fowles, Acting Secretary
Phyllis Crookston
Susan Miller
Paul Strong
Mark Welcker

PROJECT PROGRESS REPORT - MAY THROUGH SEPTEMBER, 2000
. "Main Street Merchants' Park" (Pocket Park) Ribbon Cutting, 9/11/00
.Main Street Streetscape Plan to Downtown American Fork, Inc .
.Yard of the Month Recognition Program
.Main Street Flower Pots
.Pacific Drive Clean-Up
.Veterans' Hall Landscaping (in conjunction with Veterans)
.Bicentennial Park Redesign

PROJECT FOCUS - SEPTEMBER 2000 THROUGH APRIL 2001
.Anti-Litter Program
.Downtown Fall Clean-Up
.Christmas Lighting Recognition Program
.Bicentennial Park Redesign Approvals (Ongoing)
.Entrance Signs (Ongoing)
.Rehab of Veterans'Hall (Roof and Exterior of Building)
.Tree Ordinance
.Tree Inventory (Ongoing)
.Nuisance Abatement (Ongoing)

PROJECT FOCUS - MAY THROUGH SEPTEMBER 2001
.Main Street Bench Placement (Six Benches)
.Spring Clean-Up
. Flower Pot Placement
.Main Street Tree Maintenance
.Rotary Park Tree Pruning
.Arbor Day Celebration

AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARINGS POLICE & COURTS BUILDINGS

(

Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
hold Public Hearings to receive public comment on the police &
court .facilities as follows:
Thursday, September
Fork Public Library,
Thursday, September
Fork Public Library,

14, 2000, at
64 South 100
21, 2000, at
64 South 100

7:00 p.m.
East.
7:00 p.m.
East.

All interested persons are invited to attend.
Dated this 1 day of September, 2000.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
SEPTEMBER 14, 2000
PUBLIC HEARING
The American Fork City Council met in a Public Hearing on September
14, 2000, in the American Fork Public Library, commencing at 7:20
p.m. Those present included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Don
Hampton, Tom Hunter, and Keith Blake.
Others present included
Richard Colborn, Karen Hansen, Bruce Motogawa from Jacobsen,
Barbara Christiansen, George Brown, Peter Moyes, Eric Migacz, Jess
Green, and three citizens.
RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING THE POLICE & COURT FACILITIES
Mayor Barratt explained that they were meeting every Tuesday at
1:30 p.m. at City Hall, with the Court, MHTN, and Jacobsen, to fine
tune the design.
This was the first of two public hearings.
He
asked Peter Moyes from MHTN Architects to "walk" through the
buildings.
Peter Moyes commented that the last meetings were before the bond
election. There were some very specific design criteria. At the
last meeting there was a request for the study of a basement and
also to look for a way to shorten the building.

(

The architects had developed two building schemes. The alt-ernate
scheme was for a smaller footprint with a basement, first, second,
and third floors.
With the smaller footprint, some of the
functions appeared to be compromised especially with regard to the
police level where they were split between two floors. Internally,
they had done an extensive cost analysis and both were the same
cost.
Mr. Moyes continued that inadvertently, they shortened the building
about 12 to 15 feet.
The floor plans had been developed with
extensive input from the user groups, the police and courts as well
as the City Administration, and City Councilmembers to some extent.
The ground floor remained similar to what had been seen before and
was dedicated to police functions.
There was also a public lobby
and large multipurpose room.
A Youth Court Office has now been
included.
On the sally port side of the building, there was a requirement
that they separate youth and adults. There was a general booking
area, and separate female and male rooms and a DUI area.
The
holding cells were large enough to have a bed.
George Brown commented that you had to have insurance, medical
care, and food service to have a jail and it was much more
expensive to provide than transportation costs.
Peter Moyes explained that they were providing capability for that
function if in the future it was necessary. A secondary function
1
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for this area was support for the courts on the next floor up.
George Brown noted on the north side by the holding area, there
appeared to be several doors between the armory and where the
arrestees were.
Peter Moyes explained that there was a requirement in all jails of
" two doors to freedom." There needed to be two separate barriers
for anyone trying to make a dash for freedom.
There were usually
two different types of locks as well.
George Brown asked about the stairwells from that area .
Mr . Moyes explained that they only went up to the holding area on
the third floor.
This was a hardened space.
All the doors here
were detention doors. The center core area supported the District
Courtrooms.
There were two courtrooms, various chambers, juror
rooms, bailiff rooms, and law clerk areas. They have worked with
the courts to get everything in there and in the right spots.
It
was a pretty simple layout and was compact and straight forward.
This was a very efficient use of space.

(

Peter Moyes reviewed the second floor and explained that it was
pretty much shell space. There was room for two future courtrooms.
This was also the public interaction portion of the building for
the courts.
It was where tickets were paid and civil procedures
were filed.
The Courts have asked for Probation space as part of
the building . They were laid out on the second floor as well. In
t he future, when the Courts needed to expand , Probation would be
moved to a remote site .
In additional, they had looked at a simple basement located below
just a portion of the building to be used as storage.
Chief Fox
reported that in conversation with several other jurisdictions that
everyone encouraged a basement for storage.
The Courts may also
require some additional storage .
The real question was whether
they could afford it.
Peter Moyes believed that the most interesting part was what the
building might look like .
The cost of the basement was $490,000. It was about 15 feet deep.
Peter Moyes noted that they were just starting to work through the
massing of the building.
Part of the original concept was to
create a clock tower icon or element and a plaza behind the Apollo
to create a focal point and a sense of entry .
In Scheme A, they
were looking at large windows on the ground floor through the
public plaza. It provided for a lot of openness. He did not want
the building to feel too big or overwhelming.
The second floor was the public function for the Courts and
Probation.
One of the standards of architecture was to create
three basic elements, which were base, body, and cap. They would
use different types of materials and sizes. There would be a glass
corner and it would be capped off with a mansard roof for a more
2
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traditional look and to screen the mechanical roof units .
Councilman Blake asked what kind of options there were for the
roofing materials .
Mr. Moyes responded that they would like to consider a standingseam metal roof . He would not recommend an asphalt shingle roof.
Another choice would be a slate or something like that, but it
would be a value thing.
Eric Migacz commented that there were concrete tiles which were
lighter and less expensive and they lasted forever.
Councilman Blake felt that the roof was a significant part of the
look .
Mr . Moyes commented that a standing-seam metal roof would look
slick and he did not know if that would be the best. Bartile was
good and metal shingles were also an option and were lightweight.
The outside of the building would be a brick material . They could
look at other materials but he was not convinced that it would tie
in with the rest of the area.
They also worked on a second set of elevations similar to the
first.
They were starting to tie the first and second floor
lobbies together and create more of a vertical mass and lighten up
the building . Being a south elevation , there would be a different
l ook from the sunlight throughout the day. Light and shadows would
help to break up the massing.
Scheme A, had three levels of windows.
Scheme B, had two levels of windows,
and tall windows on top.

short windows on the bottom

Scheme C had two levels of windows, tall windows on the bottom and
short windows on top . Mayor Barratt liked this type .
1

Councilman Hampton asked which of the three had a tendency to
lessen the appearance of the height of the building. He felt that
Scheme A did that. Mr. Moyes tended to agree.
Barbara Christiansen asked if the roof was open in the center as
with a mansard roof, would there be a problem with durability.
Peter Moyes responded that with all roof systems there was a design
standard that had to be met.
It was a matter of following those
guidelines .
They were not breaking new ground.
When they get
further into details, they would do a cost analysis with the
Councilmembers.
There was a judges' entrance on the northeast . He noted that the
stair tower was in glass. That was done for a couple of reasons .
Building security personnel would have visual contact with what was
going on . By having that corner open and well lit and able to be
3

Mr. Brown stated that it bothered him to see the little signs that
said, Enter Here, and a little gate like at the airport.
Mr. Moyes stated that it was just how they wanted to spend the
money.
Councilman Blake felt that a single queue was much more efficient.
They were projecting a basement of about 5400 square feet.
was the controlling factor of the size of the basement.
would be no windows.

Price
There

Peter Moyes reviewed the elevation views.
They felt strong that
the roof lines needed to remain as they had designed. They studied
a more contemporary building but were concerned with it fitting in
the historical area. They looked at a more traditional southwest
look.
They looked at some diagonal supports coming off of the
roof.
Councilman Blake asked about some windows in the tower. Mr. Moyes
explained that inside the towers were the restrooms. Some rotation
of the stalls and sinks could allow for some types of windows.
Dale Gunther noted that some of the elements of design showed
arches.
He preferred not having arches.
He liked a more
traditional look.
Peter Moyes showed a view if there were no arches. It was not yet
decided.
The Harrington Building had a little curve above the
windows.
Lee Cabell stated that it looked like they were compromising the
future at the expense of what has happened in the past. He noted
the Clearfield City Hall was a good example of the downtown center.
It had become the focus and it addressed the community as it grew.
The whole commercial area around it has revitalized itself. That
building took the lead in the development of the downtown area.
Here, it seemed as if we were reacting to something that had been
established in the past and we were going to be boxed in, in the
future. It was not known what would happen with the Apollo or the
Harrington.
Councilman Blake asked Mr.
thinking of.

Cabell what kinds

of

things he was

Mr. Cabell felt that concept A, just looked like someone picked up
the Harrington School and moved it over.
Mayor Barratt commented that after the public hearing last week, a
number of residents had said the same thing. There was a need to
step away from that design and design something that was not like
City Hall, that was not like Harrington School, but something that
was very modern and up to date. He stated that the City was going
to maintain the present City Hall as it was a great building.
4

Mr. Cabell noted that it was a great historical building, but not
necessarily a great functional building.
He commented that the
Sandy City Hall had a lot fewer traditional elements in it and was
more modern, but it still had the square look.
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Mark Steele commented that if it was not obstructing function, he
did not see any problem with this approach as modern did not seem
modern very long. Ten years from now it would not be. So long as
there was not a constraint being placed on the building as far as
function by the design , he liked the idea of the City maintaining
a certain look.
He asked if the design bound the building
functionally.
Peter Moyes stated that he did not believe that it did. They were
very careful in this regard. He had a mixed reaction to what was
said. Traditional buildings had a load-bearing look to them . The
Harrington and City Hall were classic examples of that.
Lee Cabell liked the suggested change to the clock tower.
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Peter Moyes commented that the Clearfield building played some
visual games with the use of some stainless steel curved out in a
different approach.
Behind that was reinforced concrete which
looked like it was stacked stone.
The Bountiful had a blend of
contemporary and traditional. It had stone stacked up and it had
a curved front and it made the transition much more smooth. It was
also a very functional building. The same architect that did the
Clearfield building also did theOrem police and courts. Orem was
very traditional even to the point of having keystones and classic
red brick.
A gentleman stated that they were trying to attract people to
downtown. He asked how this would help.
Mr. Moyes stated that the position of the building was probably in
that respect more important that what it looked like. He explained
that there was a citizen steering committee involved in the site
plan for the area. The design had changed considerably since the
first look.
The look of Church Street would change.
It was
proposed that there would be a highlight at each intersection on
the site. The Presbyterian Church was a partner and contained in
the layout along with access to the north of Main Street
businesses. Ultimately what was going to drive the effectiveness
of the site plan were people being there for a reason .
They tried to give Harrington School a dignified presence off of
Church Street . They did not know what it might be.
RoseAnn Gunther asked if there was a fountain planned.
stated that there was .

(

Mr. Moyes

RoseAnn Gunther agreed with Mark Steel that some of the modern
buildings would be out of style in a short period of time. There
was something quite beautiful about tying the block together
architecturally.
It did not need to be dominant, but there were
5
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some beautiful things on the block.
Peter Moyes agreed adding that it was difficult to do.
Mrs . Gunther felt that they were doing some of it.
George Brown asked if the courtrooms would have windows.
Peter Moyes stated that one was an internal courtroom and would not
have any. Others may have that possibility.
George Brown felt that outside light in a courtroom made a lot of
difference . Peter Moyes agreed noting that those that had windows
in the Matheson Court Building were the first to be chosen.
Chief Fox liked the concept with the arches.
Mayor Barratt noted that last week most liked concept C.
Councilman Blake asked about using skylights.
Peter Moyes stated that right above was a mechanical penthouse.
Also, courts had ruled out the use of skylights due to a sun
control issue.
Jess Green asked about the clock tower and if it would chime.
Mr. Moyes did not know at this time.
Mark Steel noted that when the design was a larger building it had
access to 100 East. He asked if that would still be true.
Peter Moyes stated that there was access from 100 East. There was
a lot of discussion with the Presbyterian Church and businesses
regarding access.
Mayor Barratt explained that access would be slow. Mr. Moyes added
that not everything in the Master Plan would be built right now.
They were sensitive to voters' concerns.
Dale Gunther noted that private property owners would do their
improvements under a Special Improvement District. He appreciated
what Mr. Moyes had done and he felt good about the plans .
Mayor Barratt thanked those that came to this hearing. He reported
that MHTN had been very responsive to the police and courts and
everyone.
He felt they were going in a good direction.
Jess Green commented that he was excited about the development of
the plaza and felt it was the key to the success of the whole
thing.
George Brown commented that the Library, Tabernacle, Community
Church, City Hall, Pubic Safety Building, and Harrington School,
needed to be blended together and to be in harmony with each other.
6

The public hearing was adjourned at 8:13 p.m.

~ k, Q!JL
Richard M.
Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
SEPTEMBER 21, 2000
NOTICE OF WORK SESSION
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in a work session on Thursday, September 21, 2000, in the
American Fork City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 4:00
p.m. The agenda shall be as follows:
WORK SESSION
1.
2.
3.

Discussion of items for the upcoming September 26, 2000, City
Council meeting.
Other business.
Adjournment.
2000.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder

'

~.

AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
SEPTEMBER 21, 2000
WORK SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a work session on September
21, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 4:13p.m. Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Keith Blake, Don
Hampton, and Ricky Storrs. Councilmembers Belmont and Hunter were
excused.
Others present included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn,
Howard Denney, Kevin Bennett, Steve Parker, and Rod Despain.
DISCUSSION OF ITEMS
COUNCIL MEETING

FOR THE UPCOMING SEPTEMBER 26,

2000,

CITY

Mayor Barratt asked Carl Wanlass to review the agenda items.
Carl Wanlass noted that there would be an RDA meeting. The three
items to be acted on were provided. They included:
1) Rules for
relocation; 2) Rules for operators and owners; and 3) The Housing
plan.
Rod Despain added that there were some changes from the attorney on
the housing plan o
Councilman Hampton asked who would be relocated.
Mayor Barratt stated that Mike Bromley would be the only one.
Rod Despain did not know if there would be any assistance afforded
Mike Bromley, but this element was a requirement of the law.
Regular Session
The Cemetery Committee will make a report.
There will be a discussion of the Certified Tax Rate for 2000.
The SLOC had a conflict and asked to make their presentation
regarding the volunteer program for the 2002 Winter Olympics.
deferred to October 24, 2000.
Action Items
1.
Review and action on a Resolution authorizing the issuance and
sale of not more than $8,000, 000 aggregate principal amount of
General Obligation Bonds, Series 2000, of American Fork City, Utah
County, Utah; fixing the maximum aggregate principal amount of the
bonds, the maximum number of years over which the bonds may mature,
the maximum interest rate which the bonds may bear, and the maximum
discount from par at which the bonds may be sold; providing for the
publication of a Notice of Bonds to be Issued; providing for the
running of a contest period; and related matters.
Carl Wanlass stated that the Bond Resolution was for $8,000,000 at
1

this time and was only for the police and courts. One advantage in
keeping the issue under $10 million was so that smaller banks could
bid on the bonds.
The disposition of the old hospital was not
known. If Heritage was sold, the bonds for the fire and ambulance
may not have to be sold.
Carl Wanlass asked if the Council wanted to refund the Fitness
Center Bonds.
The reason was that there would be a savings of
about $76,000 over the next eight years.
It would require that
they defer action on this Resolution in order to prepare a
Resolution for $10 million.
The other option was to hold off on
the refunding until they did sell the $2.5 million.
If they did
not sell the bonds, they could still be refunded but there would
not be the same amount of savings. It would not defer any payments
until next year.
Councilman Hampton asked what the payback period would be.
Wanlass answered that it would remain the same.

Mr.

Carl Wanlass felt if they were going to sell the fire and ambulance
bonds, he would say wait. He felt that it would be a year before
Heritage got through .
Councilman Blake noted that the Courts would not have a final
formal approval until Spring. Maybe they could wait until Spring
to do the Bond.
Carl Wanlass commented that demolition still needed to move ahead.
He asked that it be left on the agenda and he would talk to Jim
Matsumori and Blake Wade then decide on Monday if we should include
the refunding.
2.
Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method of
satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the plat
recorded.
a.
Review and action on the final plat of the Mt. Timpanogos
Temple Subdivision consisting of 3 lots at 742 North 900
East.
Councilman Hampton indicated that the request was by the
LDS Church and was due to liability issues.
3.
Review and action on a reguest by the Building Youth Institute
regarding the deferment of Building Permit Fees for a house at 577
West 1040 North.
Mr. Wanlass explained that this was through UVSC and had been done
one other time and it had worked okay.
4.
Review and action on a Resolution indicating the City's intent
to annex the Stratton Annexation consisting of approximately 12.3
2

acres at 1650 North 900 East .

(

There was no comment on this item.
5.
Review
and
action
on a
Design Build Contract
with
Jacobsen/MHTN to design, build, and :grovide construction management
services for the galice & courts and the fire & ambulance.
Carl Wanlass noted there were two issues. 1) Payment was required
within 10 days from the date of the invoice. The current contract
calls for 25 days and this should read the same.
2) The payment
schedule indicates that the contract would be subject to Amendment
1.
Amendment 1 was really determined on the gross maximum price
for the contract and that was how the fees would be based.
The
architect was 6% and the contractor was at 2~%.
What they have
worded in there now was that it would not be in excess of 4~% of
$10~ million.
And, any pre-construction costs that Jacobsen incurs
due to travel or what have you would be paid to them and that it
would come out of the gross maximum price once that was determined.
Mr. Wanlass reported that he did not have much trouble with that
language other than two items. 1) He knew that the gross maximum
price was going to be less that $10~ million as there were bonding
costs and the like, included in that figure.
2) There was the
possibility that they could start construction on the police and
courts before the fire and ambulance and therefore pre-construction
costs would not apply to the fire and ambulance phase.
He has
asked them to readdress that and make it a two-prong approach and
address two separate prices.
Councilman Blake observed that they would provide a guaranteed
maximum price, but they would still bid and try and get value. As
long as it was based on square footage, the amount would not
change.
Mr. Wanlass noted that their hourly rates were the same as before.
Councilman Hampton asked about the Cooper Roberts study of the
existing fire and ambulance.
Carl Wanlass explained that they would be done in about 30 days.
Councilman Hampton commented that would be the biggest determining
factor on the costs of the fire and ambulance.
6.
Review and action on an Engineering Service Agreement with
Horrocks Engineers for design of the roadway, storm drain, and
water line on 1120 North from a:g:groximately 350 West to 900 West.
Mayor Barratt asked City Engineer Howard Denney why this was on the
agenda and why the City Council should approve it.

l

Howard Denney explained that this was the extension of a contract
from two years ago.
At that time they did not include the
alignment of 1120 North projected through the Hollow.
In doing
3
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that they needed to establish the grades.
At the same location
there was a storm drain needed. The major part was the extension
of the water line.
Mayor Barratt asked why he would not bid this out.
Mr. Denney stated that if it was bid out, they would essentially be
taking Horrocks' plans and throwing them out. Another firm would
have to come in and bring in survey crews and start from scratch.
Carl Wanlass noted that Horrocks was authorized by a
Council to do the engineering on 1120 North .

previous

Howard Denney observed that things had changed now in that the City
had purchased the Hunter property. They want the alignment to go
through the property that the City now owned instead of through the
Searle's.
Councilman Hampton asked what the estimated competitive bid would
be.
Carl Wanlass estimated that it could be $16,000 higher .
Mr . Denney explained that they would be throwing out about $8,000
to $9,000.
Horrocks understood the City's system.
A new firm
would have to get educated on our model and planimetric
information.
Mayor Barratt stated that it could be bid, but it was felt that it
would be a waste of time to the new bidders in that Horrocks had
already done $16,000 of the work that they would not have to do
again .
Howard Denney felt that the biggest factor i n having Horrocks do
the additional work was that it would save the City money.
Councilman Blake suggested a change order or an amendment to the
contract.
Councilman Hampton agreed, noting that there were additional things
that came up with the Library and they were handled by change
order . He was comfortable with that.
Councilman Storrs agreed.
Councilman Blake asked if there was a reason that could not be
done.
Carl Wanlass noted this was really a major scope change in that it
went from a water line to a road design .
Councilman Blake commented that there was some misunderstanding on
the original scope.
Carl Wanlass added that Horrocks had designed around the Hunter
4

property.
The City had now purchased that property and the road
alignment would now go through the Hunter piece.
Councilman Blake asked how that price came into being.
Councilman Hampton asked if it would be time consuming to ask how
much was saved by the work they had already done. Mr. Denney would
get it.
Councilman Storrs felt it was healthy to go to bid, but he felt
good about this. These were not new projects, but something that
Horrocks had already been involved with. If it was a new project,
it ought to go to bid.
Councilman Hampton agreed.
Mayor Barratt stated that it would remain on the agenda and if
there were other concerns before Tuesday, Councilmernbers should let
him know.
7.
Review and action on an Engineering Service Agreement with
Horrocks Engineers for design of a new culinary water tank.
Carl Wanlass noted that the General Plan for the water system
element was provided. There were additional fact sheets as well.
8.
Review and action on an Engineering Service Agreement with
Horrocks Engineers for a study on a secondary irrigation system.
Carl Wanlass noted that there was not a contract or information on
this item. If the Council wanted to move ahead, the Council would
need to authorize Horrocks to come back with a contract.
Councilman Blake felt this was one that they could go to bid on.
Mr. Wanlass commented that he did not believe that Horrocks was
afraid of RFP's.
Mayor Barratt noted that they could change this item to call for
RFP's.
Councilman Hampton asked about RFP's for the culinary water tank
and the irrigation study.
Mayor Barratt stated that it would just be for the
system. The tank needed to get going.

irrigation

Councilman Hampton asked if this implied that the City already had
decided where the new culinary tank would be.
Mayor Barratt noted that it would be at the tank farm.
Carl Wanlass noted that if it was on the west side of town,
would need to be placed about 1~ miles into Highland.
5
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Councilman Hampton agreed.
He just remembered that the original
thought of location was on the northwest.
Carl Wanlass noted that they would need to demolish the other tanks
in order to have room to put in the new tank. The contract would
be about $80,000 . The design fees would be about $42,000 with the
rest being for construction management . The tank was now estimated
at about $2.2 million.
Kei t h Blake asked about the other tanks .
Mayor Barratt stated that the tanks in the mouth of the canyon were
in good shape.
There were tanks at this tank farm that were in
disrepair and not in use that would be replaced.
Carl Wanlass noted that the million-gallon tank was taken out of
service about 10 years ago .
Mayor Barratt noted that the City did not have enough property for
a 5 million-gallon tank, so they were going to shrink it down a
li ttle to 4~ million gallons.
Councilman Hampton agreed that the
irrigation should be changed to RFP's.
9.

study

on

the

secondary

Review and action on a Franchise Ordinance with Metricom .

Kevin Bennett distributed the Franchise Ordinance with Metricom .
Councilman Blake asked if this was the Ordinance that Paul Morris
from West Valley City , was involved in.
Mr. Bennett stated that it was not.
connections.

This one offered 10 free basic

Councilman Hampton felt that it should be written in that a
transfer of the franchise could not take place for a period of
time .
Councilman Blake stated that it was not an exclusive franchise and
could not be locked up .
Kevin Bennett stated that Metricom was working with Sprint .
The
bond was to be $10,000 as there was no tearing up of the roads but
there would be some blocking of roadways for a period of time. He
also addressed interference with radio signals.
10 . Review and action on a request by Heritage Management
regarding the abatement of the interest owed to the City.
Heritage Management would make their own presentation .
Councilman Blake asked if there was an audit being done .
Mayor Barratt responded that there was .
6
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11. Review and action on a request by Heritage Management for a
second aggraisal of the old hosgital at 350 East 300 North.
Mayor Barratt stated that the City was only going to sell it for
what the City thought it was worth and if Heritage felt they had
justification for a second appraisal, they could go ahead.
This
item was off the agenda.
12. Review and action on an Ordinance aggroving the rules
governing garticigation and greference by owners, ogerators of
businesses and tenants within the Egg Farm Economic Develogment
Project Area as adogted by the Redevelogment Agency of American
Fork City.
This was the same as what the RDA would be acting on.
13. Regort and action on construction grojects items including
change orders .
There would be a change order on the Library. He had not had the
final billing from the architect. He had guessed what that would
be.
14.

Regort and action on Planning Commission items.

There was no comment on this item.
15.

Review and action on the minutes.

There was no comment on any of the minutes nor on the Finance
Committee Report .
OTHER BUSINESS
Carl Wanlass noted that they had received the appraisal on the 1096
East State Road property. It came in at $10 , 000. He would like to
add this item to the agenda to call for sealed bids.
Councilman Hampton asked that Councilmember Belmont be here for the
discussion on the Certified Tax Rate and asked that it be deferred
until she was able to be in attendance. Councilman Blake agreed.
Councilman Hampton asked Kevin Bennett if he had an opinion as to
whether if the Council wanted to declare Heritage in default, they
were in a position to do so after they had received the check.
Kevin Bennett felt it would be in dispute. Prior to tendering the
money, the City definitely could have. It left only that part that
they had requested the audit on.
Carl Wanlass reported that he had received a letter from the State
on the land at the mouth of the canyon and the minimum selling
price would be $216,000 which was $8,000 an acre.
They would be
meeting with Cedar Hills and the developer.
7
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Councilman Blake asked if
discuss Mr. Scutt's issue .

the

Finance

Committee

was

going

to

Carl Wanlass noted that it was a public health issue that needed to
be t aken care of .
Councilman Hampton stated that it would be difficult to identify
him as being a hardship case.

a:

ADJOURNMENT
The

~~: 7Jl[rned

at 5:10 p.m.
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARINGS POLICE & COURTS BUILDINGS

(

Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
hold Public Hearings to receive public comment on the police &
court facilities as follows:
Thursday, September
Fork Public Library,
Thursday, September
Fork Public Library,

14, 2000, at
64 South 100
21, 2000, at
64 South 100

7:00 p.m.
East.
7:00 p.m.
East.

All interested persons are invited to attend.
Dated this 1 day of September, 2000.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
SEPTEMBER 21, 2000
PUBLIC HEARING
The American Fork City Council met in a public hearing on September
21, 2000, in the American Fork Public Library, commencing at 7:07
p.m.
Those present included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers
Ricky Storrs, Keith Blake, and Don Hampton.
Others present
included Chief Terry Fox, Richard Colborn, Earl Johansen, Barbara
Christiansen, Peter Moyes from MHTN, George Brown, Dale Gunther,
Lee Cabell, RoseAnn Gunther, Mark Steele, Jess Green, Haley Paxman,
and 3 citizens.
Peter Moyes recapped the site plan noting that it had not changed.
They had looked at two different approaches to the facility.
One
being a basement and three stories that was shorter, and the second
being a longer building with a small partial basement. The floor
plan of the four level, shorter one, split the facilities.
They
received direction several weeks ago to proceed with the three
levels above grade version and explore the possibility of a
basement. The Police and the Courts had been on a tour of recently
constructed similar facilities.
Mayor Barratt noted that yesterday, some Police Department members
went with the architects and toured some facilities built by
different architects and different construction companies. Debbie
Hansen, Joy Woods, Andy Hale, Cory Smith, Steve Cornia, and Chief
Fox attended along with two from MHTN Architects and two from
Jacobsen Construction.
The week before, Court personnel had
visited different facilities.
Peter Moyes explained that the Court personnel went to facilities
in Ogden, Bountiful, Farmington, and Murray.
The Police visited
Ogden, Clearfield, Bountiful, and Orem. The Police concluded that
the currently designed evidence area was a little undersized and
the record storage area was a little oversized.
They looked at
office sizes and spaces and determined that instead of having five
offices in the rear area, they would have only four.
The other
would become a conference area. They looked at investigation areas
and the locker rooms. They were projecting 60 mens lockers and 30
womens lockers.
It was a lot of lockers compared to the existing
staff. However, there were times that visiting officers needed a
locker and they may share this function with others in the
building.
George Brown asked if American Fork ever intended to have an equal
number of men and women officers.

(

Mr. Moyes felt that in all the data that they had collected, the
ratio was about ~ female and % male.
As it projected out, this
should accommodate the City for a good long period of time.
One of the things that became very clear was the elevator and the
1
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chance that the City might use some of the basement and some of the
second floor area.
If they moved the elevator , it would
accommodate all users of the building.
Peter Moyes stated that he liked what they had done in Orem with
the sally port.
It was side by side with chain link fencing
dividing it, with a gate.
They could now have an impound bay if
they needed it.
Chief Fox observed that what that did was to not have to call out
a detective in the middle of the night to process a vehicle, but he
could do it when he came to work the next morning.
It would save
that call out and overtime .
Mr. Moyes commented that they also had a space for a K-9 Kennel and
a place for bikes. He felt that basically they were there with the
floor plan.
Councilman Blake commented that there was a ratio of more male
suspects than female suspects.
Peter Moyes stated that they were the only facility that was doing
any overnight person- in- custody holding.
They had some unique
conditions that they were trying to address in their design that
would allow them more flexibility in the future.
Orem kind of
found an answer by widening their bench.
Councilman
overnight.

Hampton

asked

how

often

an

inmate

would

be

held

Chief Fox stated that the view was that they could save a
tremendous amount of money by not transporting.
Right now they
bring about seven prisoners a day and they did not have the support
staff nor manpower to man booking 24 hours a day.
In Orem, when
they had to keep someone there, they had a cushion on a cement slab
and they handled the meals through TV dinners and a microwave. The
real issue was getting enough manpower. They could save $90,000 a
year on transportation.
George Brown felt that the first time Orem gave a prisoner a TV
dinner that had something that in it that he was allergic to and
they rushed him to the hospital and had to pay his hospital bills,
they would quickly eat into the $90,000 saved.
It was not a good
idea to have a jail. That was why they went with the County Jail.
It may inconvenience the officers at times, but it was not worth
the cost because they automatically get into civil rights things.
Peter Moyes stated that
allowed for the option.

the architectural

aspect

of

it

simply

Chief Fox stated that the bunks were important. Even if you had a
drunk subject at night at 2:00a.m. or 3:00a . m. and you only kept
him for three hours, most drunk guys would lie down.
Mr. Moyes commented that the dispatch area needed more space and
2

they would address that.
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Dale Gunther asked if the walls would be typical with studs and
sheetrock.
Peter Moyes answered that in the area of hardened spaces they would
be masonry. Beyond the hardened spaces, they would be dry walled.
George Brown asked about showers.
Peter Moyes answered that
where the holding was less than 24 hours, they did not need them.
Councilman Blake asked about how they would handle contamination.
Peter Moyes stated that for instance in Bountiful if someone came
in with truly a hazardous chemical, they had a separate bio hazard
room.
The City may want to look at that approach. When they had
fire as a part of the same building, they had that component.
Mr. Moyes noted that the second and third floor had stayed the same
with no floor plan changes from last week. They had reviewed the
probation area with John Gray to confirm that the floor plan worked
for their function.
George Brown asked about moving people through.
In the Matheson
Building there were the Disneyland type ropes being used.
The
Provo Court was the same way.

(

Mr. Moyes stated that they had discussed internally where someone
should pass through the magnetometer.
They took the approach
similar to the Sandy Courts facility and others where they catch
people right at the front door. If it was not done there, it would
have to be done also at the second and third levels. Collectively,
it was decided that they would do it right at the front door of the
building.
George Brown asked if it would be like the Courthouse in Provo.
Mr. Moyes answered that it would be similar to that.
Mr. Brown stated that there was still a problem with people trying
to get to the clerks'
windows just as there was in the Matheson
Building.
Peter Moyes stated that he was the design architect on the Matheson
Building and was familiar with how it operated. Once a person got
through the magnetometer off the rotunda, when the public counter
spaces were open, it was a matter of getting to a specific station.
In this building there would probably be three work stations at the
public counter and they would be laid out in such a way that you
could clearly see where to go .
George Brown stated that in Provo they now had everyone line up and
as a clerk became available, they would say, "Next."

(
Peter Moyes noted that was the bank line approach.
3
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seen from the outside, female employees particularly, would have a
greater sense of security.
George Brown asked about the sally port and the tandem doors. He
asked why they had that configuration instead of front and back.
Instead of having two vehicles side by side, why not have two
vehicles one behind the other .
Mr. Moyes explained that what ended up happening was that if the
Courts' transport was something larger than a normal car, there
needed to be enough room for a large van and one or more police
vehicles. There was also a real concern on the police and courts
side that they want to be able to have two doors to get out of the
sally port. If they park side by side, they could pull forward or
go in reverse. It would be a poor design to do a pull in, pull out
with just one door.
George Brown noted that they would be using up space behind and in
front of the sally port just for access and for vehicles.
They
would need to coordinate entering and leaving at the same time.
The greater concern should be of people not getting away, rather
getting vehicles in or out.
Peter Moyes agreed and commented that there was a portion of this
that would be used by the courts and a portion used by the local
police. They needed to discuss how they would use the sally port
and if it was to be used as a parking area.
Mr. Brown felt that it would only work if it was used as an in &
out. The vehicle was taking up space on the inside. He hoped that
they would always use two people to move prisoners.
Karen Hansen stated that they almost always send one officer.
It
was a personnel issue.
Mr. Moyes added that once they come into
the building they needed to be escorted all the way to the
courtroom. It did come to be a coordinating issue and they needed
to determine how they would do business.
George Brown felt that one person should not transfer prisoners.
Peter Moyes asked who conducted the transportation of defendants in
custody.
Karen Hansen responded that it was done by the police department
and how American Fork Police chose to use their manpower.
Councilman Blake commented that his son-in-law worked for
corrections and transported prisoners all over the State.
Their
normal procedure was, one.
Ms. Hansen observed that they were usually cuffed and shackled.
Peter Moyes stated that was where they were at. There was another
input session scheduled for next week. At some point in time they
would decide the final floor plan and the next step would be to
4
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.
look at the costs and the dollars .
Jess Green expressed concern for the basement space for storage.
It had been noted before that they were shorted on space and if
they were going to plan for the future they needed to plan for the
storage of material. He suggested that the Council develop as much
basement space as possible.
It didn't matter when it would be
used. They needed to look at plenty of space in the basement for
the future.
Peter Moyes responded that as they developed the program for the
bond election in May and June, the estimate of cost did not include
a basement.
As they started developing the plan, the basement
space had not been accounted for.
The question now was where do
they find the resources to do a basement.
Councilman Blake noted that a basement was discussed before the
bond election and also of the funding of it.
Eric Migacz commented that the more they could save by being
efficient, then those dollars could be moved to the basement area .
Mayor Barratt noted that the Council was determined to have a
basement. They would find the dollars for a basement.
Peter Moyes added that they would work frugally to save as much as
possibl e .
With regard to the furnishings, Peter Moyes explained that th-e
stuff built in would come from the Bond. The other items, chairs,
furniture, tables, etc. would come from a separate budget for the
courts.
City money would only be spent on furnishings for the
police department, not the Courts.
Mayor Barratt stated that they would see that the basic needs were
met. They want the building to be functional. If the City needed
to spend a little extra for a roof to be functional and last a lot
longer, they would.
Peter Moyes reminded the audience that Jacobsen and the sub trades
would all have an open book.
George Brown suggested that the Council should prioritize the
structure with the things that were most important and then it
would be a lot easier .
Mayor Barratt stated that he was firmly convinced that they were
going to get every thing they wanted and more.
Councilman Blake agreed.
Mr. Moyes commented that they did very extensive budgeting.
15 pages long.

It was

Mayor Barratt thanked those for coming and added that they would
5
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meet the same time next week only downstairs.
adjourned at 8:10 p.m.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
SEPTEMBER 26, 2000
*AMENDED - NOTICE AND AGENDA

(

Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on September 26, 2000, in the American Fork
City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p.m.
The
agenda shall be as follows:
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period - l imited to two minutes
per person.
Cemetery Committee Report.
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports .
Mayor ' s report .
ACTION ITEMS

1.

2.
3.
4.

5.

6.
*7.
8.
9.
10 .

Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method
of satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the
plat recorded.
a.
Review and action on the final plat of the Mt. Timpanogos
Temple Subdivision consisting of 3 lots at 742 North 900
East.
Review and action on a request by the Building Youth Institute
regarding the deferment of Building Permit Fees for a house at
577 West 1040 North .
Review and action on a Resolution indicating the City's intent
t o annex the Stratton Annexation consisting of approximately
12.3 acres at 1 650 North 900 East.
Review
and
action
on
a
Design
Build Contract with
Jacobsen/MHTN to design, build, and provide construction
management services for the police & courts and the fire &
ambulance.
Review and action on an Engineering Service Agreement with
Horrocks Engineers for design of the roadway, storm drain, and
water line on 1120 North from approximately 350 West to 900
West.
Review and action on an Engineering Service Agreement with
Horrocks Engineers for design of a new culinary water tank .
Review and action to direct staff to prepare and advertize
RFP's for a study on a secondary irrigation system.
Review and action on a Franchise Ordinance with Metricom.
Review and action on a request by Heritage Management
regarding the abatement of the interest owed to the City.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving the rules
governing participation and preference by owners, operators of
businesses
and tenants
within the
Egg Farm Economic
1
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Development Project Area as adopted by the Redevelopment
Agency of American Fork City.
*11. Review and action on calling for sealed bids on real property
at 1096 East State Road consisting of .56 acres and setting of
a minimum bid.
12. Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders.
13. Report and action on Planning Commission items.
14. Review and action on the September 12, 2000, minutes.
15. Review and action on the September 14, 2000, public hearing
minutes .
16. Review and action on the September 21, 2000, work session
minutes.
17. Review and action on the September 21, 2000, public hearing
minutes .
18. Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
19. Adjournment .
Dated this 25 day of September, 2000.

J;L ,&Pi_

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
SEPTEMBER 26, 2000
NOTICE AND AGENDA

(

Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on September 26, 2000, in the American Fork
City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p.m.
The
agenda shall be as follows:
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.

Pledge of Allegiance ; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period - limited to two minutes
per person.
Cemetery Committee Report.
Discussion of the Certified Tax Rate for 2000.
Presentation by the Salt Lake Organizing Committee regarding
the Volunteer Program for the 2002 Winter Olympics.
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports.
Mayor's report.
ACTION ITEMS

1.

2.

3.
4.
5.

6.

Review and action on a Resolution authorizing the issuance and
sale of not more than $8,000,000 aggregate principal amount of
General Obligation Bonds, Series 2000, of American Fork City,
Utah County, Utah; fixing the maximum aggregate principal
amount of the bonds, the maximum number of years over which
the bonds may mature, the maximum interest rate which the
bonds may bear, and the maximum discount from par at which the
bonds may be sold; providing for the publication of a Notice
of Bonds to be Issued; providing for the running of a contest
period; and related matters.
Review and action on subdivisions , commercial projects ,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method
of satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the
plat recorded.
a.
Review and action on the final plat of the Mt. Timpanogos
Temple Subdivision consisting of 3 lots at 742 North 900
East.
Review and action on a request by the Building Youth Institute
regarding the deferment of Building Permit Fees for a house at
577 West 1040 North.
Review and action on a Resolution indicating the City's intent
to annex the Stratton Annexation consisting of approximately
12.3 acres at 1650 North 900 East.
Review
and
action
on
a
Design
Build Contract
with
Jacobsen/MHTN to design, build, and provide construction
management services for the police & courts and the fire &
ambulance.
Review and action on an Engineering Service Agreement with
1
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7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.

13.
14.
15 .
16 .
17 .
18.
19.
20.

Horrocks Engineers for design of the roadway, storm drain, and
water line on 1120 North from approximately 350 West to 900
West.
Review and action on an Engineering Service Agreement with
Horrocks Engineers for design of a new culinary water tank .
Review and action on an Engineering Service Agreement with
Horrocks Engineers for a study on a secondary irrigation
system.
Review and action on a Franchise Ordinance with Metricom.
Review and action on a request by Heritage Management
regarding the abatement of the interest owed to the City .
Review and action on a request by Heritage Management for a
second appraisal of the old hospital at 350 East 300 North.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving the rules
governing participation and preference by owners, operators of
businesses
and tenants within the Egg Farm Economic
Development Project Area as adopted by the Redevelopment
Agency of American Fork City.
Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders.
Report and action on Planning Commission items.
Review and action on the September 12 , 2000 , minutes.
Review and action on the September 14, 2000, public hearing
minutes.
Review and action on the September 21, 2000, work session
minutes.
Review and action on the September 21, 2000, public hearing
minutes.
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
Adjournment.

Dated this 19 day of September, 2000.

rc_ h. {)jl_

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
SEPTEMBER 26, 2000
REGULAR SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a regular session on
September 26, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:30 p.m.
Those present included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Keith
Blake, Don Hampton, Tom Hunter, and Ricky Storrs.
Councilmember
Belmont was excused. Others present included Carl Wanlass, Howard
Denney, Rod Despain, Richard Colborn, Steve Cornia, Kevin Bennett,
Reed Bromley, Mr. & Mrs. Bill Jacob, about 15 Scouts from Troops
853 & 3992, Ted Pierce, Barbara Christiansen, Ken Stratton, Denise
Pedersen, Jess Green, George Brown, members of the press, and six
citizens.
Josh Hixon from Troop 853 led the audience
Allegiance and Ted Pierce offered the prayer.

in

the

Pledge

of

Mayor Barratt noted that items 4, 6, 8, & 9, had been deleted from
the amended agenda. More time had been asked for regarding those
items.
TWENTY MINUTE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD - LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES PER
PERSON
Bill Jacob asked about the Heritage Management request for interest
abatement.
Mayor Barratt explained that they had not completed their review of
the material provided to them by the City. Heritage Management's
accounting department was not ready to address this tonight.
CEMETERY COMMITTEE REPORT
Ted Pierce from the Cemetery Committee reported that the recent
Heritage and History Pageant was a success. They had 11 sites and
it was scheduled for two nights in August, the 18th and 19th. The
18th was rained out, but Saturday was great. After playing a part
in which he had to wear a dress, he stated his added appreciation
for the ladies who wore them. After the Pageant it was asked that
it be an annual event. They were already looking to next year with
an added shoot 'em up, Butch Cassidy thing.
Mr. Pierce invited any person who had an interesting story to get
it to Judy Price, a member of the Cemetery Committee, or drop it
off at the Cemetery Shop. They want to make it a tradition.

l

The sprinkler system was installed last week in the new section.
Eagle Scout Candidate Spencer Garlick added a pond and waterfall
near his Grandmother Elaine Garlick's grave south of the Pioneer
Monument. An Eagle Scout Candidate plans to plant 25 maple trees
along the outline of the new section.
On Wednesday, the Maple
Mountain Hydro Seed Company will seed the new section which would
1

(

complete it.
Councilman Hampton commented that the Committee did a great job.
Councilman Blake appreciated hearing about the Eagle Projects.
was a great service to the Community.

It

REPORT OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR
Carl Wanlass noted that there would be a Special Session on
Thursday, October 12, 2000 at 4:00 p.m. to address the Bond
Resolution and the Parameters Resolution.
COUNCIL REPORTS
Mayor Barratt excused Councilmember Belmont as she was convalescing
from an illness and surgery.
Councilman Hunter had nothing to report.
Councilman Hampton asked that a report from the Family Literacy
Committee be placed on the next agenda and a report from Downtown
American Fork Inc. be placed on the October 24, 2000, agenda.
Councilman Storrs had nothing to report.
Councilman Blake appreciated the good input at the recent public
hearings regarding the police and courts.
Members of the Police
Department had visited some similar buildings. He was pleased to
see the project moving ahead .
Councilman Blake stated that he appreciated the prompt response to
the request for additional back ground material. The report on the
water was excellent.
Bill Jacob asked about the Special Session.
Carl Wanlass responded that the Mayor would not be present for the
regular session on October 10, 2000, and he wanted to be there for
the Bond Resolution.
Bill Jacob asked if they couldn't meet later in the evening so
others could come.
Mr. Wanlass stated that after reviewing the schedules of the other
Councilmembers, October 12, 2000 at 4:00 p.m. was the best time.
The regular session would still be held on October 10 , 2000.
MAYOR'S REPORT
Mayor Barratt had nothing to report at this time.
A gentleman asked about the SLOC presentation .
Mayor Barratt reported that they had asked to be removed from this
2
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agenda and placed on the October 24, 2000, agenda.
ACTION ITEMS
REVIEW
AND
ACTION
ON
SUBDIVISIONS,
COMMERCIAL
PROJECTS,
CONDOMINIUMS, AND PUD'S INCLUDING 1) PLAT APPROVAL; 2) METHOD OF
SATISFACTION OF WATER RIGHTS REQUIREMENTS; 3) POSTING OF AN
IMPROVEMENT BOND OR SETTING OF A TIME FRAME FOR IMPROVEMENT
INSTALLATION; AND 4) AUTHORIZATION TO SIGN THE FINAL PLAT AND
ACCEPTANCE OF ALL DEDICATIONS TO THE PUBLIC AND TO HAVE THE PLAT
RECORDED
a.

Review and action on the final plat of the Mt. Timpanogos
Temple Subdivision consisting of 3 lots at 742 North 900 East.
Councilman Hampton explained that the three lots included the
Chapel, the vacant ground, and the Temple. There was no new
construction at this time but it would just redefine the
property boundaries for each.
Rod Despain explained that Temples would now be held by a
separate Corporation from Chapels.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the final plat of the Mt.
Timpanogos Temple Subdivision consisting of three lots at 742
North 900 East.
Councilman Blake seconded the motion.
All
were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A REQUEST BY THE BUILDING YOUTH INSTITUTE
REGARDING DEFERMENT OF BUILDING PERMIT FEES FOR A HOUSE AT 577 WEST
1040 NORTH
Carl Wanlass explained that the fees would be paid when the home
was sold .
Councilman Storrs moved approval of the deferment of the building
permit fees for a house to be constructed at 577 West 1040 North.
Councilman Hunter seconded the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION INDICATING THE CITY'S INTENT TO
ANNEX THE STRATTON ANNEXATION CONSISTING OF APPROXIMATELY 12.3
ACRES AT 1650 NORTH 900 EAST
Councilman Storrs moved to adopt Resolution No. 2000-09-38R
indicating the City's intent to annex the Stratton Annexation
consisting of approximately 12.3 acres at 1650 North 900 East.
Councilman Hampton seconded the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A DESIGN BUILD CONTRACT WITH JACOBSEN/MHTN TO
DESIGN, BUILD, AND PROVIDE CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT SERVICES FOR THE
POLICE & COURTS AND THE FIRE & AMBULANCE
This item was removed from the agenda.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN ENGINEERING SERVICE AGREEMENT WITH HORROCKS
3
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ENGINEERS FOR DESIGN OF THE ROADWAY, STORM DRAIN, AND WATER LINE ON
1120 NORTH FROM APPROXIMATELY 350 WEST TO 900 WEST
Mayor Barratt noted that Section 3 . 9 had been recommended to be
removed . He had the new document that reflected that change .
Councilman Hampton explained that after reviewing with staff what
had already been done, t his was the way to go .
Councilman Hampton moved approval of an Engineering Service
Agreement with Horrocks Engineers for design of the roadway, storm
drain, and water line on 1120 North from approximately 350 West to
900 West.
Councilman Hunter seconded the motion.
All were in
favor.

Bill Jacob asked if this was the one they were going to RFP on.
Mayor Barratt answered that it was not on this one.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN ENGINEERING SERVICE AGREEMENT WITH HORROCKS
ENGINEERS FOR DESIGN OF A NEW CULINARY WATER TANK
This item was removed from the agenda.
REVIEW AND ACTION TO DIRECT STAFF TO PREPARE AND ADVERTIZE RFP ' S
FOR A STUDY ON A SECONDARY IRRIGATION STUDY
Councilman Storrs moved to go to RFP' s and to direct staff to
prepare and advertize for RFP' s for a study on a secondary
irrigation system. Councilman Hampton seconded the motion.

Councilman Hampton commented that
proposals.

this was

to

just go out

for

Councilman Blake added that the study would look at a number of
options.
All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A FRANCHISE ORDINANCE WITH METRICOM
This item was removed from the agenda.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON A REQUEST BY HERITAGE MANAGEMENT REGARDING THE
' ABATEMENT OF THE INTEREST OWED TO THE CITY
This item was removed from the agenda.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN ORDINANCE APPROVING THE RULES GOVERNING
PARTICIPATION AND PREFERENCE BY OWNERS, OPERATORS OF BUSINESSES AND
TENANTS WITHIN THE EGG FARM ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA AS
ADOPTED BY THE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF AMERICAN FORK CITY
Councilman Hampton asked why this item came to the City Council as
well .
4
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Rod Despain answered that he did not know other than it was
required by the State Law. On October 17, 2000, the plan would be
considered by the City Council and the RDA.
Councilman Hampton moved to adopt Ordinance No.
2000-09-30
approving the rules governing participation and preference by
owners, operators of businesses and tenants within the Egg Farm
Economic Development Project Area as adopted by the Redevelopment
Agency of American Fork City.
Councilman Storrs seconded the
motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON CALLING FOR SEALED BIDS ON REAL PROPERTY AT
1096 EAST STATE ROAD CONSISTING OF . 56 ACRES AND SETTING OF A
MINIMUM BID
Mayor Barratt stated that the minimum bid would be $10,000.
Councilman Hunter moved to call for sealed bids on real property at
1096 East State Road consisting of . 56 acres and setting the
minimum bid at $10,000. Councilman Hampton seconded the motion.

Mayor Barratt stated that the proceeds from the sale would be
shared with the City of Pleasant Grove as by a prior agreement.
All were in favor.

REPORT AND ACTION ON CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS ITEMS INCLUDING CHANGE
ORDERS
Change Order #13 at the Library was for $12,646.00.
Councilman Hampton stated that they
construction with $10,000 remaining.

hoped

to

conclude

the

Councilman Hampton moved to approve the Library Change Order No. 13
for $12,646.00. Councilman Blake seconded the motion. All were in
favor.

Councilman Storrs noted that lights still needed to be installed
for the relocated horseshoe pits.
REPORT AND ACTION ON PLANNING COMMISSION ITEMS
Councilman Hunter reported that the Planning Commission at their
September 20 meeting, approved the Preliminary Egg Farm Economic
Development Plan; discussed a cellular antenna for AT&T at 81 North
Merchant Street; approved with conditions the preliminary and final
plats of the Wendel Subdivision consisting of 2 lots at 82 West 100
North; approved with conditions the final plat of Quail Hollow
North Plat B Subdivision consisting of 19 lots at 1375 North 70
East; discussed the preliminary plan of the Hill Valley Subdivision
Plat D consisting of 24 lots at 625 North 830 East; discussed the
Annexation Agreement for the Cooper & Hansen Annexation at 410
North 1100 East consisting of 9.71 acres; discussed the Annexation
Agreement for the Wosnjuk Annexation at 1090 East 600 North
5

consisting of 2 . 73 acres ; discussed the Lamoreaux #2 Annexation at
1 750 North 900 East consisting of 6 . 75 acres ; discussed a road
vacation in the Granite Park Subdivision at approximate l y 800 East
Evergreen; discussed a road vacation in the Anderson Subdivision at
approximately 850 East Evergreen; approved a road vacation in the
Woodridge PUD Plat C at approximately 665 East 50 South; approved
a change in the Village Green Condominiums at 22 South 700 East
consisting of 32 units, (this was not a significant change and no
hearing would be required) ; discussed the Harbor Village Plat A
Subdivision; discussed a possible Resort Zone; and discussed some
anticipated annexations .
The following public hearings were recommended for October 24 ,
2000 :
6:50 p.m. Placement of the property in the Wosnjuk Annexation at
1090 East 600 North in the R1-9000, Single Family
Residential zone.
7:00 p.m. Placement of the property in the Cooper-Hansen Annexation
at 410 North 1100 East in the R1-9000 , Single Family
Residential zone.
7:15 p . m. A hearing was already established for the Bear Annexation
at 975 West Main Street.
Richard Colborn explained that the road vacation in the Woodridge
PUD Plat C at 665 East 50 South required certain notice
requirements, that had been provided, and a public hearing which
could be held on November 14, 2000.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE SEPTEMBER 12, 2000, MINUTES
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the September 12, 2 000,
minutes with some housecleaning items.
{They included on page 9,
line 51, change "check" to "cheek." On page 13, line 40, change
"any" to "anyone."}
Councilman Storrs seconded the motion.
All
were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE SEPTEMBER 14, 2000, PUBLIC HEARING MINUTES
Councilman Blake moved approval of the September 14, 2000, public
hearing minutes as presented.
Councilman Storrs seconded the
motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE SEPTEMBER 21, 2000, WORK SESSION MINUTES
Councilman Hampton had an item on page 4, line 22 noting that it
"could be $16 , 000 higher."
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the September 21, 2000, work
session minutes with the noted change and some housecleaning items.
{They included on page 3, line 43, replace the word, "impact" with
"determining factor."}
Councilman Storrs seconded the motion.
Voting was as follows:
Aye, Councilmembers Hampton, Storrs, and
Blake. Abstain, Councilman Hunter. The motion carried.
6

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE SEPTEMBER 21, 2000, PUBLIC HEARING MINUTES
Councilman Blake moved approval of the September 21, 2000, public
hearing minutes as presented.
Councilman Storrs seconded the
motion.
Voting was as follows:
Aye, Councilmembers Hampton,
Storrs, and Blake.
Abstain, Councilman Hunter.
The motion
carried.
FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT INCLUDING ACTION ON THE APPROVAL OF CITY
BILLS FOR PAYMENT
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the City bills for payment.
Councilman Blake seconded the motion. All were in favor.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the purchase requests over
$1,000. Councilman Blake seconded the motion. All were in favor.
A gentleman asked about the annexation process and if the Stratton
property was now annexed.
It was answered by Rod Despain that the property was presently in
the County with Cedar Hills to the east and Highland City across
the street to the west .
Richard Colborn added that the action tonight started the process
and there would be a public hearing scheduled in at least 60 days.
ADJOURNMENT
Councilman Storrs moved adjournment at 8:08p.m.
seconded the motion. All were in favor.

~ tt_ (2Ql_

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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Councilman Blake

AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
OCTOBER 5, 2000
NOTICE OF WORK SESSION
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in a work session on Thursday, October 5, 2000, in the
American Fork City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 4:00
p.m. The agenda shall be as follows:
WORK SESSION
1.
2.
3.

Discussion of items for the upcoming October 10, 2000, City
Council meeting.
Other business.
Adjournment.
2000.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder

AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
OCTOBER 5, 2000
WORK SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a work session on October 5, 2000, in the City Hall,
commencing at 4:08p.m. Those present included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Keith
Blake, Don Hampton, Juel Belmont, and Tom Hunter. Others present included Carl Wanlass,
Howard Denney, Rod Despain, Amanda Durrant, Kevin Bennett, Steve Cornia and a BYU
Student.
Mayor Barratt excused Councilman Storrs.
DISCUSSION OF THE ITEMS FOR THE UPCOMING OCTOBER
COUNCIL MEETING

10~ 2000~

CITY

Mayor Barratt asked City Administrator Carl W anlass to review the items on the agenda.
Public Hearings
6:30p.m. -Receiving of public comment regarding the proposed use of the 2000 Local Law
Enforcement Block Grant (LLEBG) Funds from the Department of Justice.
{

Mr. Wanlass explained that one of the conditions of the grant is to have a public hearing and the
committee is to provide a recommendation to the public. He said the recommendation from the
committee is to obtain a third motorcycle for the Police Department. He pointed out that the
2000 Local Law Enforcement Block Grant is for about $15,000 and the City' s match is about
$1,400.

Councilman Blake asked if the program with the motorcycles is working well.
Mr. Wanlass said the motorcycle program is working very well. He pointed out that by obtaining
a third motorcycle it will allow the City to have motorcycle coverage 7 days a week.
Councilman Hampton said he has noticed that the amount of speeding in his neighborhood has
gone down.
Mayor Barratt said the speed trailer has been very beneficial in helping to reduce speeding
throughout the City.
6:45p.m. -Receiving of public comment regarding amendments to the Development Code
relating to fencing and accessory buildings and providing for the adoption and enforcement of the
amendments.
Mr. Bennett pointed out that there are actually two different ordinances (1) for fencing (2) fo r
accessory buildings. He said the amendment to the fencing ordinance is to allow fences higher

than 6 feet for safety issues; i.e. swimming pools, power facilities such as substations, etc.
Mr. Bennett discussed some of the reasons for the amendments to the ordinance relating to
accessory buildings. He pointed out that the current ordinance does not allow accessory buildings
to be larger than 25% of the required yard. He pointed out that a rear yard is typically 30 feet.
He said the amendment to the ordinance would allow people with bigger lots to have larger
accessory buildings than what they could have under the current ordinance.
Mayor Barratt said that in talking with staff it has been discussed that the fencing ordinance either
needs to be changed or needs to be enforced. He said staff has suggested that the fence
ordinance should be changed.
7:00p.m. -Receiving of public comment regarding the placement of the property in the B. Joe
Barney Annexation at 1125 East 1100 North into three different zones; the R1-9000 Single
Family Residential Zone; the PR-9000 Planned Residential Zone; and the PR-15;000 Planned
Residential Zone.
There was no concern with this item.
7:10p.m. -Receiving of public comment regarding the addition of Planned Townsite Projects to
the Development Code and providing for the adoption and enforcement of the amendment.
Mr. Denney explained that Planned Townsite Projects are very large scale developments that are
only allowed to have a certain amount of commercial area in the project. He said the
recommended action on this item is that it be postponed until all the ordinances for the area south
of the City are in place.

Regular Session
Mr. Wanlass stated that there will be a report by the Family Literacy Center.
Mr. Wanlass pointed out that the City has received a petition from some people who live in the
Hillcrest Area to have the City look at a 4-way stop at 1120 North 150 West. He said the City is
looking at the possibility of having a 4-way stop at 1120 North 150 West. Mr. Wanlass said Mr.
Denney is doing a traffic study in the area of 1120 North 150 West.
Action Items
1.
Review and action on an Ordinance amending the Development Code relating to fencing
and accessory buildings and providing for the adoption and enforcement of the amendments.
This item was discussed above under the public hearing section.
2.
Review and action on the B. Joe Barney Annexation consisting of 15.38 acres at 1125
East 1100 North including the ordinance of Annexation; zoning of the property; and also the
annexation agreements.

2

There was no discussion on this item.

(

3.

Review and action on subdivisions: commercial projects: condominiums: and PUD's.
a.
Review and action on the final plat of the Wen del Subdivision consisting of 2 lots
at 82 West 200 North.
There was no discussion on this item.
b.

Review and action on the final plat of the Quail Hollow North Plat B Subdivision
consisting of 19lots at 1375 North 70 East.
Councilman Hampton asked if this was the Searle property. Rod Despain affirmed
his question by stating that the north section of the property is.

4.
Review and action on a Resolution indicating the City's intent to annex the GG
Annexation at 650 West 750 North consisting of approximately 10.85 acres.
There was no discussion on this item.
5.
Review and action on a Design Build Contract with Jacobsen/MHTN to design: build: and
provide construction management services for the police & courts and the fire and ambulance.
Carl W an1ass stated that there was new wording on the compensation packet.
Councilman Blake asked if it is helpful to include the Fire and Ambulance in the contract because
it is a later project.
Mr. Wanlass said they have struggled with whether the Fire and Ambulance Facility should be
included in the contract. He stated that the compensation has been broken out into two projects.
He referred the City Council to Section 13 .1. He said section 13.1 is where the big change is.
He again stated that the compensation has been broken out based on both of the facilities.
Councilman Blake asked if the guaranteed maximum price for the police/courts facility is $7
million and $2 million for the fire/ambulance facility.
In reference to Councilman Blake's above comment, Mr. Wan1ass said that is not the guaranteed
maximum price yet. He explained that the guaranteed maximum price will be coming back to the
City Council as an addendum to the agreement because they are still working on the guaranteed
maximum price. He said the guaranteed maximum price might be something lower than what is
currently proposed.

(

It was discussed that the proposed contract with MHTN and Jacobsen Construction is basically
for setting the design fees and the pre-construction fees . Mr. W an1ass pointed out that the
construction management fees are currently on an hourly basis so that MHTN and Jacobsen
Construction can bill and start getting paid. He pointed out that he needs to provide one billing
table to the City Council. Mr. W anlass said he will attach Exhibit H to the contract.

3

Councilman Hampton said if the City Council approves the proposed contract, it needs to be clear
that it is only preliminary approval until the City Council approves the guaranteed maximum price.
Councilman Blake asked Mr. Bennett if the proposed agreement with Jacobsen/MHTN
is a standard agreement.
Mr. Bennet said it is a standard agreement. He explained some of the things that were needed in
the agreement, which he said most have now been included in the proposed agreement.

6.

Review and action on calling for RFP's for the design of a new culinary water tank.

Mr. Denney stated that the RFP has already been advertised.
to ratifY the RFP .

He said the reason for this item is

It was discussed that the new tank is going to be a 4.5-million gallon tank instead of 5-million
gallon tank because the size of the property will not allow for a 5-million gallon tank.

Councilman Blake asked if there is any value in trying to get more property so the City can have a
5-million gallon tank.
It was discussed that Horrocks Engineers have concluded that a 4.5-million gallon tank will be
sufficient for the City's needs and that it is not necessary to try to get more property so that the
City can have a 5-million gallon tank.

7.
Review and action on the acceptance of a Quit-Claim Deed from Kathryn R. Phelan for
real property at 136 North West State Road.
Mr. Denney pointed out that part of the property is the Timp Rental Project.
8.

Report and action on construction projects items including change orders.

There was no discussion on this item.
9.

Report on Planning Commission Items.

There was no discussion on this item.
10.

Review and action on the September 26 2000, minutes.

There was no discussion on this item.
11.

Review and action on the October 5, 2000 work session minutes.

There was no discussion on this item.
12.

Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of City Bills for payment.
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There was no discussion on this item.
October

12~

2000 Special City Council Meeting

Mr. Wanlass stated that at the October 12, 2000, Special City Council Meeting the City Council
will be considering adoption of a resolution authorizing the issuance and sale of not more than
$10,000,000 aggregate principal amount of American Fork City, Utah County, Utah General
Obligation Building and Refunding Bonds, Series 2000; and related matters.

Mr. Wanlass said the amount of the bond is actually going to be $9,950,000 . He explained that
$8 million of the $9,950,000 is what is called new money and that is for the public safety and
courts facility and $1 ,950,000 of the $9,950,000 is refunding on the Fitness Center Bonds and
also some refunding on water G. 0 . Bonds.
It was discussed that there is still 2. 5 million dollars to do the fire and ambulance facility in the
future .

Mr. Wanlass explained that the water bonds and fitness center bonds both were to terminate after
the 8th year and both the water bonds and fitness center bonds had high interest rates in the 8th
year.
It was discussed that the majority of the refunding bonds are fitness bonds. It was discussed that
only $715,000 of the $1,950,000 is water bonds.

Mr. Wanlass discussed what the debt service payments are going to be on the $8 million and on
the $1 ,950,000 and then discussed what the debt service payments are going to be on the
combined total. He referred the City Council to the new debt service payment schedule that is
included in the document that he passed out at the meeting. He pointed out that the debt service
payments are just estimates.

Councilman Blake pointed out that the City really has the same debt, but that it is restructured at
a lower rate.
It was discussed that the refunding will not take place until November 13, 2000, because they
have to wait for 3 0 days after the bond parameters have been established.

Councilmember Belmont said that she has a doctor's appointment on October 12, 2009, but
hopes to be back in time for the Special City Council Meeting.
ADJOURNMENT
The work session adjourned at 4:44p.m.

Amanda Durrant
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
OCTOBER 10, 2000
NOTICE AND AGENDA
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on October 10, 2000, in the American Fork
City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p.m.
The
agenda shall be as follows:
PUBLIC HEARINGS
6 : 3 0 p.m . Receiving of public comment regarding the proposed use of
the 2000 Local Law Enforcement Block Grant (LLEBG) Funds
from the Department of Justice.
6:45 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding amendments to the
Development Code relating to fencing and accessory
buildings and providing for the adoption and enforcement
of the amendments.
7:00 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the placement of
the property in the B. Joe Barney Annexation at 1125 East
1100 North into three different zones, the R1-9000 Single
Family Residential Zone, the PR-9000 Planned Residential
Zone , and the PR-15,000 Planned Residential Zone.
7:10 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the addition of
Planned Townsite Projects to the Development Code and
providing for the adoption and enforcement of the
amendment.
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period - limited to two minutes
per person.
Report by the Family Literacy Center.
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports.
Mayor's report .
ACTION ITEMS

1.
2.

3.

Review and action on an Ordinance amending the Development
Code relating to fencing and accessory buildings and providing
for the adoption and enforcement of the amendments.
Review and action on the B. Joe Barney Annexation consisting
of 15.38 acres at 1125 East 1100 North including the Ordinance
of Annexation, zoning of the property, and also the annexation
agreements.
Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method
of satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the
plat recorded .
a.
Review and action on the final plat of the Wendel
1

Subdivision consisting of 2 lots at 82 West 200 North .
Review and action on the final plat of the Quail Hollow
North Plat B Subdivision consisting of 19 lots at 1375
North 70 East.
Review and action on a Resolution indicating the City's intent
to annex the GG Annexation at 650 West 750 North consisting of
approximately 10.85 acres .
Review
and
action on a
Design Build Contract
with
Jacobsen/MHTN to design, build , and provide construction
management services for the police & courts and the fire &
ambulance.
Review and action on calling for RFP's for the design of a new
culinary water tank.
Review and action on the acceptance of a Quit-Claim Deed from
Kathryn R. Phelan for real property at 136 North West State
Road.
Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders.
Report and action on Planning Commission items.
Review and action on the September 26 , 2000 , minutes .
Review and action on the October 5 , 2000 , work session
minutes.
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
Adjournment .

b.
4.
5.

6.
7.
8.
9.
10 .
11 .
12 .
13.

Dated this 2 day of October, 2000.

((_ h.Q/)L
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
OCTOBER 10, 2000
PUBLIC HEARING - 6:30 P.M. - RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE PROPOSED USE OF THE 2000 LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT BLOCK GRANT
(LLEBG) FUNDS FROM THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
The American Fork City Council met in a public hearing on October
10 , 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 6:36p.m. Those present
included Mayor Pro-tem Don Hampton, Councilmembers Juel Belmont,
Keith Blake, Tom Hunter, and Ricky Storrs.
Mayor Barratt was
excused.
Others present included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn,
Howard Denney, Terry Fox, Rod Despain, Mr. & Mrs. Bill Jacob, and
Barbara Christiansen.
Mayor Pro-tem Hampton explained the purpose of the hearing was to
receive comment on the proposed use of the 2000 LLEBG Funds.
He
turned time over to Chief Fox.
Chief Fox noted that this was the fourth year receiving the grant .
The first year the grant was used for investigative equipment. The
second year the grant was used for a video imaging equipment. Last
year it was used for the speed trailer, and this year the
recommendation from the committee was to continue with the traffic
division and add one more Road King motorcycle.
He felt they were having an impact. Over the last ten months there
were 70 fewer traffic accidents. Of the citations issued 72% were
to those from outside of the community.
They had some spots in
town that they were working.
Prior to creating the Traffic
Division he couldn't graph the number of complaints regarding
speed. Now he does not get those types of complaints.
In order to have the Traffic Division they take from the Patrol
Division.
This third Traffic Division person would cover the
weekends.
Presently the Patrol Division had covered weekends.
The Committee included a member from the Prosecutor's Office, a
Non-Profit Organization, Law Enforcement, Court Clerks Office, and
the School District.
Councilman Storrs asked if there were other grants.
Chief Fox noted that they had participated
including Cops Fast and Cops More.

in

other

grants

Councilman Hampton observed that it was a great return for the
City.
The award was just less than $15,000 and the City's match
was $1,657.00 .
Councilman
Division.

Blake

asked

about

the

Traffic

Division

and

Patrol

Chief Fox responded that they still had the same overall manpower,
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but the focus was just a little different .
There being no further comment, the hearing concluded at 6:45p.m.
PUBLIC HEARING - 6:45 P.M. - RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
COMMENTS TO THE DEVELOPMENT CODE RELATING TO FENCING AND ACCESSORY
BUILDINGS AND PROVIDING FOR THE ADOPTION AND ENFORCEMENT OF THE
AMENDMENTS
The American Fork City Council met in a second public hearing on
October 10, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 6:45p.m. Those
present at the previous hearing were present at this hearing along
with Bob Carlisle .
Mayor Pro-tem Hampton explained the purpose of the hearing was to
receive comment regarding changes to the fencing and accessory
building provisions of the Development Code.
He asked Howard
Denney to comment on the proposed changes .
City Engineer Howard Denney explained that it allowed for higher
6-foot sport and other type fences.
The accessory building part had to do with the maximum size of a
detached building. Lots that were larger than the standard could
have larger accessory buildings than the previously allowed 750
square feet.
Bill Jacob asked how it would be dealt with.
Howard Denney stated that a request for a larger accessory building
under the new Ordinance would go through the Planning Commission.
Richard Colborn asked why it would need to go to the Planning
Commission and not just be approved through the Building Official.
Rod Despain explained that some lots were one acre and large
accessory buildings could be built that could then be converted to
other uses.
There being no further comment, the hearing concluded at 6:53 p.m.
PUBLIC HEARING - 7:00 P.M. - RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE PLACEMENT OF THE PROPERTY IN THE B. JOE BARNEY ANNEXATION AT
1125 EAST 1100 NORTH INTO THREE DIFFERENT ZONES, THE R1-9000 SINGLE
FAMILY RESIDENTIAL ZONE, THE PR-9000 PLANNED RESIDENTIAL ZONE, AND
THE PR-15,000 PLANNED RESIDENTIAL ZONE
The American Fork City Council met in a third public hearing on
October 10, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:00p.m. Those
present included Mayor Pro-tem Don Hampton, Councilmembers Juel
Belmont, Keith Blake, Ricky Storrs, and Tom Hunter. Mayor Barratt
was excused.
Others present included Carl Wanlass, Richard
Colborn, Howard Denney, Rod Despain, Terry Fox, Mr. & Mrs. Bill
Jacob, Bob Carlisle, Barbara Christiansen, John Heiner, and Vic
Deauvano.
2
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Mayor Pro-tem Hampton explained the purpose the hearing was to
receive comment regarding the placement of the property in the B .
Joe Barney Annexation in three different zones.
He asked for
comments.
Bob Carlisle asked what the difference was in the PR zones.
Rod Despain noted that PR zones allowed for multiple housing units
at about 4.3 units per acre.
It was not a difference of density,
but in the type of development.
Mr. Carlisle asked if there would be twin homes on the Barney
property.
Rod Despain answered that they were planned.
Councilmernber Belmont commented on the easterly piece with larger
building lots and the twin home lots to the west.
Rod Despain noted the zone allowed a little higher density on the
west side and was viewed as a transitory type area . The open space
would be connected to the Val Vista Park and would add to it for
about a 6-acre park.
Councilman Hampton asked what the advantage was in combining the
three parcels into one effort.
Rod Despain explained that the advantage to the B. Joe Barney
parcels was that it offered a wider opportunity for design.
Mr.
Carlisle's piece could act independently.
Councilman Belmont asked if there was a big call for twin homes.
Mr. Carlisle responded that he did not believe so.
Rod Despain added that by going to the twin home feature, it
allowed them to get the density.
The shape of the property was
difficult .
Councilmernber Belmont felt it strange that there would be larger
homes on the east side and twin homes on the west side.
Mr. Despain commented that decision was developer driven.
There being no further comment, hearing was adjourned at 7:11p.m.
PUBLIC HEARING- 7:10 P.M. -RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE ADDITION OF THE PLANNED TOWNSITE PROJECTS TO THE DEVELOPMENT
CODE AND PROVIDING FOR THE ADOPTION AND ENFORCEMENT OF THE
AMENDMENT
The American Fork City Council met in a fourth public hearing on
October 10, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:11 p.m. Those
present at the previous hearing were present at this hearing along
with some Scouts, their leaders, Doug Warren, Kevin Bennett, George
3

Brown, and three citizens.
Mayor Pro-tem Hampton explained the purpose of the hearing was to
receive comment regarding the addition of Planned Townsite Projects
to the City's Development Code. He asked Rod Despain to begin the
discussion.
Rod Despain noted that it was intended for those that wanted to
develop large tracts of land.
Vic Deauvano expressed concerns:
Recreational Resort - They thought that instead of talking about a
new zone, that the recreational zone could be included in the
Township Provisions.
Page 2, A Section 1 - Mr. Deauvano stated that they had talked to
the Board of Education and they want to choose the area for a
school based on housing.
The LDS Church had noted that they had
property selected for this area. The first paragraph talked about
promoting
"ingenuity in layout and design of
residential
neighborhood areas" and then number (7) in the second paragraph
says that it was to be done "all in the manner which is consistent
with the objectives of the General Plan for the area and the intent
of the underlying zone."
He felt that for a person who had
ingenuity and was going to put in something a little nicer that
there should be bonus zones. That was what they had talked about
in their plan and this seemed a little contradictory to create
ingenuity, create efficiency , and have a better layout with just
the underlying zone.
He felt the City needed to consider bonus
areas.
Councilman Blake noted that the wording was that it would be
consistent with the objectives of the General Plan.
The overall
intent. He asked how a larger project would go against the intent.
Mr. Deauvano stated that what he was asking for was that if a
larger project came in and upgraded the scale and created a
recreational facility within, that the City look at a bonus area.
Why do that if there were no provisions for bonuses.
Councilman Blake asked Mr. Deauvano
consistent with what he was saying.

what

wording

would

be

Mr. Deauvano wanted to sit down and work with Mr. Despain.
He
acknowledged that it was probably the first time the Council had
been through this proposal.
Page 2, A Section 3 - Mr. Deauvano felt that the development of a
more adequate stack of affordable housing units was something they
should take a look at. He reminded the Council that he had shown
them in the past some types of affordable housing. Every townsite
that he had been involved with had allowed for bonusing.
Page

3,

C Section 2

Mr.

Deauvano
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felt

that

approval

of

an
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annexation plan should take precedent because of the quality of the
project for instance.
Councilman Hampton asked Mr. Deauvano if it was suggested that the
Council circumvent the Planning Commission recommendation.
Mr. Deauvano commented that the Planning Commission was
appointed group and the City Council was an elected body.

an

Councilman Hampton stated that there was an appeal process
currently in place and any developer could bring it to the City
Council.
Page 4, D - Vic Deauvano suggested that the minimum project size be
100 acres. Also, that sometimes narrow sections of land should be
considered.
Page 4, E - Mr. Deauvano felt that the density did not meet the
average of what the City had done in the past seven years and was
not even close.
It would make all lots 12, 000 to 15, 000 square
feet.
They needed to look at the density.
They were doing
projects between 2.5 to six units per acre.
Rod Despain noted that the focus was on density not on square
footage.
This was the density criteria being proposed in the
General Plan.
It was an attack on the principals of the general
plan.
Vic Deauvano felt that two units to the acre were not conducive to
this area. They could not make it work in this area. The density
needed to be moved up by at least one or 1.5 units per acre. The
idea was to create a theme for the area. Exterior specifications
needed to coincide and bonuses should be provided for creating
those types of things. What they were promoting was some upgrading
in the area.
Doug Warren asked Councilmember Belmont what her argument was for
half acre lots on that much property.
Councilmember Belmont responded that she had seen many of them and
what happened was that the density and the bonusing were too high.
She noted that the Council was beyond the time for the regular
session to begin.
Mayor Pro-tem Hampton stated that they needed to bring the hearing
to a close.
The purpose of the hearing was not to call for a
position of a member of the Council, but it was for public input.
He appreciated the comments made, and asked that any additional
comments be submitted in writing or otherwise to the Planning
Commission or any member of the City Council.
Vic Deauvano commented that he knew that the Council only allotted
a certain amount of time for the hearing, but that this was an
important issue. Mr. Frandsen and himself and Mr. Warren and his
group combined together on 650 acres and he had been diligently
5
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working with the City for two years himself. It was the longest it
has taken for anything.
This should have some priority and they
should be able to meet with the Council in a work session.
Mayor Pro-tern Hampton reported that the Council respected the great
work that the Planning Commission had done in corning this far .
Mr. Deauvano added that Rod Despain had done a nice job with the
document, but to only have public comment for 20 minutes was not
enough.
Rod Despain noted that this was not on the agenda for action, this
was for comment only. He suggested that one possibility was that
the Council and the Planning Commission meet together to let the
Planning Commission discuss with them the basis on which the
recommendations were made .
The suggestion of bonusing and
increasing densities were matters that had been before the Planning
Commission and they had looked at those and said that they choose
to recommend otherwise.
Mayor Pro-tern Hampton felt that was an excellent suggestion.
He
asked for one last comment and then stated that they would move to
the regular session portion of the meeting .
Doug Warren asked to be able to attend and provide input from those
on his side of the table. Mixed housing in a township setting only
made sense .
Mayor Pro-tern Hampton stated that he would be invited to the work
session and asked to close the hearing.
Mr. Warren continued that mixed housing with commercial development
should be allowed in the area.
It should be well planned and it
was very important that the Council become objective in this matter
and to be hung up on density was a clouded thing.
The Council
needed to protect themselves and they needed to be careful about
the Ordinances that they signed into law.
Mayor Pro-tern Hampton concluded the hearing at 7:41p.m.
REGULAR SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a regular session on October
10, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:41p.m. Those present
included Mayor Pro-tern Don Hampton, Councilrnernbers Juel Belmont,
Keith Blake, Tom Hunter, and Ricky Storrs.
Mayor Barratt was
excused.
Others present included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn,
Howard Denney, Rod Despain, Kevin Bennett, Jay Christensen, Terry
Fox, Mr. & Mrs. Bill Jacob, John Heiner, Bob Carlisle, Kevin Mann,
Scouts from Troops 859 and 813, Dale Gunther, Barbara Christiansen,
Mayor Pro-tem Hampton was grateful to have Councilrnernber Belmont
back with them and that her contribution was very meaningful to
them.
6
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Kevin Mann led the audience in the Pledge
Councilman Keith Blake offered the prayer.

of

Allegiance

and

TWENTY-MINUTE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD - LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES PER
PERSON
Bill Jacob noticed that Heritage was not on the agenda and asked
where that was at.
Mayor Pro-tem Hampton responded that Mayor Barratt and he had been
invited to meet with Cory Bell last week and they were just about
finished with the reconciliation and some analysis of some other
numbers that they were putting together to present .
Mr. Jacob asked i f their arrears were brought up .
Councilman Hampton answered that the interest was not current and
that would be one of the items dis~ussed when they were put on the
next agenda or the following one at the latest.
Bill Jacob felt that it was all supposed to be taken care of by the
end of September .
Councilman Blake noted that the interest was in dispute.
Bill Jacob added that the motion back in June was to have it
brought current by the end of September.
He asked if it was the
City Council's position that Heritage was not in default.
Mayor Pro-tem Hampton stated that at this point that would be their
position.
The City Attorney has been giving them advice and the
Council felt it was wise to allow Heritage some time to make a
recommendation to them.
Mr . Jacob asked if the Council had discussed that.
Mayor Pro-tem stated that as a Council it had not been acted on
except as Councilman Blake had reminded them at the last Council
meeting, that it was part of the budget.
Bill Jacob asked
opinion.

if

the

City's Attorney had

rendered

a

legal

Mayor Pro-tem Hampton responded that there was nothing in writing
other than that they were in the process of working with the
Heritage Group. The Council was proceeding on the basis that they
felt that the amendment made by Councilman Blake when the budget
was passed covered the matter sufficiently.
Councilman Blake added that the payments at that time were behind
and the motion was to bring them current .
Bill Jacob commented that a couple of years ago, a businessman did
not pay his business license and the Council voted to prosecute him
for $35 and now these people were in arrears a couple of thousands
7

of dollars and the Council did not want to do anything.
(

George Brown asked
irrigation system.

about

the

water

issue

on

the

pressurized

Mayor Pro-tem Hampton stated that the RFP's were due on the 16th.
George Brown reminded the Council that Horrocks had done a study in
1994 on pressurized irrigation.
He offered his copy if another
could not be located.
Howard Denney noted that it was a study provided that had never
been adopted.
REPORT BY THE FAMILY LITERACY CENTER
This item would be placed on the next agenda.
REPORT OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR
The City Administrator had nothing to report at this time .
COUNCIL REPORTS
Councilman Hunter had nothing to report.
Councilmember Belmont reported that she had attended the ribbon
cutting for Fazoli's that would be opening for business tomorrow.
The City was happy to have them.
Councilmember Belmont thanked the ambulance personnel in American
Fork. She recalled that two years ago her father became very ill
and they had to call 911 and they were there very quickly and did
a good job.
She herself had just been the subject of a 911 call
and Ricky Storrs was the first one there and she could not thank
him and the ambulance crew enough.
Councilman Storrs had nothing to report.
Councilman Blake reported that the Council would be meeting on
Thursday at 4:00p.m. regarding the Bond. They were looking at an
$8 million bond for the police & courts building and almost $2
million on refinancing of the previous recreation and water bonds.
They would not do the fire & ambulance at this time. If they could
close the sale of the Heritage, they may not need to do the other
bond.
Councilman Hampton acknowledged a petition from citizens in the
area of 150 West 1120 North regarding a 4-way stop at the
intersection.
City Engineer Howard Denney reported that
going.

the

study was

still

Councilman Hampton reminded the Council that the RDA and the City
8
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Council would be meeting jointly on October 17 , 2000

1

at 7:00p . m.

Counc i lman Hunter reported that the Taxing Agency Committee had met
earlier in the day and would meet again at Noon on October 17,
2000.
Councilman Ham:pton reminded all about
Halloween 5K on October 28, 2000.

the

Chamber of

Commerce

MAYOR S REPORT
1

This item , in the Mayor/ s absence ,
Councilman Hampton's report .

was

partially

covered

in

ACTION ITEMS
REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE DEVELOPMENT CODE
RELATING TO FENCING AND ACCESSORY BUILDINGS AND PROVIDING FOR THE
ADOPTION AND ENFORCEMENT OF THE AMENDMENTS
Mayor Pro-tem Hampton noted that this had been the subject of the
6 : 45 p . m. public hearing.
Councilman Hunter moved to adopt Ordinance No. 2000-10-31 amending
the Development Code relating to fencing and accessory buildings
and providing for the adoption and enforcement of the amendments.
Councilman Storrs seconded the motion.

George Brown asked for the details of the changes.
Rod Despain explained that the ordinance addressed the circumstance
in which the heights of fences in excess of six feet would be
allowed such as safety, public facilities, security fences, and
sports courts and also fences on double frontage lots .
It also
addressed accessory buildings and changed the basis for calculating
the maximum size of an accessory building . Larger lots would allow
for larger accessory buildings.
Mayor Pro-tem Hampton thanked the Staff and Planning Commission for
addressing those issues .
All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE B . JOE BARNEY ANNEXATION CONSISTING OF
15.38 ACRES AT 1125 EAST 1100 NORTH INCLUDING THE ORDINANCE OF
ANNEXATION, ZONING OF THE PROPERTY, AND ALSO THE ANNEXATION
AGREEMENTS
Mayor Pro-tem Hampton commented that this was the subject of the
7 : 00 p.m. public hearing.
Councilman Hunter moved to adopt Ordinance No. 2000-10-32 approving
the B . Joe Barney Annexation consisting of 15.38 acres at 1125 East
1100 North and placement of the property in the R1-9000 Single
Family Residential zone, the PR-9000 Planned Residential zone , and
9
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the PR-15,000 Planned Residential zone, and also the annexation
agreements.
Councilman Storrs seconded the motion.
All were in
favor.

REVIEW
AND
ACTION
ON
SUBDIVISIONS,
COMMERCIAL
PROJECTS,
CONDOMINIUMS, AND PUD'S INCLUDING 1) PLAT APPROVAL; 2) METHOD OF
SATISFACTION OF WATER RIGHTS REQUIREMENTS; 3) POSTING OF AN
IMPROVEMENT BOND OR SETTING OF A TIME FRAME FOR IMPROVEMENT
INSTALLATION ; AND 4) AUTHORIZATION TO SIGN THE FINAL PLAT AND
ACCEPTANCE OF ALL DEDICATIONS TO THE PUBLIC AND TO HAVE THE PLAT
RECORDED
a.

Review and action on the final glat of the Wendel Subdivision
consisting of 2 lots at 82 West 200 North
Councilman Storrs moved to approve the final plat of the
Wendel Subdivision, to authorize the Mayor and Council to sign
the plat, accept the dedications and have the plat recorded
subject to: 1} Placement of street addresses for each lot on
the final plat before recording, and 2} Removal of nonconforming garage on lot 2.
Councilman Hunter ·seconded the
motion. All were in favor.

b.

Review and action on the final glat of the Quail Hollow North
Plat B Subdivision consisting of 19 lots at 1375 North 70 East
Councilman Hunter moved to approve the final plat of the Quail
Hollow North Plat B Subdivision, to authorize the Mayor and
Council to sign the plat, accept the dedications and have the
plat recorded, subject to the following:
1} Receipt of a
letter of approval from the American Fork Irrigation Company,
2} Receipt of copies of deeds evidencing conveyance of
derelict parcels to adjacent property owners, and 3} Receipt
of outstanding boundary line agreement documents. Councilman
Storrs seconded the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION INDICATING THE CITY'S INTENT TO
ANNEX THE G.G. ANNEXATION AT 650 WEST 750 NORTH CONSISTING OF
APPROXIMATELY 10.85 ACRES
Councilman Storrs moved to adopt Resolution No. 2000-10-39R
indicating the City's intent to annex the G.G. Annexation at 650
West 750 North consisting of approximately 10.85 acres. Councilman
Blake seconded the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A DESIGN BUILD CONTRACT WITH JACOBSEN/MHTN TO
DESIGN, BUILD, AND PROVIDE CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT SERVICES FOR THE
POLICE & COURTS AND THE FIRE & AMBULANCE
Carl Wanlass reported that Section 5.1.2 had payment due within 10
days of an invoice and that was changed to 25 days.
In Section
13.1 they broke out the components of the police & courts and the
fire & ambulance and limited right now the amount of payments for
the design portion and limited the amount to Jacobsen Construction
for pre design work.
This contract would be good until the

10
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addendum was approved.
The addendum would have the guaranteed
maximum price and any payments would be part of the Guaranteed
Maximum Price. He did not expect that back for at least 60 days.
Dale Gunther stated that it was his understanding that if the bond
election passed they would contract first for the police & courts .
Mayor Pro-tem Hampton stated that was still the case.
Councilman Blake stated that this contract did allow them to pay
for the services already rendered. If the City proceeded with the
building they would pay for part of the work, up to the maximum.
The amount of the percentage of the gross amount would not increase
any.
Carl Wanlass added that it was still limited to the gross maximum
price even for the prior work .
Councilman Blake added that the limit had not changed.
Mr. Gunther thought MHTN had been paid for what they had done for
the previous bond and paid in full.
There was some discussion
previously whether to go with them or with someone else. MHTN said
they would do some work free and try to keep the project together.
Now what was being said was that it was the understanding that the
rework would be incorporated in the design build and if they got
the go ahead with the contract, they would be paid.
For the free
work, they were risking not getting paid, but if it did go they
anticipated that the City would pay them for the work they had
done.
Carl Wanlass commented that they would do 100 hours pro-bono if the
project was accepted by the Council.
Councilman Blake noted that they had done additional work since
that time.
Kevin Bennett stated that it said, the design work up to 100
additional hours will be provided pro-bono by the Design Build Team
of MHTN providing architectural services and if design work beyond
the given hours is required by American Fork City Council, it will
be billed at the same rates.
The City would pay for anything
beyond the 100 hours.
Councilman Blake felt that clarified it.
Dale Gunther asked if they had done additional design work on the
fire & ambulance.
Carl Wanlass stated that they had through the recent public hearing
process and that was billable hours.
Mr. Gunther asked if the City was going to contract with them for
the fire & ambulance building or if they were going to wait for the
11
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study of the existing building.
Carl Wanlass stated that they would wait.
Bill Jacob asked if
existing building.

the feasibility

study was underway on the

Mayor Pro-tem Hampton reported that it was underway and was being
done by Cooper-Roberts Architects .
Dale Gunther asked if after the feasibility study was complete, if
the Council would then decide as to whether to remodel or to build
new and if they remodeled the existing building, would they have
Jacobsen/MHTN do that.
Carl Wanlass noted that they were committed to the design build
team.
Mayor Pro-tem Hampton stated that the design build team was to
cover the police & courts and the fire & ambulance.
Dale Gunther expressed some reservations that Jacobsen/MHTN were
going to get the fire and ambulance.
His concern was that in
talking with Peter Moyes over the past year, Mr. Moyes was dead set
against using the existing building. Mr. Gunther was not sure that
they would have the right people in place and encouraged the
Council to make that decision after they had all the facts.
Carl Wanlass noted that when they accepted the RFP's it included
both the police & courts and the fire & ambulance.
Mayor Pro-tem Hampton noted that in fairness to Peter Moyes, they
all had opinions on how things ought to be done and he thought that
Mr. Moyes' opinion was that it may not be the best route to go, but
that he would do the best job that could be done.
Bill Jacob did not think that it was fully disclosed that MHTN had
them tied up for everything.
Mayor Pro-tem Hampton responded that it was his recollection that
MHTN was to be involved in all of it. He asked Councilman Blake to
bring them up to date at the next Council meeting.
Councilman Blake stated that he would.
He did not feel it would
hurt to approve the contract with the declaration in that a final
decision on the fire & ambulance was still in the future.
Kevin Bennett noted the only thing unclear was the maximum amount.
Reference to the fire & ambulance should then be taken out
altogether.
Councilman Blake felt that the fire & ambulance would need to be
removed from Section 13.1.1
Mr. Bennett suggested that the Council had accepted Jacobsen/MHTN's
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letter in April and they could prepare an invoice on what they had
done after the 100 hours and leave this out.
Dale Gunther expressed his concern that he was personally involved
in sending a letter out to all registered voters encouraging them
to vote for the bond, and that he had indicated that police and
courts were needed now and thought that he had communicated that
the decision on fire & ambulance would be made after the evaluation
of the alternatives.
He did not want to be accused of
misrepresentation.
Carl Wanlass added that the City did not want to misrepresent to
the design build team either because after the election the City
had asked them to change the footprint through the public hearing
process.
Mayor Pro-tem Hampton noted that this contract was not for the
construction of the building, but for the design.
He asked Mr .
Gunther if he felt that he had implied to the community that they
would not even make a decision on who would do the design work
until some time in the future.
Mr. Gunther responded that what he thought he was relying on was
the recommendation of the citizens' committee, of which he was a
member, to do a feasibility study on the existing building and then
the decision would be made as to what to do.
He felt that to
contract with Jacobsen/MHTN to do anything on the fire & ambulance
at this point , in his opinion , meant that he had misrepresented to
the public what his understanding was of the resolution and the
committee's recommendation.
Mayor Pro-tem Hampton stated that it was the City's intent not to
turn anyone loose on the fire & ambulance until first of all the
feasibility study was complete and that was not expected for 30
days .
Dale Gunther added that if he had the imminent detail and reviewed
it, he might be comfortable, but all he saw was the agenda item.
Councilman Blake felt that they could strike that one phrase.
Councilman Blake moved to approve the contract with striking the
one phrase in Section 13.1.1, ... "and up to a maximum of 4.5% of
$2,000,000 for the Fire/Ambulance Building."

Councilman Blake continued that they could still pay them for the
prior work and could still make a future decision on it.
Councilman Blake included in his motion that they be paid for their
work completed to date over and above the free work.
Councilman
Hunter seconded the motion.

(

George Brown observed that 1) Dale and RoseAnn Gunther were
extremely instrumental in the passing of the bond, and 2) he
reminded the Council that the City had already paid Jacobsen/MHTN
13
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$190,000 prior to the bond being defeated the first time and that
had to go a long way toward some of the work that they had done
now.
They did not need to feel too badly about compensation to
Jacobsen/MHTN.
Dale Gunther added that he had high respect for MHTN and for
Jacobsen and he just felt some anxiety about misrepresenting to the
public.
He appreciated the Council being sensitive to that
feeling.
Mayor Pro-tem Hampton stated that the Council did respect that
concern. He added that they sincerely appreciate the effort that
Mr. Gunther and his wife had put forth.
Kevin Bennett stated that in Section 13.1.1 the reference to fire
& ambulance needed to be deleted and the word, "facilities" needed
to be changed to "facility."
Councilman Blake included the additional change as explained just
previous by the City Attorney. Councilman Hunter agreed with his
second. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON CALLING FOR RFP'S FOR THE DESIGN OF A NEW
CULINARY WATER TANK

(

Mayor Pro-tem Hampton explained that this would be a motion to
ratify the RFP' s for the water tank as they had already been
released.
Councilman Blake moved to ratify the RFP's for the culinary water
tank. Councilman Storrs seconded the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF A QUIT-CLAIM DEED FROM
KATHRYN R. PHELON FOR REAL PROPERTY AT 136 NORTH WEST STATE ROAD
City Engineer Howard Denney reported that this was in front of Timp
Rental and was for the widening of the roadway .
Councilman Hunter moved to accept the quit-claim deed from Kathryn
R. Phelan for real property at 136 North West State Road.
Councilman Storrs seconded the motion and asked that a letter of
thanks be sent. All were in favor.

REPORT AND ACTION ON CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS ITEMS INCLUDING CHANGE
ORDERS
Carl Wanlass explained that there was one change order on the 300
North 200 West intersection project in the amount of $13,171. Of
that amount $957.00 would be reimbursed back to the City.
The
change order was the result of the City Engineer's negotiation for
construction easements.
Councilman Hampton appreciated his effort noting that Mr. Denney
was able to accomplish all that was necessary in the way of land
acquisition and easements .
14
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Councilman Blake moved to approve the change order.
Belmont seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Councilmember

REPORT AND ACTION ON PLANNING COMMISSION ITEMS
Councilman Hunter reported that the Planning Commission at their
October 4, 2000, meeting approved with conditions a site plan for
AT&T Wire Services for a cellular antenna on an existing pole at 81
North Merchant Street; approved a site plan for a day care facility
at the American Fork Hospital at 120 North 1100 East; approved with
conditions the amended final plat for Baker Estates Plat A at 275
East 500 North; approved with conditions the final plat of Apple
Creek Subdivision consisting of 4 lots at 945 North 500 East;
discussed a resort zone; discussed elements of the General Plan;
and discussed the Cooper & Hansen and the Lamoreaux No. 2
Annexations .
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE SEPTEMBER 26, 2000, MINUTES
Councilman Blake moved approval of the September 26, 2000, minutes
as presented. Councilman Storrs seconded the motion. Voting was
as follows:
Aye, Councilmembers Blake, Hampton, Hunter, and
Storrs. Abstain, Councilmember Belmont. The motion carried.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE OCTOBER 5, 2000, WORK SESSION MINUTES
Councilman Hampton had some small housecleaning items.
(They
included on page 2 line 23, change "development" to "developments."
On page 3 line 38, change "work" to "working.")
Councilman Blake moved approval of the October 5, 2000, work
session minutes with the housecleaning items from Councilman
Hampton.
Councilman Hunter seconded the motion.
Voting was as
follows: Aye, Councilmembers Belmont, Blake, Hampton, and Hunter.
Abstain, Councilman Storrs. The motion carried.

FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT INCLUDING ACTION ON THE APPROVAL OF CITY
BILLS FOR PAYMENT
Councilman Blake moved approval of the City bills for payment.
Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion. All were in favor.
Councilmember Belmont moved approval of the purchase requests over
$1,000. Councilman Blake seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Councilman Blake noted that it approved purchase requests that
would be reimbursed from the LLEBG for the motorcycle and related
equipment.
Councilmember Belmont moved approval of the manual checks for
September.
Councilman Blake seconded the motion.
All were in
favor.

ADJOURNMENT
15

Councilman Storrs moved adjournment at 8:44 p.m.
Belmont seco
d he motion. All were in favor.

~~~-
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Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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Councilmember

AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
OCTOBER 12, 2000
NOTICE AND AGENDA OF
SPECIAL SESSION
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in a Special Session on October 12, 2000, in the American Fork
City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 4:00 p.m.
The
agenda shall be as follows:
SPECIAL SESSION
1.
2.

3.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Consideration for adoption of a Resolution authorizing the
issuance and sale of not more than $10, 000, 000 aggregate
principal amount of American Fork City, Utah County, Utah
General Obligation Building and Refunding Bonds, Series 2000;
and related matters.
Adjournment.

Dated this 2 day of October, 2000 .

rt_ h.

(Q[L

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
OCTOBER 12, 2000

(
SPECIAL SESSION

The American Fork City Council met in a special session on October
12, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 4:02p.m. Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont, Keith
Blake, Tom Hunter, and Ricky Storrs. Councilman Hampton called and
stated that he would not be able to be in attendance.
Others
present included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn, James Matsumori,
Chief Terry Fox, and Jim Rayburn .
Mayor Barratt expressed appreciation to the Council
accommodation to be in attendance at this meeting.

making

Councilman Storrs led the Pledge of Allegiance and Councilman Blake
offered the prayer.
A Certificate of Compliance with the Open Meeting Law was provided
to the Council by the City Recorder.
CONSIDERATION FOR ADOPTION OF A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE ISSUANCE
AND SALE OF NOT MORE THAN $10 000 000 AGGREGATE PRINCIPAL AMOUNT OF
AMERICAN FORK CITY. UTAH COUNTY, UTAH GENERAL OBLIGATION BUILDING
AND REFUNDING BONDS. SERIES 2000; AND RELATED MATTERS
I

I

Mayor Barratt introduced James Matsumori with George K.
Company.

Baum &

Mr. Matsumori explained this Parameters Resolution was necessary to
start a 30-day contest period before they could deliver the bond
proceeds . A notice would go into the newspaper . The actual bond
would need to be within the parameters set in the Resolution. The
Resolution states that it was not to exceed $10 million at rates
not to exceed 6.25% to mature in not more than 20 years and to be
sold at a price not less than 96 percent of par.
He continued that the City had five outstanding GO bonds. Two were
at zero percent and were State Loans and State Bonds.
The other
three issues were sold to the public and two of those had
maturities outstanding bearing interest rates of 6.8% and 6.85%.
He suggested that it would be in the City's best interest if they
refinanced portions of those higher interest bonds with this new
bond at rates significantly less.
The two issues that would be
refinanced were a portion of the Fitness Center Bonds from 1992 and
a portion of the Water Bonds from 1991.
If the interest rates
held, they would be able to save the City approximately $100,000.
Councilman Blake asked about the term end.
Mr.
Matsumori stated that it would stay the same.
The
corresponding portion would not extend the maturity. Between now
1

(

and November 14, 2000, they were not obligated to roll in the
refunding.
They could strip that portion out.
There was some
magic in a $10 million issue. If a municipality issued $10 million
or less i n a calendar year banks and other financial institutions
could bid on the bonds and deduct from their bid certain carrying
charges that could translate into a tenth of percent.
Councilman Storrs asked if this would hurt the potential issuance
of fire and ambulance bonds.
Mr. Matsumori stated that it would not. He added that the refunded
$2 million would be placed in an escrow account and it paid off the
old bonds.
There were some economies of scale by blending the
refinancing with a new issue.
Mayor Barratt asked if there were any questions.
Mr. Matsumori commented that they were looking at about 5.5%. He
explained that purchasers liked to buy bonds at a discount rate and
the 96 percent provided another option.
Councilman Blake asked if this Resolution was approved , if it would
go out on November 14 , 2000.

(

James Matsumori explained that at the November 14, 2000, meeting
they would have a firm rate in hand and it would include whether or
not the refunding was included.
The money would be delivered on
November 29, 2000.
Carl Wanlass noted that the City would be reimbursed for some of
the costs they had incurred. There were some blessings of earning
interest at the rate 6 . 8% in the State Treasurer's Pool, 6 . 8% and
the City could do that for two years. It was anticipated that the
buildings would take 20 months to construct.
Councilman Blake moved to adopt Resolution No.
2000-10-40R
approving the Bond Resolution.
Councilman Storrs seconded the
motion. All were in favor.
ADJOURNMENT
Councilman Hunter moved adjournment at 4:17p.m.
seconded the motion. All were in favor.

L h. Q!)L
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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Councilman Storrs

\

AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
AMERICAN FORK REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY
OCTOBER 17, 2000
NOTICE OF JOINT SESSION
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council and the
American Fork City Redevelopment Agency will meet in a joint
session on Tuesday, October 17, in the American Fork City Hall, 31
North Church Street, commencing at 7:00p.m. The agenda shall be
as follows :
PUBLIC HEARING
Receiving of public comment regarding:
(1)
(2)
(3 )

A preliminary economic development plan entitled "Egg Farm
Economic Development Plan" (the "Economic Development Plan")
and its report (the "Report").
A proposed project area budget entitled "Egg Farm Project Area
Budget" (the "Project Area Budget").
Whether or not the preliminary Economic Development plan,
Report and Project Area Budget should be adopted, rejected or
amended .

ACTION ITEMS
1.

2.
3.
4.

Review and action on the adoption of a preliminary economic
development plan entitled "Egg Farm Economic Development Plan"
(the "Economic Development Plan")
and its report
(the
"Report" )
Review and action on the adoption of a proposed project area
budget entitled "Egg Farm Project Area Budget" (the "Project
Area Budget" )
Other business .
Adjournment .

Dated this 10 day of October, 2000.

Lk-©JL
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder

AMERICAN FORK REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY
AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
OCTOBER 17, 2000

(
JOINT SESSION

ATTACHMENTS

(2}

The American Fork Redevelopment Agency and the American Fork City
Council met in Joint Session on October 17 , 2000 , in the City Hall
commencing at 7:07p.m. Those present included members of the City
Council who are also the members of the RDA.
They included
Chairman of the RDA and Mayor Ted B. Barratt, Councilmembers and
members of the RDA Don Hampton, Tom Hunter, Juel Belmont, and Ricky
Storrs.
Keith Blake was excused.
Others present included Carl
Wanlass, Richard Colborn, Jonnalyne Walker, Randall S. Feil, Curtis
Wolthuis, Barbara Christiansen, and Reed Bromley.
PUBLIC HEARINGS - RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING:
(1 )

A preliminary economic development plan entitled "Egg Farm
Economic Development Plan" (the "Economic Development Plan" )
and its report (the "Report").

(2)

A proposed project area budget entitled "Egg Farm Project Area
Budget" (the "Project Area Budget").

(3)

Whether or not the preliminary Economic Development Plan,
Report, and Project Area Budget should be adopted, rejected or
amended.

Chairman/Mayor Barratt explained that this was the time and date
set for a combined and joint , RDA and City Council , public hearing
regarding the Egg Farm Economic Development Project Area, Plan,
Report and Budget. He introduced Legal Counsel Randall S. Feil.
Purpose of Joint Hearing. Randall S. Feil explained that this was
a technical process and one of many steps that needed to be
followed. He explained the purpose of the Joint Public Hearing by
reading a Joint Summary Statement which is included in these
minutes as ATTACHMENT 1, along with the documents identified
therein.

The proposed Project Area was designated by the RDA on September
12, 2000, by Resolution No. 2000-RA-02R.
Written or Oral Objections. Chairman/Mayor Barratt stated that no
written objections to the adoption of the preliminary Economic
Development Plan entitled "Egg Farm Economic Development Plan"
dated September 8, 2000, nor to the adoption of the proposed
Project Area Budget had been received by the RDA, City Council, nor
its members.
Since no written objections had been received, it
would only be necessary to consider any oral objections at this
time.
Chairman/Mayor Barratt asked if there were any oral objections to
be presented. There were none.
1
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Review of the Egg Farm Economic Development Project Area Budget.
Jonnalyne Walker explained that the Taxing Agency Committee had met
in two meetings.
In the first one, the School District had a
concern of getting a million dollars to help mitigate their
contemplated impact. Today at their second meeting, the Committee
approved a 24-year budget providing for teh Agency to receive 75%
tax increment.
This meant that each taxing entity would receive
their portion of the 25% flow through. Twenty percent of the tax
increment would go to housing.
The Agency has not requested a
waiver of the housing increment and anticipates spending 20% for
housing.
The base year was 1999 and the project area had an
assessed value of $999,777 and was based on the records of the Utah
County Assessor and adjusted from greenbelt and established as
their fair market value. The project tax increment to be generated
over the 24 years was $11,544 , 060.
The increment would be
triggered in 2002 . She asked if there were any questions.
Councilman Don Hampton commented that housing would receive
$1 , 727 , 000 and felt that would help the community.
Ms . Walker added that the Agency would receive money for housing on
an annual basis.
Councilmember Belmont noted that the City had some older housing in
a Historic District that was in need of refurbishing and asked if
that money could be used.
Randall S . Feil responded that it could to the extent that the
housing that was refurbished was occupied by someone who qualified
under the definition for income targeted housing .
Councilman Hampton asked about the calculations for the eligible
project expenditures.
Jonnalyne Walker reviewed the calculations for the project
expenditures that were eligible.
They had identified about $2.8
million in improvements that had already gone into the project. An
additional road was identified as being needed in the future.
Councilman Hampton thanked Ms. Walker for her work and commended
her on a job well done.
Report of the Taxing Agency Committee.
Randall S. Feil reported
that Ms. Walker had alluded to much of what had happened in the
first Taxing Agency Meeting and in the second Taxing Agency Meeting
earlier today.
There were serious concerns raised by the school
district about the original 15-year budget with the Agency taking
100% of the increment.
The Committee did the right thing to
consider other proposals.
Because the Taxing Agency Committee
approved a different budget than the one submitted, he reported
changes to the September 8, 2000, Plan.
The Plan had only one
change on page 17 and that was that the Agency had proposed to take
100% of the increment for 15 years and that was changed to 75% of
the increment for 24 years.
Mr. Feil continued that changes to the Report were a little more
2
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complicated because it contained a lot of numbers from the budget.
He distributed a copy of the Report with the first three pages
being Errata Sheets with blacklining showing the changes.
He
reviewed the changes.
The Errata Sheets are included in these
minutes as ATTACHMENT 2.
Question Period regarding the "Egg Farm Economic Development
Project Area Budget ." Chairman / Mayor Barratt asked if there were
any questions . There were none.
Review of preliminary Egg Farm Economic Development Plan and Report
to Plan. Randall S. Feil asked if there was anyone from the public
that wanted the Plan reviewed. There was no response.
Councilmember Belmont asked for a review.
Mr. Feil explained that the Plan contained various definitions ,
identified the area as being 97 . 06 acres, analysis and statements
that were required by State Statute including layout of streets and
population densities.
The more important parts began on page 5
showing the economic development objectives.
It was noted that Councilman Hunter had an appointment and needed
to leave by 8:00 p.m.
Chairman/Mayor Barratt asked if
Councilmember Belmont had a specific concern .
Councilmember Belmont explained that her concerns were general
design objectives and that what was proposed, was built.
Randall S. Feil explained that there was no entitlement by a
developer to receive any tax increment money. In order to get any
entitlement they would have to negotiate an agreement with the
Agency. In that agreement the Agency could put in what they wanted
over and above the normal zoning requirements.
There was an
opportunity in there to provide for the concern of design criteria .
Councilmember Belmont commented that if they had that latitude that
was very good, but she did not want to see things go up along the
freeway that had gone up in the recent past which was not
necessarily good for the County nor for the City.
She wanted to
have parameters.
Mr. Feil explained that could not be done in this plan, but it
would need to be done in the future in connection with an agreement
with the developer.
Councilmember Belmont added that what she had seen in the past
regarding this development was very good. Those were her concerns.
Questions
Period
regarding
Preliminary
Plan
and
Report.
Chairman/Mayor Barratt asked if there were any questions.
Councilmember Belmont stated that having been reassured that there
was another time to address those issues, she was willing to move
forward to the action items.
3
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Public response Portion of the Public Hearing.
Chairman/Mayor
Barratt invited anyone in attendance being an owner, or interested
party , or taxing entity to give evidence. There were none .
Mr . Feil noted that since there was no public comment , the Summary
of Findings would be accurate as provided.
Closing of the Joint Hearing. Chairman/Mayor Barratt called for a
motion to close the public hearing.
Councilman Hampton moved to close the public hearing portion of the
meeting.
Councilman Hunter seconded the motion.
All were in
favor.

Chairman/Mayor Barratt called for a motion to recess as a City
Council and meet only as an RDA .
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY SESSION
Councilman Hampton moved to recess as a City Council and convene
only as a Redevelopment Agency at 7:40p.m. Councilmember Belmont
seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Summary of Findings.
Randall S. Feil explained that the Agency
would need to consider to approve or disapprove the Summary of
Findings and Supporting Documents for the Redevelopment Agency of
American Fork City.
Don Hampton moved to adopt the Summary of Findings and Supporting
Documents for the Redevelopment Agency of American Fork City. Juel
Belmont seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Resolution adopting the Egg Farm Economic Development Plan and
Report. Mr. Feil explained that the next item would be action on
a Resolution adopting the Egg Farm Economic Development Plan.
Don Hampton moved to adopt Resolution No. 2000-RA-06R adopting the
Egg Farm Project Area Economic Development Plan of September 8,
2000, and the Report as it had been amended and presented to them
tonight.
Juel Belmont seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Resolution adopting the Egg Farm Economic Development Project Area
Budget.
Randall S. Feil explained that the next item would be
action on a Resolution adopting the Egg Farm Economic Development
Project Area Budget as approved by the Taxing Agency Committee on
October 17, 2000.
Don Hampton moved to adopt Resolution No. 2000-RA-07R adopting the
budget for the Egg Farm Economic Development Project Area covering
a 24-year period as discussed.
Tom Hunter seconded the motion.
All were in favor.

Randall S.
meeting.

Feil

explained
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Closing of the RDA meeting. Don Hampton moved to adjourn the RDA
meeting at 7 : 45p.m . Tom Hunter seconded the motion. All were in
favor.
CITY COUNCIL SESSION
Councilman Hunter moved to enter back into the City Council
meeting.
Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion. All were in
favor.

Summary of Findings. Mr . Feil explained that it was time for the
Counc i l to act on the Summary o f Findings and Supporting Documents .
Councilman Hunter moved to adopt the Summary of Findings and
Supporting Documents fo__r____th.e-Egg_Rarm Project Area. Counci lmember
Belmont seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Ordinance adopting the Egg Farm Plan and Report . Randall S. Feil
explained that the Plan and Report needed to be considered for
adoption by Ordinance of the City Council.
Councilman Hunter moved to adopt Ordinance No. 2000-10-33 adopting
the Egg Farm Economic Development Project Area Economic Development
Plan Entitled,
"Egg Farm Economic Development Plan," dated
September 8, 2000, and its report as presented. Councilman Hampton
seconded the motion . All were in favor.

Other Business.
Mayor Barratt noted that the last City Council
meeting normally scheduled for December 26,
2000, would be
canceled.
The Council was supportive of the cancellation.
Mayor Barratt stated that the City Christmas Party was scheduled
for December 19, 2000, at the Colonial House.
Mayor Barratt stated that the Council had received a memo from Mr.
Wanlass regarding a retreat and two sets of dates, February 9 & 10
and February 23 & 24.
He asked that they respond back as soon as
possible.
Councilmember Belmont preferred February 23 & 24.
Mayor Barratt thanked Mr. Feil and Jonnalyne Walker
assistance.
It had been a long day.

for

their

Councilman Hampton acknowledged Reed Bromley's patience in working
this through with all the taxing agencies.
Adjournment.

Councilman Hampton moved adjournment at 8:03 p.m.
Cou~m~~r~ seconded the motion.
All were in favor.

Richard M. Colborn
Executive Director/City Recorder
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ATTACHMENT 1 TO 10-17-2000 CC-RDA MINUTES - PAGE 1 OF 84

JOINT STATEMENT AT COMBINED PUBLIC HEARING
(Economic Development Hearing, Public Information, Public Input and
Hearing On Economic Development Plan, Report and Project Area Budget )

(

The minutes should show that this is the time and the date set for a combined and joint
public hearing on the Egg Farm Economic Development Project Area, Plan, Report and Budget
and for public input conducted by the Redevelopment Agency of American Fork City and the City
of American Fork on Tuesday, October 17, 2000 at 7:00p.m. in the City Council Conference
Room, 31 North Church Street, American Fork City, Utah, pursuant to Notice. The purposes of
this combined and joint public hearing are to:
(1) inform the public about the proposed Egg Farm Economic Development Project Area
(the "Project Area") and related Economic Development Plan;
(2) allow persons objecting to the proposed Project Area or Economic Development Plan,
Report or Project Area Budget or denying the regularity of any of the proceedings, to appear
before the Agency and the City Council and show cause why the proposed Economic
Development Plan, Report and Project Area Budget should not be adopted;
(3) allow public input into the Agency's deliberations and considerations regarding the
proposed Economic Development Plan, Report and Project Area Budget and whether the
Economic Development Plan, Report and Project Area Budget should be adopted, rejected, or
amended.
The following documents will be made part of the public hearing record:

1.

A Notice ofPublic Hearing as required by Section 17A-2-1222, Utah Code
Annotated, has been given by publication in the American Fork Citizen
Newspaper. Certified copies of the proof of publication will be filed with the
minutes of the public hearing.

I
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2.

A Notice of Budget Hearing as required by Section 17A-2-1222, Utah Code
Annotated, has been given by publication in the American Fork Citizen
Newspaper. Certified copies of the proof of publication will be filed with the
minutes of the public hearing.

3.

The Redevelopment Agency by Resolution No. 99-RA-02R dated September 14,
144~ "266& formally designated an area in American Fork City as a redevelopment
survey area, as provided by Section 17 A-2-1204, Utah Code Annotated, and a
copy of this Resolution will be made part of the minutes of this public hearing.

4.

A Notice dated September 8, 2000 executed by Ted B. Barratt, Mayor of
American F ark City and Richard Colborn as Executive Director of the Redevelopment Agency was mailed, by certified mail, to each owner of record,
owning property within the boundaries of the proposed Project Area. Copies of
said Notice and a list of said owners, together with certificates of mailing shall be
attached to the record of this hearing.

5.

A Notice dated September 8, 2000 executed by Ted B. Barratt, Mayor of
American F ark City and Richard Colborn as Executive Director of the Redevelopment Agency was mailed, by certified mail, to each owner of record,
owning property within 300 feet of the boundaries of the proposed Project Area.
Copies of said Notice and a list of said owners, together with certificates of
mailing shall be attached to the record of this hearing.

6.

A Notice dated September 8, 2000 executed by Ted B. Barratt, Mayor of
American F ark City and Richard Colborn as Executive Director of the Redevelopment Agency was mailed, by certified mail, to each taxing agency
incorporating the provisions required by Section 17 A-2-1259, Utah Code
Annotated. A copy of said Notice, together with a certificate of mailing will be
attached to the minutes of this public hearing.

7.

The American F ark City Planning Commission submitted a report as provided by
Section 17A-2-1213, Utah Code Annotated, indicating that the proposed
Economic Development Plan is consistent with the master plan of the City, as
well as other City plans for the development of the area or capital improvement
plans of the City and a copy of said report will be filed with the minutes of this
public hearing.

8.

The proposed Economic Development Plan entitled, "Egg Farm Economic
Development Plan" containing the provisions required by the Utah Neighborhood
Development Act, has been available for public inspection at the office of the
Redevelopment Agency since September 8, 2000. Copies of said Plan are
available at this hearing and may be reviewed by interested parties.

(

(
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9.

A proposed Report on the Economic Development Plan as required by Section
17A-2-1220, Utah Code Annotated, as amended, is attached to the Economic
Development Plan.

10.

A Notice of Meeting as required by Section 52-4-6, Utah Code Annotated, has
been given by publication and a copy of the Notice, together with a copy of the
agenda and a certificate of mailing shall be attached to the record of this public
hearing.

The public hearing record should show that the designation of the proposed Project Area
was made on September 12, 2000 by Resolution No. 200~RA-Ol:R.
The Redevelopment Agency and the City Council are holding this public hearing pursuant
to Section 17A-2-1211(1)(a)(ii), Utah Code Annotated, which states:
(1) (a) An agency shall hold the following public hearings:
(ii) at least one public hearing shall be held to allow public
comment on agency deliberations on approving the redevelopment
plan pursuant to Section 17A-2-1221; and
The Redevelopment Agency and the City Council are also holding this public hearing pursuant
to the provisions of Section 17A-2-1211(1)(a)(iii) which reads as follows:

(iii) for redevelopment plans adopted on or after January 1, 1997,
the agency shall hold at least one public hearing to allow public
comment on the proposed project area budget.
The Agency is also holding this hearing pursuant to Section 17A-2-1224 U.C.A., which states:
At the hour set in the notice in Section 17A-2-1222 of this Act for
hearing_ objections, the legislative body shall proceed to hear and
pass upon all written and oral objections. Before adopting the
Project Area Redevelopment Plan, the legislative body shall
consider the report of the Agency, and all evidence and testimony
for and against the adoption of the Plan.
Section 12ll(l)(b)(i) ofthe Act states:

- 3 -
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(

(b) (i) An agency may combine the public · hearing on the
preliminary plan under Section 17 A-2-1221 and the public hearing
on the proposed project area budget under Subsection ( 1)(a)(iii).
The public hearing record should indicate that the City and the Agency have decided to
combine these two hearings into one.
Mr. Chairperson, the public record should reflect that at the time of commencement of this

public hearing, neither the redevelopment agency nor the City Council has received from any
landowner, taxing entity or interested party any written or oral objections to the adoption of the
preliminary Economic Development Plan entitled "Egg Farm Economic Development Plan" dated
September 8, 2000 or to the adoption of the proposed Project Area· Budget. Since no written
objections have been received, it will only be necessary to consider any oral objections to the adoption
of the preliminary economic development plan which may be made this evening.

- 4 -
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I
AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION

STATE OF UTAH
ss.
County of Utah

Joint public hearing notice·•• Egg Farm
PUBUSHED JOINT 16'58" W, a distance of mit comments concernPUBLIC
HEARING 541.63 feet; thence N 89 ing the 1/.i)ject matter of .
NOTICE· EGG FARM
.deo. 49'22"W, a distance the PutXic Heamg prior
(City · Council · of ' of i 388.35 teet: thence S to the date of the hear·
American Fork , .and · oo deg. ~·3r
a dis- i1g.
.
. Board of Directors .
tance of 1303.54 feet; !'
Persons or entiof
'
the thence 01 deg. 44'20" . : ties having objections to.
Redevelopment Age~ . E. a distance of ·80.07 •I the proposed Project
of Amencan Fork City)
feet; thence N 37 deg. · Area
Economic
NOT1CE IS HEREBY . 36'24" W, a distanCe of I Development
Plan,
GIVEN ·that' the _City 26 deQ. 29.81 feet; Report or _Project Area
Council of Amencan · thence .N 00 deg, 40'14" : Budget .bemg preps~
Fork, Utah, (the "Cit() W, a distance ol 457.~ ; or denying the regularity
and the • Board . ·of . teet; thence S 88 dtg. i of any of the proDirectors
of,
tht~ ; 22'46" W, a distance of i c:eedings, may appear at
: Redevelopment Agency 117.00 feet thence N 00 ' the Public Hearing or
· of American Fork City, : deg. 02'46" E. a distance : may file written objec' (the "Agency") will hold a • of179.78 teet thence S · tiona prior to the time of
joint public hearing on · 89 deg. 3T14" E. .a dis- ; the hearing with the
luesday. October.. 17, tance of 858.27 feet: Redevelopment Agency
2000 at 7:00 p.m. or as thence N 89 deo. 36'3Z' · or the City Aec:order of
soon thereafter as Is rea· E. a distance ol 259.83 American Fork City,
sonably feasible (the feet: thence N· 89 deg. showing cause why the
"Public Hearing"), In the 52'58" E. a distance of proposed
Economic
City Counc:il Conference 1086.n feet to the true Development
Plan,
Room, 31 North Church point of begiMing; and Repon and Project Area
Street, American Fork containing 97.06 acres or Budget should not be
City, Utah.
4,227,750 square feeL
adopted. Oral and writ·
PURPOSE OF PUBten objections will be
UC HEARING
(2) a l1'lBP showing oonsidered at the Public
The purposes of this the boundaries of the - Hearing.
public Hearing wiH be to: proposed Project Area is . The · preliminary
(1) Consider a pre- available tor inspection at Economic Development
liminary economic devel- the offices of .the Plan, Report and Project
opment plan entitled Redevelopment Agency Area Budget are propos·
"Egg Farm Economic located 31 North Church ala to be considered at
Development Plan" (the Street. American ·Fork the Public Hearing. The
"Economic Development .•City, Utah;
.
A!Jerq "ts interested in
Plan") and its report (the
(3) The Project Area receiving your comments
"Reporr).
is being proposed for and suggestions prior to
(2) Consider a propossible economic d8Y8I- taking any action.
. posed project area budg- opment.
' A C11f1f ot this docuet entiUed ."Egg Farm
(4) . A preliminary rnent. the Plan, Report
Project Area Budget" Economic Development and Project Area Budget
(the "Project . ' Area Plan and Report for the are on file for public
Budger). ,
, , . . · . development of the pro- . inspection in the office of
(3) Allow public cOm- posed project Area ·hu · the
Redevelopment
ment on the preliminary been prepared . by the A9e!ICY.
Economic Development Aqerr:y.
·· The Redevelopment
Plan, Report and Project · (5) If the Economic Agency s1aff is willing to
Area
Budget
and Development
Plan, meet with you prior to the
whether or not the pre- Report and Project Area . Public Hearing and
liminary
Economic Budget are adopted; and ·: answer any questions
Development
Plan, if the Agerq obtalna the ' you ~ have regarding
Report and Project Aru '"·majority consent·.of the ·.. the. subject matter of the
Budget should be adopt·. . taxing agency committae . Public Hearing. Please
ed, rejected or amended. (the "Taxing Agency .cOntact Richard Colborn,
S T A T E M E N T Committee") approving Executive Director of the
REGARDING . · THE the Project Area Budget; , Agency at · (801) 763NOTICE
and if the Economic .~.
· ·
You are given notice . Development Plan proBy order of the City
that
vides for a division of tax .t.;. Council· .of . American
·· (1) a description of rweooes. then: property , . Fork, Utah, .and the
the boundaries of the taxes resulting from · Board of Directors of the
proposed Project Area is · increases in valuation of
Redevelopment Agency ·
is bilows:
the~ Area above of American Fork City,
Commencing at . a · the taxable value u , this 8th
day of
point located S 00 deg. · shown on the last eQUal- · · September. 2000.
25'09" E along the sec- lzed assessment roll of AMERICAN FORK CITY
lion line 63.00 feet and the Project Area could be Ted B. Banatt. Mayor
West 1324.05 feet from · allocated to the Al}elv:t
• the East 114 of Section b dMopment purpo&· REDEVELOPMENT
25, Township 5 South, es, rather than belna · AGENCY OF AMERI·
Range t East, Salt taka paid into the treasury ci CAN FORK CITY
Base and Mericfian;
the tamg agencies.
Richard
Colborn,
(6} Taxin9 entitles · Emcutive Olredor
Beginning at the true having the right to tax
point of beginning; propeny included in the
thence S 49 deg. 51'4T proposed Project Area
Published in New
E. a distance ol1233.50 are itvited to consult with Utah! Sept20, Zl, Oct. 4
feet: thence S 02 deQ. tht Al}ercy and to D
and 11, 2000.

w.

m

s

I, Brett R. Bezzant, being first duly sworn,
depose and say that I am the_ publisher of
New Utah!, a group of newspapers of
general circulation published once a week
in Utah County, Utah; that the notice
attached hereto and which is a:

!

(

JOINT PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE
EGG FARM

was published in said newspaper for four
consecutive issue(s), the first publication
having been made on the 20th day of
September, 2000, and the last on the 11th
day of October, 2000, that said notice was
published in the regular and entire issue of
every number of the newspapers during the
period and times of publication and the
same was published in the newspapers
proper and not in a supplement.

~~€1.1
/

Subscribed and sworn before me this 25th
day of October, 2000.

~~
Notary Public

My commission expires 4/15/02.

·-
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AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION

(
STATE OF UTAH
ss.
County ofUtah

being first duly sworn,
t I am the publisher of
,
.
.
..
_'
.
.· .. ·( . ,.·. .. . ..
Jup of newspapers of
The Redevelopment Agency of American t~rk Ctty h~~s requ~;ted s6,986,7l2.90 ..
published once a week
in property tax revenues that will be generated by developn1ent within the Egg ·,..
Jtah;
that the notice
Farm Project Area to fund a portion of project costs within the Egg Farm Project ·- .:
l which is a:
" Area. These property taxes will be collected over a period of 15 years and shall be
NOTICE OF HEARING FOR THE EGG FARM
PROJECf AREA
..

.

;

'

used for the following:

Costs

$5,240,034.00
s 1,397,342.00
. s 349.336.00

Total Tax Increment:

. $6,986,712.00

20°;h Housing
·~.dministrative

.

( ..~ ·· · ·- -· ·:

· ·

Infrastructure Improvements .

.,

_·

'

..
I

•

, • .:· :

;~

'

'

.: {··- '" .

~: I

r

·
·.... ..

~~· .~ : : -:--- ~ .
'

.

'•'",

~,

. ,•

.

~\,;I : ,: ·.~

~ .

'

.

. .•

:tiNG FOR THE EGG
REA

IUJ

'.

aid new spa per for one

The property taxes will be taxes levied by the following goveriune:nta·i' entities,
d, assuming current tax rates, the taxes collected and allocated to this project _ ·. -_ · ), the first publication
·
· ·i·:··· .' . -·/·-·:;·. ~ :: · ~ on the 4th day of
area from each taxing entity will be as follows: .
Alpine School District
Utah County
American Fork City
.
Central Utah Water Conservancy
A.F. Metropolitan Water District
Utah County Solid Waste District
TimpC\nogos Special Service District
North Utah County Water Conservancy

64.28'X' $4,491,058.00 ~. ;>'> ·1 •.'·
11.051Xt · $ 772,032.00
20.64 1Xt . $1,442,057.00
. ·. ,... ..i
.: . .
.
. 3.661Xt $ 255,714;00 .. ._,
.00
O'X' $
· O'X• . $
.00
.00
O'X• $
.37'X• $ 25,851.00
L

:

. • •·• • ,d t

~

'

~ --

I

1.
I

t
I
I
I

All of the property taxes to be allocated to the project area are taxes that _will be
gen·erated only if the project area is developed.
·
. ·. ~

-····· .

All concerned citizens are invited to attend the project an~a budget hearing
scheduled for October 17, 2000 at 7:00 p.m., or as soon thereafter as is reasonably
feasible in the City Council Chamb~rs, American Fork City llall, :~ 1 i\ortli Churcl~
Street, American Fork City, Utah. A copy of th<.• Egg farm Projt•rt Area Budget is available at the offices of the Rcd<.•v<.•lopm<.•nt Ag<.•ncy of Arn<.·rican Fork City, · ·
Attentic~n: Rod Despain, :~ t' North Church Str<.•ct, American Fork, Utah.
... ·

the last on the 4th day
that said notice was
ular and entire issue of
newspapers during the
f publication and the
-d in the newspapers
_;upplement.

L~
rn before me this 7th
tOO.

~

%11

vPublic

.__ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _•_ __. -res 4/15/02.
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RESOLUTIONNO. 99-RA-02R
(

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE REDEVELOPl\1ENT
AGENCY OF AMERICAN FORK DESIGNATING A REDEVELOPl\1ENT SURVEY AREA
TO BE KNOWN AS THE "EGG FARM REDEVELOPMENT SURVEY AREA"
WHEREAS, the Redevelopment Agency of American Fork (the "Agency") has received a
written request from the owners of certain lands located along the southeastern boundary of the
City to designate such area as a redevelopment survey area; and
WHEREAS, pursuant to Sections 17A-2-1201(15) and 17A-2-1204(1), Utah Code
Annotated 1953, as amended, the Agency is authorized to designate by resolution of the
governing body of the Agency one or more economic project survey areas under the provisions of
the Utah Neighborhood Development Act; and
WHEREAS, the Agency has recommended adopting an economic survey area entitled,
"Egg Farm Survey Area" and more specifically described in Exhibit A", attached hereto and
incorporated herein which contains a description or a map of the boundaries of the area
designated; and
44

\VHEREAS, it appears desirable and in the public interest to consider studying the area
described in Exhibit "A" to detennine whether or not one or more projects within the survey area
herein described is feasible.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE
REDEVELOPl\1ENT AGENCY OF AMERICAN FORK:
1.
That the Agency hereby finds that the area described in Exhibit "A", attached
hereto and incorporated herein, requires study to determine if one or more economic development
projects within the area is feasible.
2.
That the Agency, as authorized be Section I 7A-2-1204( 1), Utah Code Annotated
195 3, as amended, hereby designates the area described on Exhibit "A" as a redevelopment
survey area to be known as the Egg Farm Redevelopment Survey.
3.
That the staff of the Agency, in cooperation with the American Fork Planning
Commission and staff and with the assistance of one or more independent consultants are directed
to study the described area as a redevelopment survey area, and detennine whether or not a
preliminary redevelopment plan for the economic development of the survey area or a portion
thereof is feasible.
\

4.
The benefit analysis shall consider the factors described in Section 17 A-2-1220(2),
Utah Code Annotated 1953, as amended.
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ADOPTED by the Board of Directors of the Redevelopment Agency of American Fork,
Utah, this
I day of September, 1999.

'1

(

REDEVELOP:rvfENT AGENCY OF
AMERICAN FORK

.,
I

ATTEST:

Executive Director

2
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EXHIBIT "A"
LEGAL DESCRIPTION

(

3
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A.L.M. & Associates, Inc.

(

Engineering & Development
2230 North University Parkway, Building 6C, Provo, Utah 84604

Phone: (801) 374-6262

DATE:

September 9, 1999

RE:

NORTH POINTE BUSSINESS PARK
AMERICAN FORK, UTAH
144-428

Fax: (801) 374-0085

EXHIBIT A

EDA BOUNDARY DESCRIPTION:

-=-

Commencing at a point located S 00°25'09" E along the section line 63.00 feet and West
1324.05 feet from the East ~ of Section 25, Township 5 South, Range 1 East, Salt Lake
Base and Meridian;
Beginning at the true point of beginning; thenc~ S 49°51'47" E, a distance
of 1233.50 feet; thence S 02°16'58" W, a distance of 541.63 feet; thence N
89°49'22" W, a distance of 1386.35 feet; thence S 00°40'37" W, a distance
of 1303.54 feet; thence S 01°44'20" E, a distance of 80.07 feet; thence N
37°36'24" W, a distance of 2629.81 feet; thence N 00°40'14" W, a distance
of 457.40 feet; thence S 88°22'46" W, a distance of 117.00 feet; thence N
00°02'46" E, a distance of 179.78 feet; thence S 89°37'14" E, a distance of
858.27 feet; thence N 89°36'32" E, a distance of 259.83 feet; thence N
89°52'58" E, a distance of 1086.77 feet to the true point of beginning; and
containing 97.06 acres, or 4,227,750 square feet.

•
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING TO PROPERTY OWNERS

(

The undersigned certifies as follows:
(1)

That she is the duly qualified and acting
Legal Assistant to Randall S. Feil, Attorney
for the Redevelopment Agency of American Fork
City.

(2)

That the undersigned caused to be mailed a
Notice of Joint Public Hearing (City Council
of the City of American Fork and the Board of
Directors of the Redevelopment Agency of
American Fork) which included a Property
Description of the Proposed Egg Farm Economic
Development Project Area and a map of the
project area as required by law, and a
Statement of Property owner's Rights, together
with a copy of the Egg Farm Economic
Development Plan dated September 8, 2000, the
Report to the Economic Development Plan dated
September 8, 2000 and the Project Area Budget,
copies of which are attached hereto and
incorporated herein as Exhibit "A", to each
property owner owning property located within
the boundaries of the proposed Egg Farm
Economic Development Project Area.
A copy of said list of the owners is attached
hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit "B".
Said Notices were mailed on the 8th day of
September, 2000 by certified mail, as shown by
the return receipts attached hereto as Exhibit

"C".

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned has hereunto set her
hand this 8th day of September, 2000.
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EXHIBIT "B"

•
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Ruth M. Selman
554 North 200 East
American Fork, UT 84003

BTSAF,LLC
1442 East 820 North
Orem, UT 84097

\iorinda Inc
5152 Edgewood Drive # 100
Provo, UT 84604

0

0

0

BTSAF
1286 South 860 East
American Fork, UT 84003

PFTS, LLC
1122 West 1100 North
Orem, UT 84057

BTSAF
472 Vintage Drive
Provo, UT 84604
0

Gardner & Margaret Gerber
433 West 50 North
:\merican Fork, UT 84003
0

0

0
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING TO PROPERTY OWNERS WITHIN 300 FEET
(

The undersigned certifies as follows:
(1)

That she is the duly qualified and acting
Legal Assistant to Randall s. Feil, Attorney
for the Redevelopment Agency of American Fork
City.

(2)

That the undersigned caused to be mailed a
Notice of Joint Public Hearing (City Council
of the City of American Fork and the Board of ·
Directors of the Redevelopment Agency of
American Fork) which included a Property
Description of the Proposed Egg Farm Economic
Development Project Area and a map of the
project area as required by law, together with
a copy of the Egg Farm Economic Development
Plan dated September 8, 2000, the Report to
the Economic Development Plan and the Project
Area Budget copies of which are attached
hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit "A",
to each property owner owning property lying
within 300 feet of the boundaries of the
proposed Egg Farm Economic Development Project
Area.
A copy of said list of the property owners is
attached hereto and incorporated herein as
Exhibit "B". Said Notices were mailed on the
8th day of September, 2000 by certified mail,
as shown by the return receipts attached
hereto as Exhibit "C".

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned has hereunto set her
hand this 8th day of September, 2000.

r'

(
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EXHIBIT "B"

,.
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(

Sail Properties
P. 0. Box 171
Lehi, UT 84043

Vernon D. Fraughton
990 North 100 East
American Fork, UT 84003

Terry N. Hines
P. 0. Box 147
Layton, UT 84041

Gardner Gerber
ISO East 400 North
American Fork, UT 84003

Elwood L. Robinson
5296 West 6400 North
American Fark, UJ' 84003

I vena Robinson
5296 West 6400 North
American Fark, UT 84003

Charles Stewart, Inc.
854 East 1100 South
American Fork, UT 84003

Dennis William Jex
920 East 11 00 South
American Fark, UT 84003

Charles & Kelly Stewart
854 East 1100 South
American Fork, UT 84003

N.. .cream Mechanical

BCR Enterprises LTD
990 5 Hidden Drive
American For~ UT 84003

Judy Ann Eastman Jensen
RRl Box 800
American Fork, UT 84003

Timpanogos Special Service Dist.

746 North 1890 West
Provo, UT 84601

Karen & Kent Roberts
550 South 100 West
American Fork, UT 84003

P. 0. Box 515

Pleasant Grove, UT 84062

Ford Investments Enterprise Corp.
16800 Executive Plaza Drive
Dearborn, MI 48126

GarffEnterprises, Inc.
631 South State Street
Salt Lake City, UT 84111

Land Rover American Fork
1149 Wood Briar Circel
North Salt Lake City, UT 84054

Jay & Ronal Christensen
999 West State Road
Pleasant Grove, UT 84062

Dematrio & Bonnie Cordova
686 North 600 East
American Fark, UT 84003

Donald & Maria Roper
1064 South 860 East
American Fork, UT 84003

{
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING TO TAXING ENTITIES
The undersigned certifies as follows:
(1)

That she is the duly qualified and acting
Legal Assistant to Randall S. Feil, Attorney
for the Redevelopment Agency of American Fork
City.

(2)

That the undersigned caused to be mailed a
Notice of Joint Public Hearing (City Council
of the City of American Fork and the Board of
Directors of the Redevelopment Agency of
American Fork) which included a Property
Description of the Proposed Egg Farm Economic
Development Project Area, a map of the project
area, a copy of the Egg Farm Economic
Development Plan dated September 8, 2000, the
Report to the Economic Development Plan dated
September 8, 2000 and the Project Area Budget,
as required by law, copies of which are
attached hereto and incorporated herein as
Exhibit "A", to each taxing agency which
levies tax upon real property located within
the boundaries of the City of American Fork.
A copy of said list of agencies is attached
hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit "B".
Said Notices were mailed on the 8th day of
September, 2000 by certified mail, as shown by
the return receipts attached hereto as Exhibit

"C".

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned has hereunto set her
hand this 8th day of September, 2000.
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EXHIBIT "B"
(
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(
Alpine School District
Attention: Superintendent
575 North 100 East
American Fork, UT 84003

Utah County Commissioners
Utah County Admin. Building
100 East Center
Provo, UT 84606

Pam Hendricksen, Chairperson
Utah State Tax Commission
210 North 1950 West
Salt Lake City, UT 84134

Larry Newton
Ut. State Board of Education
250 East 500 South
Salt Lake City, UT 84111

Finch Bingham
State Assessed Property Division
210 North 1950 West
Salt Lake City, UT 84134

President Lyle Hillyard
319 Utah State Senate
State Capitol Building
Salt Lake City, UT 84114

Speaker Martin R. Stephens
Utah House of Representatives
318 State Capitol Building
Salt Lake City, UT 84114

Central Utah Water Conservancy
District
Atten: Don Christensen
355 West 1300 South
Orem, UT 84058

Claude Richards
Utah County Assessor
100 East Center Street
Provo, liT 84606

Leonard Ellis
Utah County Treasurer
1on P.ast Center Street
Pr , Ut 84606

Jim Sutherland
Utah County Auditor
100 East Center Street
Provo, UT 84606

Mayor Ted B. Barratt
American Fork City
P. 0. Box 397
31 North Church Street
American Fork, liT 84003

AF Metropolitan Water District
c/o IS-North 100 East
i\mencan Fork, tiT 84003

Timpanogos Special Service District
c/o Garland Mayne
P. 0. Box 923
American Fork, UT 84003

Utah County Solid Waste District
c/o Stewart M. Cowley
2000 West 200 South
Lindon, tiT 8404 2

North Utah County Water
Conservancy District
c/o Joyce Walker
75 North Center Street
American Fork, UT 84003

Utah State Auditor
211 State Capitol
Salt Lake City, UT 84114
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September 21, 2000

Richard Colborn
Executive Director of the Redevelopment Agency
of American Fork
31 North Church Street
American Fark, Utah 84003
Re:

Preliminary Economic Development Plan Entitled Egg Farm
Economic Development Plan, dated September 8, 2000

Dear Mr. Colborn:
The Planning Commission reviewed the Egg Farm Economic Development Plan and found that it
is consistent with the master plan or general community plan. It also found that the land uses are
consistent with the General Plan. The Planning Commission would like the wording under
Section 7 on Page 13 where it reads "The provisions of this economic development plan were
reviewed and approved by the Planning Comm :ssion of the City" to be changed to "The
provisions of this e~onomic development plan -were reviewed by the Planning Commission and
found to be consistent with the master plan or general community plan of the City.~,
The
Planning Commission does not feel it is their role to approve the Egg Farm Econom!c
Development Plan, but are comfortable recommending ap~roval of the plan to the City Council.
Sincerely,

Planning Commission
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EGGFARMECONOMUCDEVELOPMENTPLAN
PRELIMINARY PLAN
September 8, 2000

Redevelopment Agency of American Fork City
31 North Church Street
City of American Fork, Utah
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RECITALS OF PRECONDITIONS FOR DESIGNATING AN ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA
(

1. Pursuant to the provisions of Section 1204 of the Utah Neighborhood Development Act
(the "Act"), the governing body of the Agency designated by resolution a survey area. The
governing body of the Agency found that the survey area required study to determine whether or
not one or more redevelopment or economic development projects are feasible and contained a
description or map of the boundaries of the survey area~ and
2. Pursuant to the provisions of Section 1205 of the Act, the City has a planning
commission and a general plan as required by law; and
3. Pursuant to the provisions of Section 1206 of the Act, on the Agency's own motion, the
Agency selected the project area hereinafter described comprising all or part of the proposed
survey area; and
4. Pursuant to Section 1220 of the Act, the Agency initiated by resolution an economic
development benefit analysis of the area to be studied; and
5. Pursuant to the provisions of Section 1206 of the Act, the Agency has conducted one or
more public hearings within 45 days after designation of an economic project area for the purpose
of informing the public about the proposed project area, allowing public input into the Agency's
deliberations and considerations regarding the proposed project area~ and
6. Pursuant to Section 17A-2-1247.5 ofthe Act, the preliminary economic development
plan has been prepared after April 1, 1993.
Section 1 - Definitions
As used in this economic development plan:

A.

The term "Act" shall mean the Utah Neighborhood Development Act as found in Title 17 A,
Part 12, Utah Code Annotated 1953, as amended, or such other amendments as shall from
time to time be enacted or any successor law or act.

B.

The term "Agency" shall mean the Redevelopment Agency of American Fork City as
designated by the City to act as a redevelopment agency.

C.

The term "base tax amount" shall mean that portion of taxes that would be produced by
the rate upon which the tax is levied each year by or for all taxing agencies upon the total
sum of the taxable value of the taxable property in a redevelopment or project area as
shown upon the assessment roll used in connection with the taxation of the property by the
taxing agencies, last equalized before the effective date of the first approved project area
budget, the completion of the Agency economic analysis, and the good faith commencement
-
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of the hearing by the Agency under Section 1221 and as adjusted by Sections 1251, 1252,
and 1253, ofthe Act.
D.

The term "bond" shall mean any bonds, notes, interim certificates, debentures, or other
obligations issued by an agency.

E.

The term "City" shall mean American Fork City, a municipal Utah corporation.

F.

The term "community" shall mean the City.

G.

The term "economic development" means the planning or replanning, design or redesign,
development or redevelopment, construction or reconstruction, rehabilitation, business
relocation or any combination of these, within all or part of a project area and the provision
of office, industrial, manufacturing, warehousing, distribution, parking, public or other
facilities, or improvements as may benefit the state or the community in order for a public or
private employer to create additional jobs within the state.

H.

The term "economic development plan" shall mean a redevelopment plan as defined in
Section 1202 of the Act developed by the Agency and adopted by ordinance of the
governing body of the City to guide and control economic development undertakings in a
specific project area.

I.

The term "governing body" means the Board ofDirectors of the Redevelopment Agency
of American Fork.

J.

The term "master plan" or "general community plan" shall mean the plan adopted by the
City pursuant to Section 10-9-301, et seq., Utah Code Annotated 1953, as amended.

K.

The term "owner participation" shall mean the owner participation plan adopted by the
Agency and the City as required by the Act.

L.

The term "planning commission" shall mean the city planning commission established
pursuant to law or charter.

M.

The term "project area" or "economic development project area" shall mean an area of a
community within a designated survey area, the development of which is necessary to
provide economic •development and which is selected by the Agency pursuant to the Act.

N.

The term "project area budget" shall mean a multiyear budget for the economic
development plan prepared by the Agency containing the information required by Section
1202( 11) of the Act.

-
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0.

The term "redevelopment" shall mean the "planning, development, replanning, redesign,
clearance, reconstruction, or rehabilitation, or any combination of these, of all or part of a
project area, and the provisions of residential, commercial, industrial, public, or other structures or spaces that are appropriate or necessary to eliminate blight in the interest of the
general welfare, including recreational and other facilities incidental or appurtenant to
them)" as defined in Section 1202(13) ofthe Act.

P.

The term "survey area" shall mean an area of a community designated by resolution of the
governing body of the Agency for study by the Agency to determine if a project or projects
within the area are feasible .

Q.

The term "taxes" include all levies on an ad valorem basis upon land, real property, personal
property, or any other property, tangible or intangible.

R.

The term "taxing agencies" shall mean the public entities, including the state, any city,
county, city and county, any school district, special district, or other public corporation,
which levy property taxes within the project area.

S.

The term "taxing agency committee" shall mean the committee established for the project
area pursuant to the provisions ofSection 17A-2-1247.5 ofthe Act.

T.

The term "tax increment" shall mean that portion of the levied taxes each year in excess of
the base tax amount which excess amount is to be paid into a special fund of an Agency.

U.

The term "tax increment period" shall mean the time period that the Agency will collect
tax increment from the project area as shown in the project area budget.

(

(

Section 2 Description of the Project Area Boundary

The Egg Farm Economic Development Project Area, hereinafter referred to as the project area,
is described as follows:
Commencing at a point located S 00°25'09" E along the section line 63.00 feet and West
1324.05 feet from the East 114 of Section 25, Township 5 South, Range 1 East, Salt Lake Base
and Meridian;
·
Beginning at the true point ofbeginning; thence S 49°51'47" E, a distance ofl233.50 feet;
thence S 02°16'58" W, a distance of541.63 feet; thence N 89°49'22" W, a distance ofl386.35
feet; thence S 00°40'37" W, a distance of 1303.54 feet; thence S 01 °44'20" E, a distance of80.07
feet; thence N 37°36'24" W, a distance of2629.81 feet; thence N 00°40'14" W, a distance of
457.40 feet; thence S 88°22'46" W, a distance of 117.00 feet; thence N 00°02'46" E, a distance of
179.78 feet; thence S 89°37'14" E, a distance of858.27 feet; thence N 89°36'32" E, a distance of
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259.83 feet; thence N 89°52'58" E, a distance of 1086.77 feet, more or less, to the true point of
beginning; and containing 97.06 acres or 4,227, 750 square feet.
(

Section 3 Map of Project Area
The map of the proposed project area is attached hereto and incorporated herein.

Section 4 General Statement ofLand Uses
A. Layout of Principal Streets
The layout of the principal streets in the redevelopment project area boundary is shown on
the Map attached hereto and referred to in Section 3 and incorporated herein.

B. Population Densities
The population densities within the boundaries of the project area are described as follows:
I.

Residential Population:

(a)

The Project Area currently has two single family residential structures. Since the City's
master plan, however, provides that the Project Area should be developed for commercial
and planned industrial uses, no additional new single family residential uses are
contemplated in the Project Area or are likely to occur in the Project Area.

(b) Non-residential and two owner-occupied residential units occupy all privately owned
property in the project area.
(c) Because there are so few permanent residents living within the Project Area, no meaningful
demographic or other social data such as is customarily collected during the United States
Census is available to describe the Project Area and so there is no evidence of
overpopulation or population densities found in the Project Area.

C. Building Intensities _:
There are currently_some buildings located within the boundaries of the project area, but no
evidence of building intensities was found in the project area.

D. Standards Proposed as the Basis for Economic Development of the Project Area
The following standards are proposed as the basis for the economic development in the
project area:

- 4 -
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I

1.

Statement of Economic Development Objectives

(a)

Encourage and assist economic development in order for a public or private
employer to create additional jobs within the state.

(b)

Removal of impediments to land disposition and development through assembly
of land into reasonably sized and shaped parcels necessary for economic
development served by improved public utilities, infrastructure improvements and
new public or private facilities.

(c)

The elimination of environmental deficiencies, irregular lot subdivision, improper
drainage, overcrowding or underutilization of real property.

(d)

Achievement of an environment reflecting a high level of concern for
architectural, landscape and urban design principles, developed through
encouragement, guidance, appropriate controls, and financial and professional
assistance to owner participants and developers.

(e)

Promote and market the project area for economic development that would be
complimentary to existing businesses and industries or would enhance the
economic base of the City through diversification.

(f)

Provide utilities, streets, curbs, sidewalks, parking areas, landscape areas and
other infrastructure improvements as appropriate and as necessary.

(g)

Provide for the strengthening of the property and income tax base and economic
health ofthe entire community and the State ofUtah.

(h)

Provide improved public streets and road access to and within the project area to
facilitate better traffic and pedestrian circulation, reduce traffic hazards, and to
promote air quality and reduce congestion.

(i)

Insure compatible relationships among land uses and quality standards for their
development, such that the area functions as a unified and viable center of
economic activ1ty for the City.

2. General Design Objectives

The general design elements should be such that the overall economic development of the
project area will:
(a)

Provide an attractive urban environment;

(b)

Blend hannoniously with the adjoining areas;
- 5 -
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(

(c)

Provide for the optimum amount of open space in relation to new buildings~

(d)

Provide unobtrusive parking areas landscaped to blend harmoniously with the
area~

(e)

Provide open spaces which are oriented to the directions of maximum use and
designed to derive benefit from topographical conditions and views~

(f)

Provide that the development of land within the project area will be undertaken in
such a manner that off-street parking will meet City codes.

3.

Specific Design Objectives and Controls

(a) Building Design Objectives
(i) All new buildings shall be of design and materials which will be in compliance
with applicable zoning regulations.
(ii) The design of buildings shall take optimum advantage of the topography.

(b)

Open Space Pedestrian Walks and Interior Drive Design Objectives
(i) All open spaces, pedestrian walks and interior drives shall be designed as an
integral part of an overall site design, properly related to proposed buildings.
(ii) Attractively landscaped open spaces shall be provided, which will offer
maximum usability to occupants of the building for which they are developed.

(iii) Landscaped, paved, and comfortably graded pedestrian walks should be
provided along the lines of the most intense use, particularly from building
entrances to streets, parking areas, and adjacent buildings on the same site.
(iv) The location and design of pedestrian walks should afford maximum safety
and separation from vehicular traffic, and should recognize desirable views of
new and. existing development in the area and surrounding community.
(v) Materials and design of paving, retaining walls, fences, curbs and benches
shall be of good appearance, easily maintained, and indicative of their purpose.
(c)

Parking Design Objectives

(
- 6 -

ATTACHMENT 1 TO 10-17-2000 CC-RDA MINUTES - PAGE 30 OF 84

(i) Parking areas shall be designed with careful regard to orderly arrangement,
topography, relationship to view, ease of access, and as an integral part of overall
site design.
(ii) It is desirable that parking areas be level or on terraces as determined by the
slope of the land.
(d)

Landscape Design Objectives
(i) A coordinated landscaped design over the entire project area incorporating
landscaped treatment for open space, roads, and parking areas into a continuous
and integrated design shall be a primary objective.
(ii) Primary landscape treatment shall consist of non-deciduous shrubs, ground
cover, and shade trees as appropriate to the character of the project area.

(e)

Project Improvement Design Objectives
(i) Public rights-of-way. All streets, sidewalks and walkways within public
rights-of-way will be designed or approved by the City and will be consistent
with all design objectives.
(ii) Street lighting and signs. Lighting standards and signs of pleasant appear-

ance and modem illumination standards shall be provided as necessary.
(iii) Rough grading. Any existing structures, retaining walls, underbrush,
pavement, curb and gutters will be removed and the site graded in conformance
with the final project design.
4.

Techniques to Achieve The Economic Development Plan Objectives

Activities contemplated in carrying out the economic development plan in the area include
the acquisition, clearance and rehabilitation of properties in the project area.
(a)

Rehabilitation
The Agency has determined that there are no buildings in substandard condition
not otherwise needed for economic development which are to be rehabilitated to
insure a remaining economic life of twenty years.

(b)

(

Acquisition and Clearance
Parcels of real property located in the project area may be acquired by purchase.
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(c)

(

Implementation of Economic Development Projects.
Economic development projects may be undertaken and carried out as provided
in Section 1215 of the Act. Funding for economic development projects and
activities shall be provided for in the project area budget and in the annual budget
of the Agency.

5.

Property Acquisition, Disposition, and Development

The objectives of this economic development plan are to be accomplished by:
(a)

Acquisition ofReal Property
The Agency may acquire, but is not required to acquire, real property located in
the project area, by gift, devise, exchange, purchase, or any other lawful method.
The Agency is authorized to acquire any other interest in real property less than
fee title such as leasehold interests, easements and rights of way. The Agency
shall not acquire real property without the consent of the owner. At the present
time, the Agency does not anticipate it will acquire any real property in the
project area.

(b)

Acquisition of Personal Property
Generally personal property shall not be acquired. Ho\vever, where necessary in
the execution of this plan, the Agency is authorized to acquire personal property
in the project area by any lawful means.

(c)

Cooperation with the Community and Public Bodies
The community and certain public bodies are authorized by state law to aid and
cooperate, with or without consideration, in the planning, undertaking,
construction, operation or implementation of this project. The Agency shall seek
the aid and cooperation of such public bodies in order to accomplish the purposes
of economic development and the highest public good.
The Agency, by law, is not authorized to acquire real property owned by public
bodies without the consent of such public bodies. The Agency, however, will
seek the cooperation of all public bodies which own or intend to acquire property
in the project area. The Agency shall impose on all public bodies the planning
and design controls contained in the plan to insure that present uses and any
future development by public bodies will conform to the requirements of this
plan.
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(d)

Property Management

(
During such time that property, if any, in the project area is owned by the
Agency, such property shall be under the management and control of the Agency.
Such property may be rented or leased by the Agency pending its disposition for
economic development.
(e)

Property Disposition and Development
The Agency is authorized to demolish and clear buildings, structures, and other
improvements from any real property in the project area as necessary to carry out
the purposes of this economic development plan. The Agency is authorized to
install and construct, or to cause to be installed and constructed, public improvements, public facilities, and public utilities, within the project area, not prohibited
by law which are necessary to carry out this economic development plan. The
Agency is authorized to prepare or cause to be prepared as building sites any real
property in the project area. The Agency is also authorized to rehabilitate or to
cause to be rehabilitated any building or structure in the project area. The
Agency is also authorized and directed to advise, encourage, and assist in the
rehabilitati<?n of property in the project area not owned by the Agency.
For the purposes of this plan, the Agency is authorized to sell, lease, exchange,
subdivide, transfer, assign, pledge, encumber by mortgage or deed of trust, or
otherwise dispose of any interest in real property. The Agency is authorized to
dispose of real property by leases or sales by negotiation with or without public
bidding. All real property acquired by the Agency in the project area shall be
sold or leased to public or private persons or entities for development for the
uses permitted in the plan. Real property may be conveyed by the Agency to the
City or any other public body without charge. The Agency shall reserve such
controls in the disposition and development documents as may be necessary to
prevent transfer, retention, or use of property for speculative purposes and to
insure that development is carried out pursuant to this economic development
plan. All purchasers or lessees of property shall be made obligated to use the
property for the ·purposes designated in this economic development plan, to
begin and complete development of the property within a period of time which
the Agency fixes as reasonable, and to comply with other conditions which the
Agency deems necessary to carry out the purposes of this plan.

(f)

Development
To the maximum possible extent, the objectives of the economic development
plan are to be accomplished through Agency encouragement of, and assistance
to, private enterprise in carrying out economic development activities control and
revtew. To provide adequate safeguards to ensure that the provisions of this
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economic development plan will be carried out, all real property sold, leased, or
conveyed by the Agency, as well as all property subject to participation
agreements, shall be made subject to the provisions of this economic
development plan by leases, deeds, contracts, agreements, declarations of restrictions, provisions of the City ordinances, conditional use permits, or other means.
Where appropriate, as determined by the Agency, such documents or portions
thereof shall be recorded in the Office of the County Recorder. The leases,
deeds, contracts, agreements, and declarations of restrictions may contain
restrictions, covenants, covenants running with the land, rights of reverter,
conditions subsequent, equitable servitudes, or any other provision necessary to
carry out this economic development plan.
To the extent now or hereafter permitted by law, the Agency is authorized to pay
for, develop, or construct any building, facility, structure, or other improvement
either within or without the project area for itself or for any public body or public
entity to the extent that such improvement would be of benefit to the project
area. During the period of development in the project area, the Agency shall
insure that the provisions of this economic development plan and of other
documents formulated pursuant to this economic development plan are being
observed, and that development in the project area is proceeding in accordance
with development documents and time schedules. Plans for economic
development by owners or developers, both public and private, shall be submitted
to the City for approval and architectural review. All economic development
must conform to this economic development plan and all applicable federal, state,
and local laws. For the purpose of this economic development plan, the Agency
is authorized to sell, lease, exchange, transfer, assign, pledge, encumber, and
otherwise dispose of personal property.
E. Description ofLand Uses

The permitted land uses within the project area shall be those uses permitted by the
officially adopted zoning ordinances of the City, as those ordinances may be amended from time
to time.
F. Planning Criteria

In order to provide owner participants and developers maximum flexibility in the economic
development of land located within the project area and to encourage and obtain the highest
quality design and development, specific development controls for the land uses identified above
are not set forth herein. Each economic development proposal may be considered subject to: (1)
appropriate elements of the City's master or general plan; (2) the planning and zoning code of the
City; (3) other applicable building codes and ordinances of the City; (4) a review and
recommendation by the planning commission; and (5) approval by the Agency to ensure that the
economic development is consistent with the economic development plan.
- 10 -
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G. Review of Economic Development Proposals

Each economic development proposal by an owner participant or a developer shall be
accompanied by site plans, development data and other appropriate material that clearly
describes the extent of economic development proposed, including land coverage, setbacks,
heights and bulk proposed, off-street parking and loading to be provided, use of public
transportation, and any other data determined to be necessary or requested by the City.
H. Retail Sales

The development of retail sales is not an objective of the project area. Incidental or
subordinate development of retail sales are permitted in the project area and shall not disqualify
the project area from receiving tax increment financing under Section 1247.5 ofthe Act.
Section 5 How the Purposes of State Law Would Be Attained By The Economic
Development

The purpose of the Utah Neighborhood Development Act will be obtained as a result of the
proposed economic development project by accomplishing the following items:
A. Establishment of A New Business

The proposed economic development project will result in the development of the North
Pointe Business Park which is approximately 97.06 acres of land and will include the construction
of approximately 124,000 square feet of office which will serve as the corporate headquarters for
Morinda Inc., 124,200 square feet for a software computer company, 30,000 square feet for
Label Express and 96,000 square feet of speculative office space. Morinda manufactures and sells
health and personal products, internationally. The software computer company develops and
distributes computer software. Label Express prints and supplies labels and printing systems
throughout the United States. The proposed development is located in American Fork City and
will be developed by BTSAF, LC. Currently, it is anticipated that Morinda will construct and
own their 124,000 square foot facility. Label Express and the software computer company will
lease their respective facilities from the developer. The speculative office space will also be leased
by the developer. More than half of the total 97.06 acre project area is dedicated to the identified
uses. The remaining acreage will be available for future development.
B. New Jobs and Employment

The proposed economic development project will result in new jobs and employment and
increase the tax base of the community and the State.

-
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C. Associated Business Activities

(
The proposed economic development project will provide opportunities to stimulate
associated business activities by consolidating employees into larger groups and creating business
efficiency. Potential associated business activities which have been identified are offices, hotels,
restaurants, business services and housing.
Section 6 Economic Drvelopment Plan Restrictions

Pursuant to the provisions of Sections 121 0 and 124 7.5 of the Act, the economic
development plan provides as follows:
A.

Limitations On the Size of The Project Area

The project area described in the economic development plan may not exceed 100 acres of
privately owned property unless the governing body of each local taxing agency that levies taxes
upon property within the proposed project area consents in writing to exceeding the limit of 100
acres of privately owned property in the economic development plan.
B.

-=-

Limitation On the Assessed Value of the Project Area

Pursuant to Section 17A-2-1210, ofthe Act, the Agency may not obtain approval of a
project area budget pursuant to Section 1247.5 of the Act if the allocated incremental value of all
existing project areas exceeds 1Oo/o of the total taxable value of the community, or if the projected
allocated incremental value of the project area as described in the proposed project area budget
when added to the allocated incremental value of all existing project areas, exceeds 12% of the
total t~able value of the community unless the Agency obtains the majority consent of the taxing
agency committee or the percentages are changed by the Act. The taxable value of the
community shall be the total taxable value for the community as shown on the last equalized
assessment roles as certified by the county assessor. The allocated tax incremental value shall be
calculated as follows:
1.

The allocated incremental value shall be the taxable value in excess of the
adjusted base-year taxable value in the tax increment collection area, multiplied
by the applicable percentage of tax increment to be paid to the Agency in
accordance with the approved and proposed project area budgets to Subsection
1247.5(3), (4) and (5) of the Act.

2.

The consent of the taxing entities required by Section 121 0 of the Act may be
obtained by majority consent of the taxing agency committee in accordance with
Section 1247.5 of the Act.
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c.

Limitation On Other Powers Of the Agency

The economic development plan contains the following limitations on the power of the Agency:
1.

A time limit not to exceed three years after the date of the economic
development plan adoption during which the Agency must commence
implementation of the economic development plan unless the economic
development plan is readopted as if it were a modified plan in accordance with
Section 1229 of the Act.

2.

The economic development plan does not permit the Agency to acquire real
property through the use of eminent domain;

3.

A time limit of twenty-five years from the date of the economic development
plan adoption after which no tax increment from the project area may be
allocated to or paid to the Agency without the Agency obtaining the majority
consent of the taxing agency committee in accordance with Section 124 7. 5 of the
Act for a longer time period for the collection of tax increment.

Section 7 How the Proposed Economic Development Conforms To the General City Plan
The economic development plan conforms to the general plan of the City in the following
respects:
A. Zoning Ordinances
The property is currently zoned general commercial (GC-2) and planned industrial (Pl-1)
which permits commercial and light industrial uses. The uses planned in the project area conform
with the zoning. If zoning changes are required, such changes would be submitted to the City for
consideration and approval.
B. Building Code
The proposed project will be constructed in accordance with the building code of the City.
C. Planning Commission Approval
The provisions of this economic development plan were reviewed and approved by the
Planning Commission of the City. The economic development plan is consistent with the master
plan or general community plan of the City as more fully described in the Report from the
Planning Commission, a copy of which is attached to the Report accompanying this Plan.
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Section 8 Description of the Specific Project That Is The Object of Proposed Economic
Development

The proposed economic development project area consists of approximately 97.06 acres of
privately owned property located within the City.
The proposed development consists of three development projects:
1. Morinda, Inc.: Morinda, Inc. manufactures and sells health and personal products,

internationally. Morinda, Inc. will construct their corporate headquarters consisting of a
124,000 square foot facility in t! ; Project Area and costing approximately $11.1 million in
constructing their corporate headquarters. It is estimated that Morinda will be operational by
2003.

2. Software Computer Company: The software computer company develops and
distributes computer software. It is anticipated that the software computer company will lease
their facility from the Developer BTSAF, LC. The software computer company facility will
consist of approximately 124,200 square feet. BTSAF, LC will invest approximately $19.1 million
to construct the facilities for the software computer company, Label Express and the speculative
office space. The software computer company anticipates being operational by 2002.

~

3. Label Express: Label Express prints and supplies labels and printing systems
throughout the United States. It is anticipated that Label Express will lease their facility from the
Developer BTSAF, LC. BTSAF, LC will invest approximately $19.1 million to construct the
facilities for the software computer company, Label Express and the speculative office space.
Label Express anticipates being operational by 2002.
The proposed project includes the construction of facilities which the Agency believes are
of benefit to the State and the community in order for a private employer to create additional jobs
within the State.
The proposed project accomplishes the purposes of the Utah Neighborhood Development
Act in furthering economic development in the following ways:
1. The real property_located within the proposed project area is intended to be used for the
development of approximately 97.06 acres of land and will include the construction of
approximately 124,000 square feet of office which will serve as the corporate headquarters for
Morinda Inc., 124,200 square feet for a software computer company, 30,000 square feet for
Label Express, 96,000 square feet of speculative office space, and other improvements.
2. A summary of new jobs created and their accompanying wages is set forth in the "Egg
Fann Economic Benefit Analysis" referenced in Attachment "B" showing the cumulative number
of jobs and wages in each year as follows:
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(a)

Upon completion of construction of the Morinda facility, expected in the year 2002,
approximately 600 people will be employed at the facility . Of the 600 people,
approximately 170 will be new employees at the facility. The remaining 430 people will be
transferred from other locations within the State. The annual payroll related to the new
employees hired by Morinda is estimated to exceed $3.3 million.

(b)

Upon completion of construction of the software computer company, expected in 2001,
approximately 250 people will be employed at the facility . Of the 250 people,
approximately 100 will be new hires at the facility. The remaining 150 people will be
transferred from existing locations within the State. The estimated annual payroll related to
the new employees hired by the software computer company is anticipated to exceed
$6,000,000 million.

(c)

Upon completion of construction of the Label Express facility, expected in the year 2001,
approximately 52 people will be employed at the facility. Approximately half of these
employees will be transferred from out-of-state or will be new hires. The estimated annual
payroll related to the new or additional employees from out-of-state is estimated to be
$1,720,000.

(d)

Upon completion of construction of the two 48,000 square foot speculative office buildings,
expected in the year 2001, it is estimated that 77 new employees will be hired by businesses
leasing space in the two office buildings. The annual payroll for new employees hired is
estimated to be $2,502,500.

3. There will also likely be some indirect employment effects with demand for goods and
services in the area. There will be economic and community benefits to the area with the
businesses located in the North Pointe Business Park making annual purchases from local
contractors and suppliers in the first full year of operation and subsequent years.
4. There will be economic and community benefits to the area with employees of the
businesses located in the North Pointe Business Park making annual purchases of goods and
services in the first full year of operation and subsequent years.
5. Construction jobs will increase as a result of the development in the area. In general,
construction costs can be broken down as 40 percent labor and 60 percent materials and
overhead. The labor costs to construct the buildings in the North Pointe Business Park are
estimated to exceed $13 million. According to the Utah Department ofWorkforce Services, the
average construction wage is $35,260.00 annually. This is the equivalent of375 construction jobs
for a one-year time period. Clearly, the jobs will be spread over several years of construction with
the majority of the development taking place before the year 2003.

- 15 -
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Section 9- Method of Selection of Private Developers to Undertake Economic
Development

The Agency has identified the following ways private developers will be selected to
undertake economic development within the project area:
A. Qualified Owners

The Agency shall first permit qualified owners within the project area to participate as
developers in the economic development of the project area as described in the Agency's Owner
Participation Requirements. Any person wishing to become a developer will be required to own
or have the right to purchase all or part of the project area.
B. Other Parties

If no owner in the project area, as described in Subparagraph A above, who possesses the
skill, experience and financial resources necessary to become a developer in the project area is
willing or able to become a developer of all or part of the project area, the Agency may identify
other qualified persons who may be interested in developing all or part of the project area.
Potential developers may be identified by one or more of the following processes: ( 1) public
solicitation, (2) requests for proposals (RFP), (3) requests for bids (RFB ), (4) private negotiation,
or (5) some other method of identification approved by the Agency.
C. Interested Parties

The Agency has been contacted by or has made contact with the following business entities
who ha v~ expressed an interest to become a developer of all or part of the project area and are
therefore deemed to be developers currently involved in the proposed economic development
pursuant to provisions of Section 17A-2-1207(7) of the Act:
1.

BTSAF, LLC
1442 East 820 North
Orem, UT 84097

D. Owner Particip_ation Agreements

The Agency has not entered into nor does it intend to enter into any owner participation
agreements or agreements with Developers to develop all or part of the project area until after the
Agency and the City decide whether or not to adopt an economic development plan for the
project area.

- 16 -
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Section 10- Implementation of Economic Development Project Program

The economic development projects set forth in the economic development plan shall be
implemented according to a schedule approved by the Agency, but shall commence within three
years after the date of adoption of the economic development plan. The implementing of the
economic development plan will commence when the proposed developers acquire the real
property in the project area.
Section 11 - Tax Increment Provisions In the Economic Development Plan
A. Tax Increment Provisions:

The Economic Development Plan specifically incorporates the provisions of tax increment
financing permitted by Section 17A-2-1247.5, ofthe Act which provides, in part, as follows:
"(4) (a) An agency may collect tax increment from all or a part of a Project Area. The tax
increment shall be paid to the agency in the same manner and at the same time as payments
of taxes to other taxing agencies to pay the principal of and interest on loans, moneys
advanced to, or indebtedness, whether funded, refunded, assumed, or otherwise, to finance
or refinance, in whole or in part, the redevelopment or economic development project and
the housing projects and programs under Section 17A-2-1263 and 17A-2-1264.
(b) (i) An agency may elect to be paid:
(A)

if20% of the Project Area Budget is not allocated for housing as provided in
Subsection 17A-2-1264(2)(a):

(I) 100% of annual tax increment for 12 years; or
(II) 75% of annual tax increment for 20 years.

(B)

if20% of the Project Area Budget~ allocated for housing as provided for in
Subsection 17A-2-1264(2)(a):
(I) 1OOo/o of annual tax increment for 15 years; or
(II) 75% of annual tax increment for 24 years.

The Agency has elected to allocate 20% of the Project Area Budget for housing and to be
paid 100% of the annual tax increment for 15 years as shown in the Project Area Budget.
The Economic Development Plan also specifically incorporates the provisions of Section
17A-2-1247.(5) as follows:
(5) (a) The Redevelopment Plan shall provide that the portion of the taxes, if any, due to an
increase in the tax rate by a taxing agency after the date the Project Area Budget is

- 17 -
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approved by the taxing agency committee may not be allocated to and when collected paid
into a special fund of the redevelopment agency according to the provisions of Subsection
(4) unless the taxing agency committee approves the inclusion of the increase in the tax rate
at the time the Project Area Budget is approved. If approval of the inclusion of the increase
in the tax rate is not obtained, the portion of the taxes attributable to the increase in the rate
shall be distributed by the county to the taxing agency imposing the tax rate increase in the
same manner as other property taxes.
(b) The amount of the tax rate to be used in determining tax increment shall be increased or
decreased by the amount of an increase or decrease as a result of:
(i) a statute enacted by the Legislature, a judicial decision, or an order from the State Tax
Commission to a county to adjust or factor its assessment rate pursuant to Subsection 59704(2), Utah Code Annotated 1953 as amended;
(ii) a change in exemption provided in Utah Constitution, Article XIII, Section 2, or Section
59-2-103;
(iii) any increase or decrease in the percentage of fair market value, as defined under
Section 59-2-102, Utah Code Annotated 1953, as amended; or
(iv) a decrease in the certified tax rate under Subsection 59-2-924(2)( c) or (2)( d)(i).
(c) (i) Notwithstanding the increase or decrease resulting from Subsection 1247.5(5)(b) of
the Act, the amount of money allocated to, and when collected paid to the agency each year
for payment of bonds or other indebtedness may not be less than would have been allocated
to and when collected paid to the agency each year if there had been no increase or decrease
under Subsection (S)(b).
(ii) For a decrease resulting from Subsection (S)(b)(iv), the taxable value for the base year
under Subsection 17A-2-1247(2)(a) or 17A-2-1202(2), as the case may be, shall be reduced
for any year to the extent necessary, including below zero, to provide an agency with
approximately the same amount of money the agency would have received without a
reduction in the county's certified tax rate if:

(A) in that year there is a decrease in the certified tax rate under Subsection 59-2-924(2)(c)
or (2)(d)(i);
(B) the amount of the decrease is more than 20% of the county's certified tax rate of the
previous year; and
(iii) the decrease results in a reduction of the amount to be paid to the agency under
Section 17A-2-1247 or 17A-2-1247.5.

- 18 -
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B. Other Provisions Required by Law:
Before the Agency collects tax increment from the Project Area, the Agency must obtain
the majority consent of a quorum of the taxing agency committee for the project area budget.

C. Twenty Percent (20°/o) of The Tax Increment Received By The Agency Over the
Life of the Economic Development Plan Shall Be used For Housing
The Economic Development Plan and Project Area Budget allocate 20% of the tax
increment to be received by the Agency over the life of the Economic Development Plan for the
uses described in Section 17A-2-1264(3) ofthe Act. These uses include the uses set forth in
Section 17A-2-1264(3 )(a) of the Act which require that the Agency use all housing funds
allocated under Section 17 A-2-1264(2)(a) of the Act to:
(i) pay part or all of the cost of land or construction of income targeted housing within the
community that created the agency, if practicable in a mixed income development or area;
(ii) pay part or all of the cost of rehabilitation of income targeted housing within the
community that created the agency;
(iii) pay pan or all of the cost of land or installation, construction, or rehabilitation of any
building, facility, structure or other housing improvement, including infrastructure
improvements, related to housing located in a redevelopment project area where blight has
been found to exist;
(iv) replace housing units lost as a result of the redevelopment or economic development;
(v) make payments on or establish a reserve fund for bonds:

(A) issued by the agency, the community or the housing authority that provides income
targeted housing within the community; and
(B) all or part of the proceeds of which are used within the community for the purposes
stated in Subsection (3)(a}(i), (ii), (iii), or (iv); or
(vi) if the community's fair share ratio at the time of the first adoption of the project area
budget is at least 1.1 to 1.0, make payments on bonds:
(A) that were previously issued by the agency, the community or the housing authority that
provides income targeted housing within the community; and
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(B) all or part of the proceeds of which were used within the community for the purposes

stated in Subsection (3)(a)(i), (ii), (iii) or (iv).
or the uses set forth in Section 17 A-2-1264{3 )(b) of the Act:
(b) As an alternative to the requirements of Subsection (3)(a), an agency may pay all
housing funds to:
(i) the community for use as provided in Subsection (3)(a);
(ii) the housing authority that provides income targeted housing within the community for
use in providing income targeted housing within the community; or
(iii) the Olene Walker Housing Trust Fund, established under Title 9, Chapter 4, Part 7,
Olene Walker Trust Fund, for use in providing income targeted housing within the
community.
Section 12- Owner Participation Plan

The economic development plan provides for reasonable opportunities to participate in the
economic development of property in the project area by the owners of property in the project
area if the owners (and certain tenants having the right to become owners) enter into a
participation agreement with the Agency agreeable with the Agency. The Agency and the City
have previously adopted an Owner Participation Plan, copies of which may be obtained upon
request from the office of the Agency, which permits owners within the project area reasonable
opportunities to participate in the economic development of the project area by executing a participation agreement with the Agency. The Owner Participation Plan provides the following kinds
of possible participation:

(

I.

Owners retaining, maintaining, and if necessary rehabilitating, all or portions of
their properties;

2.

Owners acquiring adjacent or other properties in the project area;

3.

Owners selling all or portions of their improvements to the Agency, retaining the
land, and developing their properties;

4.

Owners selling all or portions of their properties to the Agency and purchasing
other properties in the project area;

5.

Owners selling all or portions of their properties to the Agency and obtaining
preferences to re-enter the project area;

-
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6.

Tenants having opportunities to become O\vners of property in the project area,
subject to the opportunities of owners of property in the project area~ or

7.

Other methods as may be approved by the Agency.

(

The Agency shall extend reasonable preferential opportunities to owners within the project
area ahead of persons and entities outside the project area, to owners in the project area during
and after the completion of economic development.
Section 13- Taxin2 A2ency Committee

Section 1247.5 of the Act provides for the establishment of a taxing agency committee
which will have the following powers and perform the following functions:
(2) (a)(i) A taxing agency committee shall be created for each redevelopment, education
housing development or economic development project area. The committee membership
shall be selected as follows: .
(A) . . . two representatives appointed by the school district in the project area~
(B) two representatives appointed by resolution of the county commission or county
council for the county in which the project area is located~

(C) two representatives appointed by resolution of the City's legislative body in which the
project area is located;
(D) . . . a representative approved by the State School Board; and
(E) one representative who shall represent all of the remaining governing bodies of the
other local taxing agencies that levy taxes upon the property within the proposed project
area. The representative shall be selected by each of the governing bodies of those taxing
agencies as required by law.

(b) A taxing agency committee formed in accordance with this section has the authority to:
(i)(A) represent all taxing entities in a project area, .. .; and
(B) cast votes that will be binding on the governing boards of all taxing entities in a project
area that the taxing agency committee represents under Subsection (2)( c)(i)(A);

(ii) negotiate with the Agency concerning the economic development plan;
(iii) approve or disapprove project area budgets; and

- 21 -
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(iv) approve an exception to the limits on the value and size of project areas imposed by
Section 17 A-2-121 0, or the time and amount of tax increment financing under the tax
increment provisions.
(3) (a) The Agency must obtain the majority consent of a quorum of the taxing agency
committee for the project area budget before the Agency may collect any tax increment for
a project area.
(b) The project area budget may be amended from time to time by obtaining the majority
consent of the taxing agency committee. If an amendment is proposed and the taxing
agency committee does not consent to the amendment, the Agency will continue to operate
under the previously approved, unamended project area budget.
Section 14- Relocation Plan

Pursuant to the provisions of this economic development plan, and the Utah Relocation
Assistance Act, the Agency may not exercise the power of eminent domain within the project
area. Since the Agency cannot exercise the power of eminent domain within the project area, the
Agency is not required to provide relocation assistance to persons who leave the project area
because such persons do not qualify as displaced persons as a result of the acquisition of real
property in accordance with the Utah Relocation Assistance Act. To the extent that the Agency
desires to provide relocation assistance to persons within the project area, the Agency has
previously adopted a relocation program entitled "Rules Governing Relocation Assistance For the
Redevelopment Agency of American Fork." These Rules shall govern the Agency's relocation
assistance within the project area in the unlikely event that the Agency acquires any real property
within the project area.
Section 15 - Provisions For Amending The Economic Development Plan

The economic development plan may be amended or modified any time by the Agency in
the same manner as if the amendment or modification constituted an economic development plan
being originally proposed or as provided in Section 1229 of the Act.
Section 16- Historic Places or Historic Uses

The preservation and use of historical buildings is important to help maintain the character
and charm of the area. Historical buildings should be encouraged to remain in private ownership
and continue to be put to a beneficial use to help ensure their preservation.
The Agency believes there are no existing buildings or historical uses included in or eligible
for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places within the project area. In the event that
any are found, the economic development plan does hereby incorporate the provisions of
Subsection 9-8-404(1 ), Utah Code Annotated 1953, as amended.

-
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Section 17 -Housing Plan

(
Before the Agency may adopt a project area budget that allocates tax increment funds under
Section 17A-2-1264 (2)(a), the Agency shall prepare and adopt a housing plan showing the uses
for the housing funds and provide a copy of the plan to the taxing agency committee and the
Olene Walker Housing Trust Fund Board. If the Agency amends a housing plan prepared under
Section 17A-2-1264 (2)(b)(i), the Agency shall provide a copy of the amendment to the taxing
agency committee and the Olene Walker Housing Trust Fund Board.

- 23 -

EXHIBIT "A"
PROJECT AREA MAP

ATTACHMENT 1 TO 10-17-2000 CC-RDA MINUTES - PAGE 47 OF 84

..

:1 •••• •••

=_j====:::::;;ii1
I

t110- l'!U:i-8~
(~ •A.CSlAN'
1\00 So.J,.. (A.r.)

.. .......

··....._

·-.

[AST 1/• CORN£R
S(C:TION 2~-

· · .,

•.

T~S ... 1[., SLB •

.r

ll

w

... ,,.,, ...

' ,_

POINT Of' B[CINNIHC

I
I

......
~ ··o

l ____ _

WORIND• INC

4

... ..:
.,

.

-' 4

~

.
4

-~ ~ ·

BTSAF U.C

:: g
z

BTS.tJ LLC

If

I

0

I

I
I

••

Dtt0-15147-13
IVAHA ROBINSON

!"'
..,...•
0

~

.
c

;; J
u. I

%
~

-o-•13-6~

; II
l

wo-•tl-15

Tt..,PANOCAS STAKt

j

L.CS CHURCH

I
I

I

I

I

I

I

I
I

nt.~PANOGAS

~S

CHURCH

I
I

STNC[

o
n

ID

"

I

I

ATTACHMENT 1 TO 10-17-2000 CC-RDA MINUTES - PAGE 48 OF 84

EXIDBIT "B"

(
SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS
EGGFAruMECONOMaCDEVELOPMENTPLAN
September 8, 2000
The following documents are part of the Egg Farm Economic Development Plan
dated September 8, 2000 and are incorporated by reference. The documents support
the statements and findings incorporated in the Egg Farm Economic Development Plan.

1.

Egg Farm Economic Development Analysis, dated September 6, 2000, prepared
by Jonnalyne Walker.
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REPORT ON ECONO:MIC DEVELOP:MENT PLAN
ENTITLED
"EGG FARM ECONO:MIC DEVELOP:MENT PLAN"

September 8, 2000

Redevelopment Agency of American Fork City
31 North Church Street
City of American Fork, Utah
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REPORTONECONOMITCDEVELOPMENTPLAN
ENTITLED
"EGG FARM ECONOMITC DEVELOPMENT PLAN"

The following report (the "Report") on the project area development plan entitled "Egg
Farm Economic Development Plan" (the "Economic Development Plan") dated September 8,
2000, is submitted by the Redevelopment Agency of American Fork City (the "Agency") in
accordance with the provisions of Section 1220 of the Utah Neighborhood Development Act (the
"Act"). The terms used in this Report have the same meaning as the tenns defined in Section 1 of
the Economic Development Plan.
1. The Reasons for the Selection of the Proiect Area
The Egg Farm Economic Development Plan Project Area (the "Project Area") was selected
by the Agency as that area within the City of American Fork having an immediate opportunity to
strengthen the economic base of the community by locating major employers or developers who
are willing to invest private capital into new businesses which will provide new jobs or additional
jobs and broaden the tax base of the community. The Project Area contains approximately 97.06
acres of the City that the Agency believes is desirable for economic development. Specific
boundaries of the Project Area were arrived at by the Agency after a review of the area by
members of the Agency, City Planning Commission members and staff, economic development
consultants, other technical and legal consultants, and meetings with owners or option holders of
part or all of the real property located in the Project Area. Planned treatment of the Project Area
is intended to stimulate economic developments to the degree necessary for sound, long-range
economic growth in the Project Area.
-

1 -

,.

I~

ATTACHMENT 1 TO 10-17-2000 CC-RDA MINUTES - PAGE 54 OF 84

The proposed development consists of at least four development projects:
1. Morinda, Inc. : Morinda, Inc. manufactures and sells health and personal products,
internationally.

Morinda, Inc. will construct their corporate headquarters consisting of a

124,000 square foot facility in the Project Area and costing approximately $11 .1 million. It is
estimated that Morinda will be operational by 2003.
2. Software Computer Company: The software computer company develops and
distributes computer software. It is anticipated that the software computer company will lease
their facility from the Developer BTSAF, LC. The software computer company facility will
consist of approximately 124,200 square feet. The software computer company anticipates being
operational by 2002.
3. Label Express : Label Express prints and supplies labels and printing systems
[

throughout the United States. It is anticipated that Label Express wiilllease their respective
facilities from the Developer BTSAF, LC. Label Express anticipates being operational by 2002.
4. Speculative Office Space: BTSAF, LC will construct approximately 96,00 square feet
of speculative office space.
BTSAF, LC will invest approximately $19.1 million to construct the facilities for the
software computer company, Label Express and the speculative office space.
The proposed project includes the construction of facilities which the Agency believes are
of benefit to the State and the community in order for a private employer to create additional jobs
within the State.
The proposed project accomplishes the purposes of the Utah Neighborhood Development
Act in furthering economic development in the following ways:
-
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1. The real property located within the proposed project area is intended to be used for the
development of approximately 97.06 acres of land and will include the construction of
approximately 124,000 square feet of office which will serve as the corporate headquarters for
Morinda Inc., 124,200 square feet for a software computer company, 30,00.0 square feet for
Label Express and 96,000 square feet of speculative office space and other improvements.
2. A summary of new jobs created and their accompanying wages is set forth in the "Egg
Farm Economic Benefit Analysis" showing the cumulative number of jobs and wages in each year
as follows :
(a)

Upon completion of construction of the Morinda facility, expected in the year 2002,
approximately 600 people will be employed at the facility . Of the 600 people,
approximately 170 will be new employees at the facility . The remaining 430 people will be
transferred from other locations within the State. The annual payroll related to the new
employees hired by Morinda is estimated to exceed $3.3 million.

(b)

Upon completion of construction of the software computer company, expected in 2001,
approximately 250 people will be employed at the facility. Of the 250 people,
approximately 100 will be new hires at the facility. The remaining 150 people will be
transferred from existing locations within the State. The estimated annual payroll related to
the new employees hired by the software computer company is anticipated to exceed
$6,000,000 million. ·

(c)

Upon completion of construction of the Label Express facility, expected in the year 2001,
approximately 52 people will be employed at the facility. Approximately half of these
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employees will be transferred from out-of-state or will be new hires. The estimated annual
payroll related new employees at Label Express is estimated to be $1,720,000.
(d)

Upon completion of construction of the two 48,000 square foot speculative office buildings,
expected in the year 2001, it is estimated that 77 new employees will be hired by businesses
leasing space in the two office buildings. The annual payroll for nev.' employees hired is
estimated to be $2,502,500.
3. There will also likely be some indirect employment effects with demand for goods and

services in the area. There will be economic and community benefits to the area with the
businesses located in the North Pointe Business Park making annual purchases from local
contractors and suppliers in the first full year of operation and subsequent years.
4. There will be economic and community benefits to the area with employees of the
businesses located in the North Pointe Business Park making annual purchases of goods and
services in the first full year of operation and subsequent years.
5. Construction jobs will increase as a result of the development in the area. In general,
construction costs can be broken down as 40 percent labor and 60 percent materials and
overhead. The labor costs to construct the buildings in the North Pointe Business Park are
estimated to exceed $13 million. According to the Utah Department of Workforce Services, the
average construction wage is $35,260.00 annually. This is the equivalent of375 construction jobs
for a one-year time period. Clearly, the jobs will be spread over several years of construction with
the majority of the development taking place before the year 2003 .

- 4 -
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2.

(

The Description of the Physical. SociaL and Economic Conditions Existing in the Area
A. Physical Conditions
The Project Area is approximately 97.06 acres of privately owned property as shown on the

Project Area map. Most parcels within the Project Area are vacant land which could be
developed if basic infrastructure improvements were constructed in the Project Area. The parcels
will be developed as soon as the necessary infrastructure is constructed or installed.
The physical characteristics of the Project Area may generally be classified as an area lying
south of 11 00 South, north of 1500 South, east of the Southern Pacific Railroad tracks and west
of 860 East where little or no other economic development has occurred, but where economic
development is planned or proposed as soon as necessary infrastructure improvements can be
completed.
B. Social Conditions
Because there are only two single family residences in the Project Area, no meaningful
demographic or other social data such as is customarily collected during the United States Census
is available to describe the Project Area.
C. Economic Conditions
The Project Area is zoneq general commercial (GC-2) and planned industrial (PI-I). The
Project Area is part of a larger geographic area located in American Fork City which has been
zoned by the City to attract commercial and industrial uses from the fanner agricultural use which
previously existed for most of the Project Area. The Master Plan or general plan of the City
generally directs industrial uses and commercial uses into the Project Area.

-
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The need to improve the public infrastructure in the Project Area makes it difficult for

(

smaller businesses and private investment to be attracted to the Project Area unless a program is
undertaken to improve the entire Project Area as part of a public-private partnership which can
afford to provide these area-wide improvements. The vacant acreage parcels and their recent
agricultural uses cannot afford to pay the infrastructure cost necessary for development of
individual parcels without some form of public assistance.
3. Financial Analysis Describing the Method of Financing Economic Development of the Proiect
Area
A. Description ofTax Increment Financing
The Agency is a separate government entity established pursuant to the provisions of the
Act. Its purpose is to prepare and carry out plans for the development of the project areas within
the territorial limits of the City. To accomplish this objective, State law permits the Agency to
undertake economic development projects in specifically designated and adopted project areas
which meet certain standards and criteria.
The Act provides a means for financing economic development projects based upon an
allocation of taxes collected within a Project Area. Most of the Agency's activities are funded by
"tax increment" financing. The Act defines tax increment as follows:
Tax increment means that portion of the levied taxes each year in excess of the base
tax amount which excess amount is to be paid into a special fund of an agency.
Under tax increment financing, the assessed value of all personal and real property within
the economic development Project Area in the year prior to the adoption of the economic
development plan becomes the base year or "base tax amount" . In years following the base year,
the local taxing units (such as the County, the City, and the local school district) receive the taxes
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generated by applying the current year tax levy to the base tax amount assessed valuation. The
taxing agencies having the right to levy general ad valorem property taxes on both the real and
personal property located in the Project Area and thereafter receive the taxes produced by the
levy of the current tax rate upon the base tax amount.
The Agency, to the extent that it has created indebtedness, may receive taxes collected due
to an increase in the assessed value of the Project Area over that of the base year or "base tax
amount". Taxes collected upon any increase in assessed valuation in the Project Area over the
"base tax amount" may be paid to the Agency for the repayment of any indebtedness incurred in
financing or refinancing an economic development project within the Project Area and certain
areas of the City. The Agency has no authority to levy taxes and must look specifically to the
allocation of tax increment produced in the Project Area as described above.
In determining the feasibility of the Economic Development Plan, the Agency has
considered the present "base tax amount" within the Project Area and estimated future increments
in assessed valuation and resulting "tax increment" revenues. The Agency has reviewed the
assessed value of the property valuations within the Project Area as determined by the office of
the County Assessor. The "base tax amount" for the Project Area is equal to the sum of the
assessed values of real property, personal property and any State-assessed property located within
the Project Area based upon the tax assessment roll for the calendar year preceding the year in
which the Project Area plan is officially adopted.
·Based upon the data obtained, the Agency has calculated the "base tax amount" of the
Project Area as of January I, 1999, as the tax roll was finalized on or before November 1, 1999, in
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order to estimate the amount of tax increment which may be available to the Agency within the

(
Project Area and from other sources such as loans, grants, gifts and bonds as authorized by law.
It is the intent of the Agency to implement the Economic Development Plan as tax

increment becomes available to the Agency from the investment of private capital within the
Project Area as a result of the construction of new improvements and from other sources such as
loans, grants, gifts and bonds as authorized by law.
The Agency believes, based upon its projections and the work of its professional consultant,
that implementation of an economic development project in the Project Area is economically
feasible. As economic development occurs, the Project Area will generate tax increment resulting from the increased value of land and the improvements constructed and installed within the
Project Area.
B. The Project Area Budget
The Agency has requested that a taxing agency committee (the "Taxing Agency
Committee") as authorized by Section 17 A-2-1247.5 of the Act be created for the Project Area.
The Taxing Agency Committee, representing the public entities having the right to levy taxes on
the real and personal property located in the Project Area, will be asked to adopt a Project Area
budget (the "Project Area Budg~t") for the Project Area. Expenditures by the Agency in the
Project Area as established in the approved or amended Project Area Budget will not exceed
anticipated revenues over the time period that the Agency has the right to receive tax increment
from the Project Area.
The Project Area Budget, a copy of which is attached as Schedule 2, is a multiyear budget
for the Economic Development Plan and Project Area prepared by the Agency through its

-
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consultant, Jonnalyne Walker who has prepared a report entitled "American Fork Egg Farm

(

Economic Benefit Analysis" (the "Economic Benefits Analysis") dated September 6, 2000, a copy
of which is attached to the original copy of the Report and is incorporated herein by reference.
The Project Area Budget will be approved by a majority vote of the Taxing Agency Committee as
required by law. The Project Area Budget covers a fifteen ( 15) year period and contains the
following information:
(I) The 1999 base year taxable value of the Project Area is estimated to be $999,777. 00;
(2) The projected tax increment of the Project Area is $6,986,712.00 which is the projected
amount of money which would be generated over a period of 15 years. Of this total amount of
tax increment, lOOo/o or an amount not to exceed $6,986,712.00 will be paid to the Agency within
a period not to exceed 15 years to reimburse Agency for certain Project Area development costs.
The Project Area development costs (the "Project Area Development Costs") include, but are not
limited to: public infrastructure, access and utilities, reimbursement of infrastructure and utility
costs and similar costs associated with providing infrastructure improvements to the Project Area
or required by or benefitting the Project Area, the Agency's administrative and legal and other
costs and expenses shown in the Project Area Budget
(3) Of the amount of proJected tax increment shown in subparagraph (2) above, 100% of
tax increment will be paid to the Agency during the 15 tax increment years. After the payment of
the Agency's indebtedness has been paid, the remaining property taxes which would qualify as tax
increment (assuming the Agency had eligible indebtedness) shall not be paid to the Agency as tax
increment, but any property taxes not distributed under Section 17A-2-1247.5 of the Act shall be

(

distributed by the County Treasurer pursuant to the provisions of Section 17A-2-1250 of the Act

-
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or directly passed through the County Treasurer to the respective taxing agencies in the same

(

manner as provided by law.
(4) The amount of tax increment expected to be used by the Agency to implement the
Economic Development Plan is $349,336.00 for the Agency's administrative costs.
(5) It is the intent of the Agency that tax increment will be collected pursuant to Section

1247.5 of the Act from the entire Project Area as more fully described in the Plan.
(6) The Agency does not anticipate that parcels of real property will either be acquired or
sold by the Agency. All properties to be acquired in the Project Area will be acquired by owners
or the developers and any option to acquire real property in the Project Area shall be assigned to
the developers at such time as the Agency is satisfied that the developers are ready to proceed
with the proposed Economic Development Project.
C. A Description of Any Tax Incentives Offered To Private Entities For Facilities Located
In the Project Area.
The following is a list of tax increment or other incentives offered to the developers in
consideration for the developers constructing and operating the development and providing the
jobs:

.,
(1) Tax Incentives To Be _Offered By the Agency to Developer: Pursuant to an

Agreement for the Disposition efLand for Private Development (A.D.L.) acceptable to the
Agency to be entered into between the Agency and the Developer, to the extent that tax
increment funds are available from the Project Area, but from no other Agency funds the Agency
has or may hereafter receive from other project areas, the Agency may pay as project
indebtedness certain Project Area Development Costs associated with the development of the
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Project Area. Payments are contemplated to be made by the Agency in annual increment
(

(

payments to the Developer.
The Agency may pay to the developer, to reimburse the developer the developer's portion
of the Project Area Development Costs in tax increment payments to be paid during the fifteen
( 15) tax increment years. The payment period authorized in the Project Area Budget shall be
fifteen ( 15) tax increment years or until the amount is paid in full .
(2) Housing Element: Pursuant to the provisions of Sections 17 A-2-1247.5 and 17 A-21264 of the Act, the Agency has allocated the present value of 20o/o of the total tax increment to
be used for eligible housing as set forth in the Act. The tax increment monies from the tax
increment period in the total amount of$1,397,342.00 shall be used to assist eligible housing
projects as defined in the Act. The amount of tax increment to be spent each year is set forth in
the Project Area Budget.
4.

Analysis of the Preliminary Plan
(A) The benefits projected to accrue to the tax base of the community from the

development include real property tax revenue, personal property tax revenue and franchise tax
revenue. Incidental State and local options sales tax revenue are expected to be generated outside
the Project Area from employe~s shopping and purchasing goods or services in the community
but are not an intended purpose in establishing the Economic Development Plan or Project Area.

(B) All of the land uses detennined to be appropriate for economic development within the
Project Area pursuant to the provisions of the Economic Development Plan are in accord with the
general guidelines of the master plan or general plan of the City and its applicable planning and
,

~

zoning codes, rules or regulations.

-
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(C) Planning criteria in the Economic Development Plan relative to land uses, densities,
characteristics of internal circulation systems, and need and type of public infrastructure
improvements are consistent with the long-range plans of American Fork City.

(D) The Economic Development Plan relates directly to the local objectives of promoting
and retaining an economically healthy and growing community by providing not only an adequate
and desirable location for economic development, but to construct the necessary public
infrastructure for the creation of new jobs for the residents of the community.

(E) The Agency believes that the strengths of the Project Area include:
( 1)

Large parcels of real property under ownership that is willing to sell or develop
real property in the Project Area.

(2)

Vacant land already zoned for commercial and industrial use but currently
underutilized.

The Agency believes that the weaknesses of the Project Area include:

5.

( 1)

Much of the Project Area is currently unimproved land which requires substantial
public infrastructure improvements in order to permit economic development.

(2)

Utilities and other infrastructure must be extended or enlarged in order to service
the economic development Project Area.

Benefit Analysis of Economic Development
A. Description of the Benefit of Financial Assistance or Other Public Subsidy to be
Provided By the Agency
The Agency has retruned Jonnalyne Walker, a consultant to assist the Agency in analyzing

the project recommended by the developers for the Project Area and preparing the Project Area
Budget. Jonnalyne Walker prepared the Economic Benefits Analysis dated September 6, 2000, a
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copy of which is attached to the original copy of the Plan and this Report and incorporated herein
(

by reference.
The benefits derived from the financial assistance to be provided by the Agency include
those enumerated in the Economic Development Plan and this Report . The Agency believes that
financial assistance to be provided by the Agency and others will:
1. Encourage and assist economic development in order for a public or private employer to
create additional jobs within the community as follows:.
(a)

Upon completion of construction of the Morinda facility, expected in the year
2002, approximately 600 people will be employed at the facility . Of the 600
people, approximately I 70 will be new employees at the facility . The remaining
430 people will be transferred from other locations within the State. The annual
payroll related to the new employees hired by Morinda is estimated to exceed
$3.3 million.

(b)

Upon completion of construction of the software computer company, expected in
2001, approximately 250 people will be employed at the facility. Of the 250
people, approximately 100 will be new hires at the facility. The remaining 150
people will be transferred from existing locations within the State. The estimated
annual payroll related to the new employees hired by the software computer
company is anticipated to exceed $6,000,000 million.

(c)

Upon completion of construction of the Label Express facility, expected in the
year 2001, approximately 52 people will be employed at the facility.
Approximately half of these employees will be transferred from out-of-state or
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will be new hires. The estimated annual payroll related to new employees at
(

Label Express is estimated to be $1,720,000.
(d)

Upon completion of construction of the two 48,000 square foot speculative
office buildings, expected in the year 2001, it is estimated that 77 new employees
will be hired by businesses leasing space in the two office buildings. The
estimated annual payroll for new employees hired is $2,50:!,500.00.

2. Remove impediments to land disposition and development through assembly of land into
reasonably sized and shaped parcels necessary for economic development. The project of the
developers will be served by improved public utilities, infrastructure improvements and new
facilities.
3. Eliminate underutilization of real property by encouraging and assisting, if necessary, .
economic development within the Project Area.
4. Promote and help market one or more sites for economic development. The Agency
believes that the proposed development would be complimentary to existing businesses and
industries and would enhance the economic base of the community through diversification and
expansion. The proposed development would also be complimentary to the existing businesses
and industries located within the

~ity

by providing new employees who may live in the City and

shop and pay taxes.
5. Provide utilities, ·streets, curbs, sidewalks, parking areas, landscape areas and other
infrastructure improvements to give the Project Area a new look and to attract other economic
development. Significant infrastructure improvements are to be constructed as a result of the
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development. These infrastructure improvements will not only benefit the development but will
also likely attract additional economic development in the City and the community.
6. Provide for the strengthening of the property and income tax base and economic health
of the entire community and the State of Utah by increasing the assessed valuation of real
property in the City, as well as, increase the State's and community's employment base by a the
equivalent of 3 75 construction jobs for a one-year time period. Clearly, the jobs will be spread
over several years of construction with the majority of the development taking place before the
year 2003 .
7. Provide improved transportation to the Project Area by upgrading public streets and
road access to and within the Project Area to facilitate better traffic and pedestrian circulation,
reduce traffic hazards and reduce congestion. The infrastructure improvements to existing streets
abutting the Project Area will improve the acc~ss to the Project Area.
(1) Evaluation ofthe Reasonableness ofEconomic Development Costs.
(A) The economic development Project Area is approximately 97.06 acres of privately
owned property.

(B) The Project Area does, however, currently lack the infrastructure improvements
necessary to make economic development possible. But for the use of the available tax
increment, or a portion thereof, to fund the infrastructure and on-site improvements
necessary to stimulate private investment, economic development would not be possible.
There is an infrastructure gap which must satisfied to enable private investment to proceed
within the Project Area.
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(C) The development of the Project Area will include both public and private
improvements previously referenced and more fully described in the "Economic Benefit
Analysis" . The initial private developments will include the four projects described in
Section 1 of this Report.
(D) An evaluation of the reasonableness of the economic development costs of the

development in the Project Area is more fully described in the "Economic Benefits
Analysis" incorporated herein by reference and made a pan of this Report.
(E) Each developer proposes to finance its share of the development using existing reserves

or traditional methods of financing development. Costs of certain public improvements to
be constructed as part of the development such as streets and other utilities will be
undertaken by the City or the Agency. The "Economic Benefit Analysis" describes and
itemizes the projected development costs of the Project Area.
The Agency believes that the cost projections are reasonable and provide the basis for the
Agency to proceed with the development as part of the Economic Development Plan.
(2) Efforts To Maximize Private Investment. Private investment has, to the extent possible,
been maximized. The private investment in the development consists of each developer's
investment in the Project Area. Estimated private investment from all development in the Project
Area is estimated to be $41,4 72,3 33. 00 as more fully shown in the "Economic Benefit Analysis."
(3) Rationale For Use of Tax Increment Financing. The use of tax increment financing serves
as a catalyst to trigger private sector investment by constructing fixed assets in the community.
Simply, if there is no private sector investment, there will be no tax increment against which
private sector dollars can be leveraged. Leveraging compares the dollar amount privately invested
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into the fixed assets of a project to the dollar amount of tax increment the Agency pledges to the
(

project. Typically, an Agency should try to maximize the dollar amount privately invested into
the project while minimizing the amount of the tax increment contribution. The development has
a tax increment leverage ratio of7.9: 1 which means that a private investment of almost $8 .00 is
made for every $1 of tax increment spent by the Agency. The leverage ratio is derived by dividing
the amount of tax increment to be spent by the Agency into the amount of private investment
being contributed by the developer(s). Private investment was calculated using the projected costs
for land purchase, construction of improvements and equipment. The leverage ratio which
should be achieved by an economic development project, such as the one being offered by the
development, is indeterminate. It should be noted, however, that the former federal economic
development programs required leverage ratios of 3: 1 or 5: 1 and the former Urban Development
Action Grant's (UDAG) overall leverage ratio was 6:1. The leverage ratio of7.9: 1 is comparable
to other similar economic development programs. It cannot be reasonably expected that the
development would occur in the foreseeable future solely through private investment. The
developers are prepared to commit approximately $41,4 72,3 33. 00 of capital investment as their
portion of the development. Without the economic development assistance from the Agency, it is
unlikely that other developers co1:1ld be found in the near term who are willing to immediately
invest the large amount of private investment in the Project Area that each developer is willing to
commit to the Project Area.
(4) Analysis of Whether the Development Might Occur In The Foreseeable Future Solely
Through Private Investment. The Agency believes, based upon its negotiations with the
developers, that but for the adoption of the Economic Development Plan and Project Area, the
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development will not occur in the foreseeable future solely through private investment. The

(
Agency believes that without the intervention of the Agency and the public assistance to be
offered, the developers would not construct and install the improvements within the Project Area.
(5) Estimate of the Total Amount and Length ofTime that Tax Increment Financing Will Be
Expended In Undertaking Economic Development. The length of time that tax increment
financing will be used within the Project Area will not exceed 15 years at 80%> of the tax
increment (with 20o/o of the tax increment allocated to affordable housing) as more fully described
in the Economic Benefits Analysis. The Project Area Budget contemplates that the Project Area
indebtedness will be paid during the fifteen ( 15) tax increment years shown in the Project Area
Budget.
B. Description of Anticipated Public Benefit to Be Derived From The Economic
Development Project
It is anticipated that the public benefit to be derived from the development will include the
following:
(1) Number of Jobs or Employment Anticipated As A Result of the Economic Development
Proiect. The number of jobs the development is anticipated to generate is 373 full-time positions
by the end of 2003. The developers have provided the Agency with the following information
relating to new employment within the Project Area as described in the "Economic Benefit
Analysis".

A summary of new jobs created and their accompanying wages is set forth below (number
of jobs and wages is cumulative in each year):
(
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Long Term Direct Employment
Morinda estimates that 170 new full time jobs will be created at the facility . Employees at
the facility will earn a range of$14,560- $129,600 a year. The anticipated number of new full
time, permanent positions and corresponding pay rates include:
Average Wage by Classification (without benefits)
Number of
Emplovees
Position
150
Entry Level
15
Middle Management
Executive
..2
170
Total

Hourly Base
Wage Rate
$7.00/$8.00
s12.00/$14 .00
$67.50

Salary
$14.560/$16.640
$24.960/$29.120
$129,600

The annual payroll for new employees hired is estimated to be $3,393 ,600. The total
anticipated employment at the facility is estimated to be 600. Approximately 430 employees will
transfer from other locations within the State.
It is estimated that the computer software company will generate 100 new full time jobs at
the facility. The total anticipated employment at the facility is estimated to be 250.
Approximately 150 employees will transfer from other locations within the State. Employees at
the facility will earn an average of$60,000 a year. The anticipated number of full time, permanent
positions and corresponding pay rates include:
Average Wage by Classification (without benefits)

Salary

Position
Support Staff
Sales
:Marketing
£-Business
U.S. Engineering
Operations
IT
Finance/Admin.

$36,000/$ 66,000
$4 5' 000/$ 90' 000
$35,000/S 90,000
$30,000/$ 80,000
$60,000/S 120,000
$30,000/S 80,000
$30,000/S 80,000
$25,000/S 75,000

The annual payroll for new employees hired is estimated to be $6,000,000.
It is estimated that Label Express will generate 26 new full time jobs at the facility. This
facility will be Label Express's western regional headquarters for the printing and distribution of
labels. The estimated number of full time, permanent positions and corresponding pay rates
include:

-
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Average Wage by Classification (without benefits)

Position
Production!r ech.
Supervision
Management
Total

Number of
Emplovees
$20.000/$35.000
$25,000/$35.000
$40' 000/$60' 000

16

4

.&
26

The annual payroll for new employees hired is estimated to be $1,720,000.
It is estimated 77 new full time employees will be hired by businesses leasing space in the
two speculative office buildings and that they will earn an average ofbenveen $25,000- $40,000
a year. The annual payroll for new employees hired is estimated to be $2,502,500.

In addition to the anticipated buildings and businesses identified, there is approximately 22.8
acres of property for future development.
Economic development programs, such as the Urban Development Action Grant and Small
Business Administration Programs have estimated that one private, new full time position should
be created for about $10,000 of public incentive. The job creation ratio for this project, using the
comparisons given, would be one private, full time position created for every $14,048 of public
incentive. Cumulatively, it is estimated that 373 new full time positions will be created as the
result of the construction of the buildings for the users contemplated. The combined annual
payroll attributable to the new employment generated in the North Pointe Business Park from the
businesses identified is estimated to be $13,616, 100.
Short Term Construction Employment
The number of construction jobs is calculated based on construction labor costs which are
assumed to be roughly 40 percent of total construction costs (the remaining 60 percent is spent
for materials and overhead). The labor costs to construct the buildings in the North Pointe
Business Park are estimated to exceed $13 million. According to the Utah Department of
Workforce Services, the average construction wage in Utah is $35,260, or an average wage of
$18.00 per hour (based on 1,960 hours worked during a year). Therefore, the total labor costs of
more than $13 million, divided by the average wage of$35,260, results in the equivalent of375
full-time jobs for one year.
According to the Arthur Anderson Economic Impact Model, five percent of construction
wages are generally spent in the local community on such items as gas, food, banking and
convenience shopping, assuming that such goods and services are available. Based on this model,
an estimated $662,320 would be spent in American Fork, from which $3,312 would return to the
City as sales tax revenue.
-
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The job creation ratio for the proposed development, using the comparisons given, would
be one permanent, private, full time position created for every $14,048.00 of public incentive
investment based on 3 73 full time jobs. The nature of this project and the facilities to be
constructed requires a very large capital expenditure for each full time employment position.
(2) Associated Business and Economic Activitv Likelv to Be Stimulated Bv the Economic
Development Project. With low unemployment and a relatively small population in the City, the
Agency believes that the work force to be employed by the developers in the Project Area will
come from a geographic area larger than Utah County. Some employees may want to relocate to
American Fork City due to the quality of life and the desire to live close to work. Some
employees looking to lower travel expenses may choose to locate or relocate in the City by living
close to work in an affordable locale. The development would help provide local jobs for the
City's growing population. Utah County is one of the fastest growing Metropolitan Statistical
Areas (MSA) in the Nation.
There are a number of existing American F ark City businesses which could receive positive
benefits from the development. For example, printing shops, office supplies, home builders,
restaurants, grocery stores and_gas stations should benefit from increased traffic and proximity to
the Project Area.
(3) Beneficial Influences upon the Tax Base of the Community as a Result of the Economic
Development Proiect. The following benefits are projected to accrue to the tax base of American
Fork City, Utah County and the State ofUtah as a result of the development: (1) real property tax
revenue; (2) personal property tax revenue; (3) franchise tax revenue paid to the State; (4) State
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and local option sales tax
revenues~

revenue~

(5) State income taxes~ (6) American Fork City impact fee

(7) Sewer District impact fee revenues.

The development would likely generate a limited amount of new local option sales tax for
American Fork City. The amount of local option retail sales tax generated in the Project Area is
incidental or subordinate to the economic development and is not an objective of the project or of
this Economic Development Plan nor of the development.
C. Other Factors Approved by the Agency.
No other factors have been approved by the Agency.
6.

Relocation Plan
The Economic Development Plan for the Project Area incorporates by reference the

provisions of the Utah Relocation Assistance Act as found in Section 57-12-1, et. seq. of the Act
and the Rules Governing Relocation Assistance For The Redevelopment Agency Of American
Fork, as previously adopted by the Agency's governing board and as may be amended from time
to time, a copy of which is incorporated by reference as part of the Report, describes how
relocation assistance, if any, will be offered in the event any real property is acquired by the
Agency within the Project Area.
The Agency does not currently anticipate that the Agency will acquire, or need to acquire,
any real property within the Project Area in order to accomplish the purposes of this Economic
Development Plan so no relocation activities are contemplated by the Agency. The Agency
intends that all property needed to be acquired from private owners within the Project Area will
be acquired by the developers wishing to undertake economic development.
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7.

The Report and Recommendation of the Planning Commission

(
The letter report and recommendation from the American Fork Planning Commission
regarding the American Fork Economic Development Plan and this Report is incorporated herein
by reference and made a part hereof
A copy of the letter report and recommendation is attached as Schedule 1 to this Report.
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SCHEDULE 1
REPORT AND RECO~NDATION OF PLANNING COMMISSION
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September

2000

Richard Colborn
Executive Director
Redevelopment Agency of American Fork City
31 North Church Street
American Fork, UT
Dear Mr. Colborn:
At the regular meeting of the Planning and Zoning
Commission held September
, 2000, the proposed Economic
Development Plan entitled "Egg Farm Economic Development
Plan" dated September 8, 2000 was reviewed. The Agency
and its staff have consulted with the Planning Commission
and its staff regarding the contents of the Preliminary
Economic Development Plan.
The proposed Plan was found to be consistent with
the City's Master Plan, the City plans for the development
of the area and the Capital Facility Plan of the City.
It is the recommendation of the Planning Commission
of the Redevelopment Agency and the City Council to adopt
the Preliminary Economic Development Plan.
The Planning Commission looks forward to working
with the Redevelopment Agency in implementing economic
development projects as contained in the Preliminary
Economic Development Plan.
Very truly yours,

By____
~-------------------Chairman
City Planning Commission

I\
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SCHEDULE 2
PROJECT AREA BUDGET

(
I
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SCHEDULE 1

EGG FARM ECONOMIC DEVElOPMENT PROJECT AAfA
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF AMERICAN FORK
PREUMINARY SUMMARY OF ESTIMATED CAPITAL COSTS AND RElATED EXPENSES
MORIN[l.6.
COSTS

DESCRIPTION
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SPEC. BLDGS
COSTS

-··--

ESTIMATED CAPITAL COSTS
& RELATED E.XPENSES

sonwARE
COMPUTER CO
COSTS
-C&OI

LABEL
E.XPRESS
COSTS

-"'

REMAINING
ACREAGE
COSTS

PUBUC
MPROVEMENTS

TOTAL

ne.G,._I

S2 7411.645
S2 7411.645

s 1.724 .1176 .
$1.724 .1176

SU2g.&2o
SU211.&20

1375 417
$375417

$3.1133.800
S3 .1133.800

so
so

110.6 13.-&M

~- lnlllfV_I_il!l• l l.OO I lq Fl.

10

J5.42 .180

S90000

so

lotal~aM~

so

1273.000
S273 .000

S~2 . 160

~~ . ooo

so

so
so

S905 .160

so
so
so

so

so
so
so

10
10
10

so

so

so
so

S1015.004
S20UOO
S703.ta5
121 .800
S1 041 . 06~

S1 .041 .069

10

so

S474.SSO
s.474 .SSO

$.474.~

·~~
lotal LanCI ~

Oft.MIIn'IIIVW:I • •

Ro.ct ln'IIIWWI••

10
10

~

Cu'tl.~&s.o-.lk

so
so

c.at. Gnlllb & PftlftQ

s ....t LJQn11nQ 8lld lmtie Control

so

lCIUikOIIOI~

so

SIDm1 Drain ..,..._,, . . .

l otal

so

~lam\ ~~~~ tll'lllfV. . ments

so

so

so
so

so
so

so
so

10

so

so

so

so

so

Cultnarv Watef' ln'alrOWII•ntJ
l 01&1 CUUN'V Water tmDrVWments

so

so

10

so

so

so

so

so

1195.!100
S1115.!100

S1115 .SOC

s-ru•aoruwll'llflll

so

so

so

so

10

SM3.300
1263.300

1263.300

so

so

so
so

S142.000
S142.000

so

l cnal

so

~r t~T"~DrVWmeniJ

-

-

& .,_..rv Wetllr
1cnat LlnaKalllnQ & ~naarv Water
1CM&I Oft.llle ~
8uildung ColD
totonruaa • 124.000 14. ft. C 190.00 14-ft.
SOle Blaoa. • (BiaOI. A & B) .Q.OOO aq. ft. Ndl C 1511.24/aq. ft.
T_,.wnpovwe1•d» • .a.ooo IQ. ft. Ndl C 120114. ft.
~ Cc1m11UW Co. · (BIOpa. C & D) 124.200 IQ. ft. C le0.111/IQ. t'l
T_,.lii""0¥*1•111• 124.200 IQ. ft. CIt~ t'l
Label Cxlnll • fBIOo. E) • 30.000 aq ft. ~ S51 .e6 IQ II
; cna1 Buutalno c.oau

c

so

10

so

so

so
so
so

S2 . 116 . S1~

10
10

10
10
10
10
10
10

so
so
so
so
so
so

so

so

St .S77,100

so
S7 .407 .G4C

110.142.122

$1 .550.000
S1 .550.000

15.1187.040

so

so

so
so
so

st.no.ooo
so
so

10

10
10
10

so

so
so
so
so
so

111 .115.000

$11 .116.000

CacNI EQUUPment Elii*IM
totomaa • 124.000 aca.IL C 13.00 aq. ft.
Soec BIO;I. • (81001. A & B) 411.000 aq. ft. aadl C 13.00 IQ. ft.
Softwwl ConQIW Co .• (BIOpa. c ' D) 124.200 aq, 1\.
13.00 14. t'l
Ubel bznt• • fBidO. El • 30.000 10. 1\. ~ S3.00 aq t'l
l otal C.DIW I:C~U~DrNnl ClalenH

so

so

1! .~.022

so

1372.000

so

so

10
10

S2118.000

so

so
so

10
1372.800

1372.000

S2118.000

S372 .600

10

12118.212
Sll!e.710

so

so

so
so
so

10
10
10

190.000
S90.000

so

so

so

S142 .00"
S2 . 116 . ~ ·

130.215.162

so
so
so
so

so

$1 .122 .600

- f-

tnanc:t ~Colts
Sclec Blcl;l. • fBicl;l. A & B) 411.000 aq. ft. Ndl
Uewioclmlnl & $upeMalon FMI
Funanc:ing
LNiing

SofMwl ConDIW Co . • (BiaQI. c & 0) 124.200 14. t'l

so
so

Dewlaclmlnt & iupeMaiOf'l F•a
FIIIMCiftll

10

L.-ug

10

so

~II,.,.WIUD

~ & SupaNillon F•a

FIIW1CinQ
1 111a1 ~nand Devetoomenl COStJ
TOTAL ESTIMATED CAPITAL COSTS AND RELATED E.XPENSES

10
10

so

S14.237.645

S127,701

so
so
so
so
so
S7~.8113

S10.4a3.7011

10
10
10

so
so
so
so
10
so

10

13157.011

10

lelle.OII1
$2.!12.810

10
10
10

so
so

so
so
so
so
so
so
so
so

$1 .759.180
$,4 ,645.862

$2 .105.417

S3.V33.800

so
10
10
le71 .Me
le52 .•50
$424,7&4

so

so

1321.1100
13.24~ . w.c

14!.218.&43
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(
SCHEDULE 2

EGG FARM ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF AMERICAN FORK
PREUMINARYTAX INCREMENT PROJECTIONS

TAX INCREMENT PROJECTIONS FOR 15 YEARS
CURRENT VALUATION
REAL ESTATE
1W9 BASE VALUES

s999.m

TOTAL VALUE

PERSONAL PROPERTY

so

s999.m

so

0.010831
$10.829

TAX RATE
BASE YEAR TAXES

75~

5'7. OVE R
YEARS

HOUSING
20%0VER
15 YEARS

TAX INCREMENT
OVER 15 YEARS

$29.780

so

so

so

0.010831

$403860

$20.193

SBO.n2

$302 .895

$42 ..a4.380

0.010831

So460.148

S23.CXI7

$92.030

1345.111

$43 .793.737

s.c2.n3.B1o4

0.010831

s.c63.283

S23.1&4

$92.857

S3o47.462

$939.066

$43.906.538

$42.881 .515

0.010831

~ . 450

$23.222

S92.ego

S:WB.337

$43 .182.309

5841.752

s.c4 .024.081

$42.;93,913

0.010831

s.c55.667

S23.283

SQ3.133

S3o49.250

2006 VALUES

$43.398.220

S748.22o4

s.c4 .1-46.444

$43,111 .145

0.010831

s.c66.Q37

$23.347

$93.387

$350.203

2007 VALUES

$43.615.212

S650.910

s.c4.266,122

S43.225.&47

0.010831

s.c68.1n

S23.409

$93.1535

1351.133

2008 VALUES

$43,833.288

S!>-42.370

s.c4 .375.658

$43.329.980

0.010831

5469.307

$23.485

193.881

S351 .D80

2009 VALUES

s.c4.052 .45o4

$422.1504

144.475.058

S43 ... 2o4 .152

0.010831

S.C70,327

$23.516

194.085

$352.7.5

2010 VALUES

s.c4.272.716

$299.118

s.c4 .571.834

$43,515.67.C

0.010831

S.C71 .318

S23.5eE

S94,26o4

$353,489

)11 VALUES

s.c4.4Q4 ,080

$175.632

s.c4 .669.712

$43,608.271

0.010831

$472.321

$23.816

194 . ~

$354.241

~12VALUES

s.c4 .716.550

$134 .712

144.851.262

S43.784.514

0.010831

S.C74.230

S23.712

S94.N8

1355.673

13 VALUES

s.c4.Q40,133

$134.712

S.C5.074.845

s.c4.002.763

0.010831

S.C76.594

$23.830

195.319

S357 . ~

14 VALUES

$45.164.834

$123.912

$45.288.745

s.c4.211.303

0.010831

S.C78.853

S23.~

s;s.n1

$359.139

15 VALUES

$45 .390.658

$123 .912

$45 .514 .570

s.c4 ..C31 7.CO

0.010831

S.C81.2.CO
$6 .986 .712

$24 .082
$349 .336

S96.248
$1 .397 .342

-

YEAR

REAL
PROPERTY

PERSONAL
PROPERTY

TOTAL

INCREMENTAL
VALUE

TAX
RATE

TAX
INCREMENT

2000 VALUES

$3.7!>4,321

so

$3,754,321

S2.7o49.b45

0.010831

2001 VALUES

$38.297.180

so

$38 .297 .180

S37.287.380

2002 VALUES

$42.748.629

$750.600

$43.o499.229

2003 VALUES

$42 .753.703

s 1 040.03o4

2004 VALUES

$42.967 ... n

2005 VALUES

TOTAL

I 15

!

I

1360.930
$5240 034

...-...

ll

IESCAIPTION

~

15

YEAR 18
2014

u

... ,..

so

rope<tytn~

1484,450

14115,11117

141111,137

14111,117

IAM.307

1470,327

1471.311

14n.n1

1474,230

1478.504

1471.153

141t.740

17.011,402

150.773
110,!173
12.843

150.773
110,573
$2.843

150.773
110,573
12.843

150.223
110,573
12.843
3

150.223
110,573
$2.843

150.223
110,573
$2.843

150.223
110,573
12.843

150.:23
110,573
12.843

150.:23
110.573
$2.843

150.773
110.573
12.843

150.773
110,573
12.843

1714.110
1185.223
141.)08

&,a;:,

150.:23
110,573
12.80

liAS::,

1-'

lllele • 4.750,.
loc.l Opllan • ,,.
Trensl •

.:zs,.

SO
SO
SO

SO
SO
SO

$31,4114
le .124
11 .858

150.223
110,573
12.&43

. ,.fr.i!!l!',;s~"'

fa

fa

L't~

CID[

10

10

111: ii0--J4H.N3

OTES:
Tn Ret•• - VI•" 8111•

r .. c..,..,..,lan

~~

150.773
110.!173
12.843

~~
IS28,23t

150.773
110,573
12.843

~~j
1521,318

~~,
1530,!133

3

~":8 3
1531,750

~~,
l!lll.020

~":8 1

1534.::180

1535.300

&531,410

0
I

1-'
........
--~--~~~s:, --~~ro~~ -.J
~a::,~~ ~~~
-.-v. vo ~

&537.401

1538.404

,DU

l54o,lli

M'O .U UJI

.

Bil.ett

S!\44 •ll

.

~m

.

.

I

...=.;;=;,.;.;.;~(IJ
0
0

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------~

0
()
()
I

~

~
~

H

§
t-i
tEl

til

ttJ

~

Cil

tEl

co

1-'

0

t'Zj

co
~
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r:GG FARM ECONOMC <Be_OPf,BIT PROJECT !>REA
REOE\te.OPtt£NT N3EJCf OF NtERJCPH FORK
.
PREUMW>RY M.l.ll-YEM BlDGET
YEM
1999

,iROJECT REVENUES
Property Tax
(Bille y,. Taable Wue)

$10,821

S999,n

Prcjeded Tax 1naarnr1t
RDA TOTH. -100% • 15 YE.AR5
I>{J«'DJ
Eligible Project kea Elcpenclillns
HWiing
.edrrii Utraticrl
Tang l>oflfCJ AON-hu
Other Tlllina Aof!ndes
Total Tax lnaement

so
so
so
so
so

YEAA 15

YEAA 16
201..

YEAA 17
2015

YEAA 18
2016

SUBTOT.Ai

$19,084
$1,072,082

$19,180
$1,Dn,442

$19,275
$1,082,830

$19,372
$1,088,244

$327,363.
$18,781,599

$355,673
$94,846
$23,712

$357,445
$95,319
$23,830

$359,139
$95,171
$23,943

S3so.930

S5,2..0,~

$96,248
$2..,062

$1,397,3-G
$349,336

2013

.

so

so

so

so

S474 230

$476594

$478 853

$4812..0

$29780
$7016492

so
so
so
so
so
so

so
so
so
so
so
so

so
so
so
so

so
so
so
so
so
so

so
$0
so
so
so
so

$2,749,546
$1,724,976
$1,829,620
$375,.. 17
$3 933900
$10613458

so
so
so
so
so
so
$0
so
so

so
so
so
so
so
so
so
so
so

so
so
so
so
so
so
so
so
so

so
so
so
so
so
so
so
so
so

so
so
so
so
so
so
so
so
so

$106,004

$263,300
$142 000
$2 116 519

so
so
so
so
so

so
so
so
so
so

so
so
so
so
so

so
so·
so
so
so

so
so
so
so
so

$273,000
$5o42,160
$90000
$905160 ·

so
so
so
so
so
$0
so

so
so
so
so
so
$0
so

so
so
so
so
so
so
so

so
so
so
so
so
so
so

so
so
so
so
so
so
so

$11 ,116,000
S5,687 ,0«>
$1,720,000

ft.
Spec Bldga. - (Bidga. A& B) -48,000 aq. ft. eacn
Soft\we Can1JuW Co. - (BICJQa. C & D) 12o4,200 aq. ft.
Label ElcDress. -tBida. Fl - 3CJ 000 sa. ft.
Tota1-C8oital Em.iDITW'lt Emenee

so
so
so
so
so

so
so
so
so

so
$0
so
so

$0

so
so
so
so
so

so
so
so
so
so

$372,000
$288,000
$372,6C:Xl'
$90000
$1122600

lnchcl DIMioprnn CCIIII
Spec Bldga. • (fldga. A & B) -48,000 aq. ft. eactl
Solhw"e~Co. -(Eidga. C'&D) 12o4,200~q. ft.
lr1frastnJdln
Totallnctirlld DtMIIaon-. Coets

so
$0
so
so

so
so
so
so

so
so
so
so

so
so
so
so

so
so
so
so

$790,693
$1,759,160
$896091 .
$32-45944

$0

so

so

so

$48218843

PROJECT EXPEN0mJRES

CN'ITIL COSTS & RElATED EXPENSES
Lind lclqljliticn
J.trtnda - 11.96 /Jaes

Spec Buildings- 6.9 Jllaea

Can'1U• ~Co. -6.7 fJaea
Libel Ellprea- 2.2 ~
Rem!irina .Aauoe- 16...2 Paes
Total LM<flrnlisitlal

$0
$0

()If-lite~

Roed~

Demlliticln
QR, QJlts' & Sidewltk
Gnmb & PN1g
Stn1et Ughting 8'ld TraffiC Ca'*cl
Starn Dlin lmpnw••••

a ....

CUirwyW..~

Swa'~

Llndsamina & Saalndav Wlttlr
Total on-sne lnprtM!m!!rltS
On-lite~
~-

Spec Buildings- (Bdgs. A a B), -45,500 sq. ft. 0 $3.~. ft.
~ SorMw'8 Co. - (Bidgs. C & D), 100,720 aq. ft. @ S3.001aq. II

Label E~ -IBida. Fl • ~ 000 SO. ft. l!l $3.!n'IIO. ft .

s

Total On-site

$209,300
$703,965
$21,1dl
S47o4,650
$195,500

so

~

Building Colts
~ -12o4,000~

ft.
Spec Bldgs. - (Bdga. A & B) 48,000 aq. ft. eactl

T.wlllli ... OW&IMD
Soft\we Can1JuW Co. - (Eiclg&. C & D) 12o4,200 aq. ft.
Terwt~

Label EliiYMa -lBida. Fl - 3(l 000 sa. ft.
Total &ildina-~

c.pitll EqLiprrwll

e.r-

~ -124,000 aq.

TOTH. CN'ITIL

PK:J REL.AlED EXPENSES

so

EXPENllll.AES RE1ttB.RW!LE FROM TAX INCREP.£NT

.,

Openiling~

RedNIIoprnn lqen:Jf - MI.
Hauling (rPv'-

s. Dlca.nled 0 ~)

Tax~ far df& a~

a::ql.ililicn & wwetbWl

~land
cfler eligible~

Property Tax
Qlher: Tax !!! PQei idee
TOTH. EXPENCITURES REIMili.JR&6Bl.E FROM TAX INCRE~NT

I

TOTH. PROJECT EXPENJffi.JRES

$0

$8,565,022
$1,577,100
$1 550 000
$30215182

$23,712

$23,830

$23,943

$2o4,062

$349,336

so

$94,846

$95,319

$95,771

$116,248

$1,397,3-G

so

$355,673

$357,445

$359,139

$350,930

S5,2..0,Q31

so
so
so

so
$47o4230

so

so

$476 59o4

W8853

$481 2..0

$29780
$7 016o492

S47o4.230

$o476 59o4

W8853

$4812..0

$55235335

so
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AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION

(
STATE OF UTAH
ss.
County of Utah

Joint councii/RDA meeting is planned
Notice is hereby given
that the American Fork
City Council and the
American Fork City
Redevelopment Agency
will meet in a jojnt ses·
sion on Tuesday. October
17, in the American Fork
City Hall, 31 North
Church Street, com·
mencing at 7:00 p.m.
The agenda shall be as
follows:
PUBLIC HEARING
Receiving of public com·
ment regarding:
(1)A preliminary eco·
nomic development plap
entitled "Egg Farm
~conomic Development

Plan" (the "Economic
Development Plan") and
its report (the "Report").
(2)A proposed project
area budget entitled "Egg
Farm Project Area
Budget" (the "Project
Area Budget").
,
(3)Whether or not the
preliminary · Economic
Development
plan.
Report and .Project Area
Budget should be adopt·
ed. rejected or amended.
ACTION ITEMS
1.Review and action on
the adoption of a preliminary economic development plan entitled "Egg
Farm
Economic

Development Plan" (the
"Economic Development
Plan") and its report (the
"Report")
2.Review and action on
the adoption of a pro·
posed proJect area budg·
et entitled "Egg Farm
Project Area Budget"
(the "Project
Area
Budget")
3.0ther business.
4.Adjournment.
Dated this 10 day of
October. 2000.
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
Published in New Utah'
October 11. 2000.

I, Brett R. Bezzant, being first duly sworn,
depose and say that I am the publisher of
New Utah!, a group of newspapers of
general circulation published once a week
in Utah County, Utah; that the notice
attached hereto and which is a:

JOINT COUNCII.JRDA MEETING IS
I PLANNED
1

I
was published in said newspaper for one
consecutive issue(s), the first publication
having been made on the 11th day of
October, 2000, and the last on the 11th day
of October, 2000, that said notice was
published in the regular and entire issue of
every number of the newspapers during the
period and times of publication and the
same was published in the newspapers
proper and not in a supplement.

~ {1. (!::;;,, ~
Subscribed and sworn before me this 25th
day of October, 2000.

~~
Notary Public

My commission expires 4/15/02.
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
AMERICAN FORK REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY
OCTOBER 17, 2000
NOTICE OF JOINT SESSION

(

Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council and the
American Fork City Redevelopment Agency will meet in a joint
session on Tuesday, October 17, in the American Fork City Hall, 31
North Church Street, commencing at 7:00 p.m. The agenda shall be
as follows:
PUBLIC HEARING
Receiving of public comment regarding:
(1)
(2)
( :3 )

A preliminary economic development plan entitled "Egg Farm
Economic Development Plan" (the . "Economic Development Plan")
and its report (the "Report").
A proposed project area budget entitled "Egg Farm Project Area
Budget" (the "Project Area Budget").
Whether or not the preliminary Economic Development plan,
Report and Project Area Budget should be adopted, rejected or
amended.

ACTION

(

1.

2.
3.

~TEMS

Review and action on the adoption of a preliminary economic
development -plan entitled "Egg Farm Economic Development Plan"
(the "Economic Development Plan") and its report (the
"Report")
Review and action on the adoption of a proposed project area
budget entitled "Egg Farm Project Area Budget" (the "Project
Area Budget")
Other business.
Adjournment.

Dated this 10 day of October, 2000.

~

{c

Qf!L

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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ERRATA SHEET

(

The following amendment was made to the Egg Farm Economic Development Plan:
1. Page 17, second paragraph from the bottom is changed to read as follows:

The Agen.cy ~as elected to allocate 20o/o of the Proje~rf.\rea Budget for housing
and to be paid {1OO'}t,} [7$$.) of the annual tax increment for ft5t [~4,] years as shown in the
Project Area Budget.

The following amendments were made to the Egg Farm Economic Development Report:
1. Pages 9-10, Section B., second paragraph is changed to read as follows:

The Project Area Budget covers a {fifteen (IS)} [fW.¥~tYff()tJJ-.{~4)J year period and
contains the following information:
( 1) The 1999 base year taxable value of the Project Area is estimated to be $999,777.00~
(2) The projected tax increment of the Project Area is {$6,986, 712.00} [$ji·j ;.~;.Q§Q~QQ]
which is the projected amount of money which would ~.~ .S~~erated over a period of ft5t [g4:J
years. Of this tot~J. ~Qt1Pt .9fJ¥.- increment, {1OO'}t,} {7~~1 or an amount not to exceed
.f.~.§~ 986,712.00} [$~~{5.~$47P~~AQ] will be paid to the Agency within a period not to exceed ft5t
{~41 years to reimburse Agency for certain Project Area development costs. The Project Area
development costs (the "Project Area Development Costs") include, but are not limited to: public
infrastructure, access and utilities, reimbursement of infrastructure and utility costs and similar
costs associated with providing infrastructure improvements to the Project Area or required by or
benefitting the Project Area, the Agency's administrative and legal and other costs and expenses
shown in the Project Area Budget.
·.·.·.·.·.··.···..·.·.··· (3) Of the amount of projected tax increment shown in subp~~graph (2) above, {100'>n}
[1$%] of tax increment will be paid to the Agency during the ft5t [~4.] tax increment years.
After the payment of the Agency's indebtedness has been paid, the remaining property taxes which
would qualify as tax increment (assuming the Agency had eligible indebtedness) shall not be paid
to the Agency as tax increment, but any property taxes not distributed under Section
17A-2-1247.5 ofthe Act shall be distributed by the County Treasurer pursuant to the provisions
of Section 17A-2-1250 ofthe Act or directly passed through the County Treasurer to the
respective taxing agencies in the same manner as provided by law.
(4) The amount of tax increment expect.~4J<:> ..~~.. ~.S.~.4. by the Agency to implement the
Economic Development Plan is {$349,336.00} [~~.:I!~z§~~Qgj for the Agency's administrative
costs.
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(

2. Page 11, second paragraph is changed to read as follows:

The Agency may pay to the developer, to reimburse the developer the developer's portion
of the .~.f.9J~.~!.. A!~. P.~yelopment Costs in tax increment payments to be paid during the {fifteen
tt5tt :£\W.~~#yffql:Jfi!($.4)1 tax in~r~I1lei1t.Y.~~~~ . J'he payment period authorized in the Project Area
Budget shall be {fifteen ( 15)} [fW~tYffol.ir-:.{24)] tax increment years or until the amount is paid in
full.
3. Page 11, paragraph (2) is changed to read as follows:

(2) Housing Element: Pursuant to the provisions of Sections 17 A-2-1247.5 and
17 A-2-1264 of the Act, the Agency has allocated the present value of20o/o of the total tax
increment to be used for eligible housing as set forth in the Act. T~~ t(J_Xi~c;ref!l~nt monies from
the tax increment period in the total amount of {$1,397,342.00} [$1~727,1#Q.(}Q] shall be used to
assist eligible housing projects as defined in the Act. The amount of tax increment to be spent
each year is set forth in the Project Area Budget.
4. Page 17 is changed to read as follows:

Simply, if there is no private sector investment, there will be no tax increment against which
private sector dollars can be leveraged. Leveraging compares the dollar amount privately invested
into the fixed assets of a project to the dollar amount of tax increment the Agency pledges to the
project. Typically, an Agency should try to maximize the dollar amount privately invested into
the project while minimizing the amoun!_gf the tax increment contribution. The development has
a tax inc~.~,l!l~.~·~ . leverage ratio of -t-r.'9t (§):1 which means that a private investment of almost
{$8.00} [$.§.~QQ] is made for every $1 of tax increment spent by the Agency. The leverage ratio is
derived by dividing the amount of tax increment to be spent by the Agency into the amount of
private investment being contributed by the developer( s). Private investment was calculated using
the projected costs for land purchase, construction of improvements and equipment. The
leverage ratio which should be achieved by an economic development project, such as the one
being offered by the development, is indeterminate. It should be noted, however, that the former
federal economic development programs required leverage ratios of 3: 1 or 5: 1 and the former
Urban..R.,~velopment Action Grant's (UDAG) overall leverage ratio was 6:1 . The leverage ratio of
-t-r.'9t {g]: 1 is comparable to other similar economic development programs. It cannot be
reasonably expected that the development would occur in the foreseeable future solely through
private investment. The developers are prepared to commit approximately $41,4 72,3 33. 00 of
capital investment as their portion of the development. Without the economic development
assistance from the Agency, it is unlikely that other developers could be found in the near term
who are willing to immediately invest the large amount of private investment in the Project Area
that each developer is willing to commit to the Project Area.

- 2-

ATTACHMENT 2 TO 10-17-2000 CC-RDA MINUTES - PAGE 3 OF 32

5. Page 18, paragraph (5 ) is changed to read as follows:

(

(5) Estimate of the Total Amount and Length ofTime that Tax Increment Financing Will Be
Expended In Undertaking Economic Development. The length of ti~€!. that tax increment.. ........ .
financing will be useQ...~thin the Project Area will not ~~:~~~.4 .: {.! ?.JJ74.1Y~C3f~..~t ..{~.9~ts} ['75%] of
the tax increment {Oulwith 20% of the tax increment t~~~!~.::!~.Yl:J!l¢.:.:~ens&::t.§:.:~~J allocated to
affordable housingffltn as more fully described in the Economic Benefits Analysis. The Project
Area Il..~4.S~!..9..Q.!!!.~mP.l.~~es that the Project Area indebtedness will be paid during the {fifteen
tt57t [!w~#.!Ytf$gr.l(.'?.4)J tax increment years shown in the Project Area Budget.
6. Page 20, second paragraph from bottom is changed to read as follows:

Economic development programs, such as the Urban Development Action Grant and
Small Business Administration Programs have estimated that one private, new full time position
should be created for about $10,000 of public incentive. The job creation ratio for this project,
v~~~g.J:h~ comparisons given, would be one private, full time position created for every {$14' 04 8}
[$1$.;~~'1.] of public incentive. Cumulatively, it is estimated that 373 new full time positions will
be created as the result of the construction of the buildings for the users contemplated. The
combined annual payroll attributable to the new employment generated in the North Pointe
Business Park from the businesses identified is estimated to be $13,616,100.
7. Page 21, last paragraph of paragraph (1) is changed to read as follows:

The job creation ratio for the proposed development, using the comp~~9.P~.: aiy~.l1, would
be one permanent, private, full time position created for every {$14,048.00} [~J~4$74)QQ] of
public incentive investment based on 373 full time jobs. The nature of this project and the
facilities to be constructed requires a very large capital expenditure for each full time employment
position.

- 3-
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Section 10- Implementation of Economic Development Project Program

(

The economic development projects set forth in the economic development plan shall be
implemented according to a schedule approved by the Agency, but shall commence within three
years after the date of adoption of the economic development plan. The implementing of the
economic development plan will commence when the proposed developers acquire the real
property in the project area.
Section 11 - Tax Increment Provisions In the Economic Development Plan
A. Tax Increment Provisions:

The Economic Development Plan specifically incorporates the .provisions of tax increment
financing permitted by Section 17 A-2-124 7. 5,. of the Act which provides, in pan, as follows:
"(4) (a) An agency may collect tax increment from all or a pan of a Project Area. The tax
increment shall be paid to the agency in the same manner and at the same time as payments
of taxes to other taxing agencies to pay the principal of and interest on loans, moneys
advanced to, or indebtedness, whether funded, refunded, assumed, or otherwise, to finance
or refinance, in whole or in part, the redevelopment or economic development project and
the ho~sing projects and programs under Section 17A-2-1263 and 17A-2-1264.
{

(b) (i) An agency may elect to be paid:
(A)

if20o/o of the Project Area Budget is not allocated for housing as provided in
Subsection 17 A-2-1264(2)(a):
(I) 1OOo/o of annual tax increment for 12 years~ or
(II) 75% of annual tax increment for 20 years.

(B)

if20% of the Project Area Budget~ allocated for housing as provided for in
Subsection 17A-2-1264(2)(a):
(I) 100% of annual tax increment for 15 years~ or
(II) 75% of annual tax increment for 24 years.

The Ag~!l.~Y .has elected to allocate 20o/o of the Proj(!c:tArea Budget for housing and to be
paid {100'}&} [?;$~] of the annual tax increment for ft5t
years as shown in the Project Area
Budget.

£¥41

The Economic Development Plan also specifically incorporates the provisions of Section
17A-2-1247.(5) as follows :

- 17 -
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REPORT ON ECONO:MIC DEVELOPt\1ENT PLAN
ENTITLED
"EGG FARM ECONO:MIC DEVELOPt\1ENT PLAN"

The following report (the "Report") on the project area development plan entitled "Egg
Farm Economic Development Plan" (the "Economic Development Plan") dated September 8,
2000, is submitted by the Redevelopment Agency of American Fork City (the "Agency") in
accordance with the provisions of Section 1220 of the Utah Neighborhood Development Act (the
"Act"). The terms used in this Report have the same meaning as the terms defined in Section 1 of
the Economic Development Plan.

1. The Reasons for the Selection of the Project Area
The Egg Farm Economic Development Plan Project Area (the "Project Area") was selected
by the Agency as that area within the City of American F ark having an immediate opportunity to
strengthen the economic base of the community by locating major employers or developers who
are willing to invest private capital into new businesses which will provide new jobs or additional
jobs and broaden the tax base of the community. The Project Area contains approximately 97.06
acres of the City that the Agency believes is desirable for economic development. Specific
boundaries of the Project Area were arrived at by the Agency after a review of the area by
members of the Agency, City Planning Commission members and staff, economic development
consultants, other technical and legal consultants, and meetings with owners or option holders of
part or all ofthe real property located in the Project Area. Planned treatment of the Project Area
is intended to stimulate economic developments to the degree necessary for sound, long-range
economic growth in the Project Area.
-

1 -
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The proposed development consists of at least four development projects:
1. Morinda, Inc.: Morinda, Inc. manufactures and sells health and personal products,
internationally.

Morinda, Inc. will construct their corporate headquarters consisting of a

124,000 square foot facility in the Project Area and costing approximately $11.1 million. It is
estimated that Morinda will be operational by 2003.
2. Software Computer Company: The software computer company develops and
distributes computer software. It is anticipated that the software computer company will lease
their facility from the Developer BTSAF, LC. The software computer company facility will
consist of approximately 124,200 square feet. The software computer company anticipates being
operational by 2002.
3. Label Express: Label Express prints and supplies labels and printing systems
throughout the United States. It is anticipated that Label Express wiilllease their respective
facilities from the Developer BTSAF, LC. Label Express anticipates being operational by 2002.
4. Speculative Office Space: BTSAF, LC will construct approximately 96,00 square feet
of speculative office space.
BTSAF, LC will invest approximately $19.1 million to construct the facilities for the
software computer company, Label Express and the speculative office space.
The proposed project includes the construction of facilities which the Agency believes are
of benefit to the State and the community in order for a private employer to create additional jobs
within the State.
The proposed project accomplishes the purposes of the Utah Neighborhood Development
Act in furthering economic development in the following ways:
- 2 -
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1. The real property located within the proposed project area is intended to be used for the
development of approximately 97.06 acres of land and will include the construction of
approximately 124,000 square feet of office which will serve as the corporate headquarters for
Morinda Inc., 124,200 square feet for a software computer company, 30,000 square feet for
Label Express and 96,000 square feet of speculative office space and other improvements.
2. A summary of new jobs created and their accompanying wages is set forth in the "Egg

Farm Economic Benefit Analysis" showing the cumulative number of jobs and wages in each year
as follows:
(a)

Upon completion of construction of the Morinda facility, expected in the year 2002,
approximately 600 people will be employed at the facility. Of the 600 people,
approximately 170 will be new employees at the facility. The remaining 430 people will be
transferred from other locations within the State. The annual payroll related to the new

(

employees hired by Morinda is estimated to exceed $3.3 million.
·-

(b)

Upon completion of construction of the software computer company, expected in 2001,
approximately 250 people will be employed at the facility. Of the 250 people,
approximately 100 will be new hires at the facility. The remaining 150 people will be
transferred from existing locations within the State. The estimated annual payroll related to
the new employees hired by the software computer company is anticipated to exceed
$6,000,000 million.

(c)

Upon completion of construction of the Label Express facility, expected in the year 2001,
approximately 52 people will be employed at the facility . Approximately half of these

-

3 -
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employees will be transferred from out-of-state or will be new hires. The estimated annual
(

payroll related new employees at Label Express is estimated to be $1,720,000.
(d)

Upon completion of construction of the two 48,000 square foot speculative office buildings,
expected in the year 2001, it is estimated that 77 new employees will be hired by businesses
leasing space in the two office buildings. The annual payroll for new employees hired is
estimated to be $2,502,500.
3. There will also likely be some indirect employment effects with demand for goods and

services in the

ar-e~er-e

will be economic and community benefits to the area with the

businesses located in the North Pointe Business Park making annual purchases from local
contractors and suppliers in the first full year of operation and subsequent years.
4.
{

T~~re

will be ~economic and community benefits to the area with employees of the

businesses located in the North Pointe Business Park making annual purchases of goods and
services in the first full year of operation and subsequent years.
5. Construction jobs will increase as a result of the development in the area. In general,
construction costs can be broken down as 40 percent labor and 60 percent materials and
overhead. The labor costs to construct the buildings in the North Pointe Business Park are
estimated to exceed $13

millie~.

According to the Utah Department of Workforce Services, the

average construction wage is $35,260.00 annually. This is the equivalent of375 construction jobs
for a one-year time period. Clearly, the jobs will be spread over several years of construction with
the majority of the development taking place before the year 2003 .

-

4 -

ATTACHMENT 2 TO 10-17-2000 CC-RDA MINUTES - PAGE 12 OF 32

2.

The Description of the Physical. SociaL and Economic Conditions Existing in the Area
A. Physical Conditions
The Project Area is approximately 97.06 acres of privately owned property as shown on the

Project Area map. Most parcels within the Project Area are vacant land which could be
developed ifbasic infrastructure improvements were constructed in the Project Area. The parcels
will be developed as soon as the necessary infrastructure is constructed or installed.
The physical characteristics of the Project Area may generally be classified as an area lying
south of 1100 South, north of 1500 South, east of the Southern Pacific Railroad tracks and west
of 860 East where little or no other economic development has occurred, but where economic
development is planned or proposed as soon as necessary infrastructure improvements can be
completed.
B. Social Conditions
Because there are only two single family residences in the Project Area, no meaningful
demographic or other social data such as is customarily collected during the United States Census
is available to describe the Project Area . .
C. Economic Conditions
The Project Area is zone':igeneral commercial (GC-2) and planned industrial (PI-1). The
Project Area is part of a larger geographic area located in American Fork City which has been
zoned by the City to attract commercial and industrial uses from the fanner agricultural use which
previously existed for most of the Project Area. The Master Plan or general plan of the City
generally directs industrial uses and commercial uses into the Project Area.

- 5 -
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The need to improve the public infrastructure in the Project Area makes it difficult for
(

smaller businesses and private investment to be attracted to the Project Area unless a program is
undertaken to improve the entire Project Area as part of a public-private partnership which can
afford to provide these area-wide improvements. The vacant acreage parcels and their recent
agricultural uses cannot afford to pay the infrastructure cost necessary for development of
individual parcels without some form of public assistance.
3. Financial Analysis Describing the Method of Financing Economic Development of the Project
Area
A. Description ofTax Increment Financing
The Agency is a separate government entity established pursuant to the provisions of the
Act. Its purpose is to prepare and carry out plans for the development of the project areas within
the territorHillimits of the City. To accomplish this objective, State law permits the Agency to
undertake economic development projects in specifically designated and adopted project areas
which meet certain standards and criteria.
·· · ~-

The Act provides a means for financing economic development projects based upon an
allocation of taxes collected within a Project Area. Most of the Agency's activities are funded by
"tax increment" financing. The Act defines tax increment as follows:
Tax increment means that· portion of the levied taxes each year in excess of the base
tax amount which excess amount is to be paid into a special fund of an agency.
Under tax increment financing, the assessed value of all personal and real property within
the economic development Project Area in the year prior to the adoption of the economic
development plan becomes the base year or "base tax amount" . In years following the base year,
(

the local taxing units (such as the County, the City, and the local school district) receive the taxes

- 6 -
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generated by applying the current year tax levy to the base tax amount assessed valuation. The
(

taxing agencies having the right to levy general ad valorem property taxes on both the real and
personal property located in the Project Area and thereafter receive the taxes produced by the
levy of the current tax rate upon the base tax amount.
The Agency, to the extent that it has created indebtedness, may receive taxes collected due
to an increase in the assessed value of the Project Area over that of the base year or "base tax
amount" . Taxes collected upon any increase in assessed valuation in the Project Area over the
"base tax amount" may be paid to the Agency for the repayment of any indebtedness incurred in
financing or refinancing an economic development project within the Project Area and certain
areas of the City. The Agency has no authority to levy taxes and must look specifically to the
allocation of tax increment produced in the Project Area as described above.
In determining the feasibility of the Economic Development Plan, the Agency has
considered the present "base tax amount" within the Project Area and estimated future increments
in assessed valuation and resulting "tax increment" revenues. The Agency has reviewed the
assessed value of the property valuations within the Project Area as determined by the office of
the County Assessor. The "base tax amount" for the Project Area is equal to the sum of the
assessed values of real property,. personal property and any State-assessed property located within
the Project Area based upon the tax assessment roll for the calendar year preceding the year in
which the Project Area plan is officially adopted.
Based upon the data obtained, the Agency has calculated the "base tax amount" of the
Project Area as of January 1, 1999, as the tax roll was finalized on or before November 1, 1999, in

-
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order to estimate the amount of tax increment which may be available to the Agency within the
(

Project Area and from other sources such as loans, grants, gifts and bonds as authorized by law.
It is the intent of the Agency to implement the Economic Development Plan as tax

increment becomes available to the Agency from the investment of private capital within the
Project Area as a result of the construction of new improvements and from other sources such as
loans, grants, gifts and bonds as authorized by law.
The Agency believes, based upon its projections and the work of its professional consultant,
that implementation of an economic development project in the Project Area is economically
feasible. As economic development occurs, the Project Area will generate tax increment resulting from the increased value of land and the improvements constructed and installed within the
Project Ar~a.
B. The Project Area Budget
The Agency has requested that a taxing agency committee (the !'Taxing Agency
Committee") as authorized by Section 17 A-2-1247.5 of the Act be created for the Project Area.
The Taxing Agency Committee, representing the public entities having the right to levy taxes on
the real and personal property located in the Project Area, will be asked to adopt a Project Area
budget (the "Project Area Budget") for the Project Area. Expenditures by the Agency in the
Project Area as established in the approved or amended Project Area Budget will not exceed
anticipated revenues over the time period that the Agency has the right to receive tax increment
from the Project Area.
The Project Area Budget, a copy of which is attached as Schedule 2, is a multiyear budget
for the Economic Development Plan and Project Area prepared by the Agency through its

-
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consultant, Jonnalyne Walker who has prepared a report entitled "American Fork Egg Farm
(

Economic Benefit Analysis" (the "Economic Benefits Analysis") dated September 6, 2000, a copy
of which is attached to the original copy of the Report and is incorporated herein by reference.
The Project Area Budget will be approved by a majority vote of the Taxing Agency Committee as
required by law. The Project Area Budget covers a {fifteen (15)} [~~bii,tyif.@r·: (24)j year period
and contains the following infonnation:
( 1) The 1999 base year taxable value of the Project Area is estimated to be $999,777.00~
(2) The projected tax increment ofthe Project Area is {$6,986,712.00} [$i}~544.,b6Q.tlQ]
which is the projected amount of money which would be generated over a period of tt5t [~4]
years. Of this total amount of tax increment, {1OO~ts}

I7$%.l or an amount not to exceed

················· · ·· ···· ·· ·· . .. ..... . . .

{$6,986, 712.00} [$$;·§~$;.1Q~.OQ] will be paid to the Agency within a period not to exceed f+5t

{2.4] years to reimburse Agency for certain Project Area development costs. The Project Area
development costs (the "Project Area Development Costs") include, but are not limited to : public
infrastructure, access and utilities, reimbursement of infrastructure and utility costs and similar
costs associated with providing infrastructure improvements to the Project Area or required by or
benefitting the Project Area, the Agency's administrative and legal and other costs and expenses
shown in the Project Area Budget.
(3) Of the amount of projected tax increment shown in subparagraph (2) above, { lOO'}iJ}

[7.~~] of tax increment will be paid to the Agency during the f+5t [~4j tax increment years.
After the payment of the Agency's indebtedness has been paid, the remaining property taxes which
would qualify as tax increment (assuming the Agency had eligible indebtedness) shall not be paid
to the Agency as tax increment, but any property taxes not distributed under Section

- 9 -
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17A-2-1247.5 of the Act shall be distributed by the County Treasurer pursuant to the provisions
(

of Section 17A-2-1250 of the Act or directly passed through the County Treasurer to the
respective taxing agencies in the same manner as provided by law.
(4) The amount of tax increment expected to be used by the Agency to implement the
Economic Development Plan is {$349,336.00} [$4~J~7.~~X>Q.j for the Agency's administrative
costs.
(5) It.is the intent of the Agency that tax increment will be collected pursuant to Section
124 7. 5 of the Act from the entire Project Area as more fully described in the Plan.
(6) The Agency does not anticipate that parcels of real property will either be acquired or
sold by the Agency. All properties to be acquired in the Project Area will be acquired by owners
or the developers and any option to acquire real property in the Project Area shall be assigned to

(

the developers at such time as the Agency is satisfied that the developers are ready to proceed
with the proposed Economic Development Project.
C. A Description of Any Tax Incentives Offered To Private Entities For Facilities Located
In the Project Area.
The following is a list of tax increment or other incentives offered to the developers in
consideration for the

developer~

constructing and operating the development and providing the

jobs:
(I) Tax Incentives To Be Offered By the Agencv to Developer: Pursuant to an
Agreement for the Disposition efLand for Private Development (A.D.L.) acceptable to the
Agency to be entered into between the Agency and the Developer, to the extent that tax
increment funds are available from the Project Area, but from no other Agency funds the Agency

- 10 -
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has or may hereafter receive from other project areas, the Agency may pay as project
(

indebtedness certain Project Area Development Costs associated with the development of the
Project Area. Payments are contemplated to be made by the Agency in annual increment
payments to the Developer.
The Agency may pay to the developer, to reimburse the developer the developer's portion
of the Project Area Development Costs in tax increment payments to be paid during the {fifteen

ft51t [f.W~~±f.6wl:!74.)j tax increment years.

The payment period authorized in the Project Area

Budget shall be {fifteen ( 15)} [jWetl,fY~t'd).].iL(24)] tax increment years or until the amount is paid in
full.

(2) Housing Element : Pursuant to the provisions of Sections l?A-2-1247.5 and
l?A-2-1264 ofthe Act, the Agency has allocated the present value of20o/o ofthe total tax
(

increment to be used for eligible housing as set forth in the Act. The tax increment monies from
the tax increment period in the total amount of {$1,397,342.00} [$1,727~)4Q~QQ] shall be used to
assist eligible housing projects as defined in the Act. The amount of tax increment to be spent
each year is set forth in the Project Area Budget.
4.

Analysis of the Preliminary Plan
(A) The benefits project~d to accrue to the tax base of the community from the

development include real property tax revenue, personal property tax revenue and franchise tax
revenue. Incidental State and local options sales tax revenue are expected to be generated outside
the Project Area from employees shopping and purchasing goods or services in the community
but are not an intended purpose in establishing the Economic Development Plan or Project Area.

-
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(B) All of the land uses determined to be appropriate for economic development within the

Project Area pursuant to the provisions of the Economic Development Plan are in accord with the
general guidelines of the master plan or general plan of the City and its applicable planning and
zoning codes, rules or regulations.
(C) Planning criteria in the Economic Development Plan relative to land uses, densities,
characteristics of internal circulation systems, and need and type of public infrastructure
improvements are consistent with the long-range plans of American Fork City.
(D) The Economic Development Plan relates directly to the local objectives of promoting
and retaining an economically healthy and growing community by providing not only an adequate
and desirable location for economic development, but to construct the necessary public
infrastructure for the creation of new jobs for the residents of the community.
(E) The Agency believes that the strengths of the Project Area include:
( 1)

Large parcels of real property under ownership that is willing to sell or develop
real property in the Project Area.

(2)

Vacant land already zoned for commercial and industrial use but currently
underutilized.

The Agency believes that the weaknesses of the Project Area include:

5.

( 1)

Much of the Pr~ject Area is currently unimproved land which requires substantial
public infrastructure improvements in order to permit economic development.

(2)

Utilities and other infrastructure must be extended or enlarged in order to service
the economic development Project Area.

Benefit Analysis ofEconomic Development
A. Description of the Benefit ofFinancial Assistance or Other Public Subsidy to be
Provided By the Agency
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The Agency has retained Jonnalyne Walker, a consultant to assist the Agency in analyzing
the project recommended by the developers for the Project Area and preparing the Project Area
Budget. Jonnalyne Walker prepared the Economic Benefits Analysis dated September 6, 2000, a
copy of which is attached to the original copy of the Plan and this Report and incorporated herein
by reference.
The benefits derived from the financial assistance to be provided by the Agency include
those enumerated in the Economic Development Plan and this Report. The Agency believes that
financial assistance to be provided by the Agency and others will:
1. Encourage and assist economic development in order for a public or private employer to
create additional jobs within the community as follows:.
(a)

Upon completion of construction of the Morinda facility, expected in the year
2002, approximately 600 people will be employed at the facility . Of the 600
people, approximately 170 will be new employees at the facility . The remaining
430 people will be transferred from other locations within the State. The annual
payroll related to the new employees hired by Morinda is estimated to exceed
$3.3 million.

(b)

Upon complet!on of construction of the software computer company, expected in
200 1, approximately 250 people will be employed at the facility. Of the 250
people, approximately 100 will be new hires at the facility. The remaining 150
people will be transferred from existing locations within the State. The estimated
annual payroll related to the new employees hired by the software computer
company is anticipated to exceed $6,000,000 million.
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Upon completion of construction of the Label Express facility, expected in the

(c)

(

year 2001, approximately 52 people will be employed at the facility.
Approximately half of these employees will be transferred from out-of-state or
will be new hires. The estimated annual payroll related to new employees at
Label Express is estimated to be $1,720,000.
(d)

Upon completion of construction of the two 48,000 square foot speculative
office buildings, expected in the year 2001, it is estimated that 77 new employees
will be hired by businesses leasing space in the two office buildings. The
estimated annual payroll for new employees hired is $2,502,500.00.

2. Remove impediments to land disposition and development through assembly of land into
reasonably

~ized

and shaped parcels necessary for economic development. The project of the

developers will be served by improved public utilities, infrastructure improvements and new
facilities.
3. Eliminate underutilization of real property by encouraging and assisting, if necessary,
economic development within the Project Area.
4. Promote and help market one or more sites for economic development. The Agency
believes that the proposed development would be complimentary to existing businesses and
industries and would enhance the economic base of the community through diversification and
expansion. The proposed development would also be complimentary to the existing businesses
and industries located within the City by providing new employees who may live in the City and
shop and pay taxes.
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5. Provide utilities, streets, curbs, sidewalks, parking areas, landscape areas and other
(

infrastructure improvements to give the Project Area a new look and to attract other economic
development. Significant infrastructure improvements are to be constructed as a result of the
development. These infrastructure improvements will not only benefit the development but will
also likely attract additional economic development in the City and the community.
6. Provide for the strengthening of the property and income tax base and economic health

of the entire community and the State ofUtah by increasing the assessed valuation of real
property in the City, as well as, increase the State's and community's employment base by a the
equivalent of 375 construction jobs for a one-year time period. Clearly, the jobs will be spread
over several years of construction with the majority of the development taking place before the
year 2003. /
7. Provide improved transportation to the Project Area by upgrading public streets and
road access to and within the Project Area to facilitate better traffic and pedestrian circulation,
reduce traffic hazards and reduce congestion. The infrastructure improvements to existing streets
abutting the Project Area will improve the access to the Project Area.
(1) Evaluation ofthe Reasonableness ofEconomic Development Costs.
(A) The economic devel~pment Project Area is approximately 97.06 acres of privately
owned property.
·(B) The Project Area does, however, currently lack the infrastructure improvements
necessary to make economic development possible. But for the use of the available tax
increment, or a portion thereof, to fund the infrastructure and on-site improvements
necessary to stimulate private investment, economic development would not be possible.
- 15 -
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There is an infrastructure gap which must satisfied to enable private investment to proceed
(

within the Project Area.
(C) The development of the Project Area will include both public and private
improvements previously referenced and more fully described in the "Economic Benefit
Analysis". The initial private developments will include the four projects described in
Section 1 of this Report.
(D) An evaluation of the reasonableness of the economic development costs of the

development in the Project Area is more fully described in the "Economic Benefits
Analysis" incorporated herein by reference and made a part of this Report.
(E) Each developer proposes to finance its share of the development using existing reserves
or traditional methods of financing development. Costs of certain public improvements to
be constructed as part of the development such as streets and other utilities will be
undertaken by the City or the Agency. The "Economic Benefit Analysis" describes and
itemizes the projected development costs of the Project Area.
The Agency believes that the cost projections are reasonable and provide the basis for the
Agency to proceed with the development as part of the Economic Development Plan.
(2) Efforts To Maximize Private Investment. Private investment has, to the extent possible,
been maximized. The private investment in the development consists of each developer's
investment in the Project Area. Estimated private investment from all development in the Project
Area is estimated to be $41,472,333 .00 as more fully shown in the "Economic Benefit Analysis."
(3) Rationale For Use ofT ax Increment Financing. The use of tax increment financing serves
as a catalyst to trigger private sector investment by constructing fixed assets in the community.
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Simply, if there is no private sector investment, there will be no tax increment against which
private sector dollars can be leveraged. Leveraging compares the dollar amount privately invested
into the fixed assets of a project to the dollar amount of tax increment the Agency pledges to the
project. Typically, an Agency should try to maximize the dollar amount privately invested into
the project while minimizing the amount of the tax increment contribution. The development has
a tax increment leverage ratio of~ [§.]: 1 which means that a private investment of almost
{$8.00}

[$§.opj is made for every $1

of tax increment spent by the Agency. The leverage ratio is

derived by dividing the amount of tax increment to be spent by the Agency into the amount of
private investment being contributed by the developer(s). Private investment was calculated using
the projected costs for land purchase, construction of improvements and equipment. The
leverage ratio which should be achieved by an economic development project, such as the one
being offered by the development, is indeterminate. It should be noted, however, that the former
federal economic development programs required leverage ratios of 3: 1 or 5: 1 and the former
Urban Development Action Grant's (UDAG) overall leverage ratio was 6:1. The leverage ratio of

~ [§]: 1 is comparable to other similar economic development programs. It cannot be
reasonably expected that the development would occur in the foreseeable future solely through
private investment. The developers are prepared to commit approximately $41,4 72,3 33. 00 of
capital investment as their portion of the development. Without the economic development
assistance from the Agency, it is unlikely that other developers could be found in the near term
who are willing to immediately invest the large amount of private investment in the Project Area
that each developer is willing to commit to the Project Area.
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(4) Analysis of Whether the Development Might Occur In The Foreseeable Future Solely
Through Private Investment. The Agency believes, based upon its negotiations with the
developers, that but for the adoption of the Economic Development Plan and Project Area, the
development will not occur in the foreseeable future solely through private investment. The
Agency believes that without the intervention of the Agency and the public assistance to be
offered, the developers would not construct and install the improvements within the Project Area.
(5) Estimate of the Total Amount and Length of Time that Tax Increment Financing Will Be
Expended In Undertaking Economic Development. The length of time that tax increment
financing will be used within the Project Area will not exceed f+5t [~4] years at {SO'}o} [JS~] of
the tax incrementffiL] with 20o/o of the tax increment [fe~i~: ey,: : th.~ :t\S~li.cy: ·jC>:: ~¢.) allocated to
affordable ~ousingffl[~] as more fully described in the Economic Benefits Analysis. The Project
Area Budget contemplates that the Project Area indebtedness will be paid during the {fifteen

tt51t [~)Y~gtYifti4r::(~4)j tax increment years shown in the Project Area Budget.
B. Descriotion of Anticipated Public Benefit to Be Derived From The Economic
Development Project
It is anticipated that the public benefit to be derived from the development will include the
following:
(1) Number of Jobs or Employment Anticipated As A Result of the Economic Development

Proiect. The number of jobs the development is anticipated to generate is 373 full-time positions
by the end of 2003. The developers have provided the Agency with the following information
relating to new employment within the Project Area as described in the "Economic Benefit
Analysis".
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A summary of new jobs created and their accompanying wages is set forth below (number
(

of jobs and wages is cumulative in each year):

Long Term Direct Employment
Morinda estimates that 170 new full time jobs will be created at the facility. Employees at
the facility will earn a range of$14,560- $129,600 a year. The anticipated number of new full
time, permanent positions and corresponding pay rates include:
Average Wage by Classification (without benefits)

Position
Entry Level
Middle Management
Executive
-·
Total

Number of
Employees
150
15

.2

Hourly Base
Wage Rate
$7.00/$8.00
$12.00/$14.00
$67.50

Sal an·
$14,560/$16,640
$24,960/$29,120
$129,600

170

The annual payroll for new employees hired is estimated to .be $3,393,600. The total
anticipated employment at the facility is estimated to be 600. Approximately 430 employees will
transfer from other locations within the State.
It is estimated that the computer software company will generate 100 new full time jobs at
the facility. The total anticipated employment at the facility is estimated to be 250.
Approximately 150 employees will transfer from other locations within the State. Employees at
the facility will earn an average of$60,000 a year. The anticipated number of full time, permanent
positions and corresponding pay_rates include:
Average Wage by Classification (without benefits)

~
$36,000/$ 66,000
$4 5'000/$ 90 '000
$35,000/$ 90,000
$30,000/$ 80,000
$60,000/$120,000
$30,000/S 80,000
$30,000/$ 80,000
$25,000/$ 75,000

Position
Support Staff
Sales
Marketing
E-Business
U.S. Engineering
Operations
IT
Finance/Admin.
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The annual payroll for new employees hired is estimated to be $6,000,000.

(

It is estimated that Label Express will generate 26 new full time jobs at the facility. This
facility will be Label Express's western regional headquarters for the printing and distribution of
labels. The estimated number of full time, permanent positions and corresponding pay rates
include:

Average Wage by Classification (without benefits)

Position

Number of
Emolovees
16

Production!fech.
Supervision
Management

..§

Total

26

$20.000/$35,000
$25,000/$35.000
$40,000/$60,000

4

The annual payroll for new employees hired is estimated to be $1,720,000.

(

It is estimated 77 new full time employees will be hired by businesses leasing space in the
two speculative office buildings and that they will earn an average ofbetween $25,000- $40,000
a year. The annual payroll for new employees hired is estimated to be $2,502,500.
In addition to the anticipated buildings and businesses identified, there is approximately 22.8
acres of property for future development.
Economic development programs, such as the Urban Development Action Grant and Small
Business Administration Programs have estimated that one private, new full time position should
be created for about $10,000 of public incentive. The job creation ratio for this project, using the
~C)~P.¢.§.ons given, would be one private, full time position created for every {$14,04 8}
{$.l~~~7'J'] of public incentive. Cumulatively, it is estimated that 373 new full time positions will
be created as the result of the construction of the buildings for the users contemplated. The
combined annual payroll attributable to the new employment generated in the North Pointe
Business Park from the businesses identified is estimated to be $13,616, 100.
Short Term Construction Employment
The number of construction jobs is calculated based on construction labor costs which are
assumed to be roughly 40 percent of total construction costs (the remaining 60 percent is spent
for materials and overhead). The labor costs to construct the buildings in the North Pointe
Business Park are estimated to exceed $13 million. According to the Utah Department of
Workforce Services, the average construction wage in Utah is $35,260, or an average wage of
-
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(

$18.00 per hour (based on 1,960 hours worked during a year). Therefore, the total labor costs of
more than $13 million, divided by the average wage of$35,260, results in the equivalent of375
full-time jobs for one year.
According to the Arthur Anderson Economic Impact Model, five percent of construction
wages are generally spent in the local community on such items as gas, food, banking and
convenience shopping, assuming that such goods and services are available. Based on this model,
an estimated $662,320 would be spent in American Fork, from which $3,312 would return to the
City as sales tax revenue.
The job creation ratio for the proposed development, using the comparisons given, would
· ··· ···.·<·:-:·:·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.· · ·· ·.•· ·.

be one permanent, private, full time position created for every {$14,048.00}

[$·1~}P.7-tOQJ

of

public incentive investment based on 373 full time jobs. The nature of this project and the
facilities to be constructed requires a very large capital expenditure for each full time employment
position.
(2) Associated Business and Economic Activity Likelv to Be Stimulated Bv the Economic
Development Proiect. With low unemployment and a relatively small population in the City, the
Agency believes that the work force to be employed by the developers in the Project Area will
come from a geographic area larger than Utah County. Some employees may-want to relocate to
American Fork City due to the quality of life and the desire to live close to work. Some
employees looking to lower travel expenses may choose to locate or relocate in the City by living
close to work in an affordable l<?cale. The development would help provide local jobs for the
City's growing population. Utah County is one of the fastest growing Metropolitan Statistical
Areas (MSA) in the Nation.
There are a number of existing American Fork City businesses which could receive positive
benefits from the development. For example, printing shops, office supplies, home builders,
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restaurants, grocery stores and gas stations should benefit from increased traffic and proximity to
(

the Project Area.
(3) Beneficial Influences upon the Tax Base of the Communitv as a Result of the Economic
Development Project. The following benefits are projected to accrue to the tax base of American
Fork City, Utah County and the State ofUtah as a result of the development: (1) real property tax
revenue; (2) personal property tax revenue~ (3) franchise tax revenue paid to the State; (4) State
and local option sales tax revenue; (5) State income taxes~ (6) American Fork City impact fee
revenues; (7) Sewer District impact fee revenues.
The development would likely generate a limited amount of new local option sales tax for
American Fork City. The amount of local option retail sales tax generated in the Project Area is
incidental or subordinate to the economic development and is not an objective of the project or of
this Economic Development Plan nor of the development.
C. Other Factors Approved by the Agency.

--

No other factors have been approved by the Agency.
6.

Relocation Plan
The Economic Development Plan for the Project Area incorporates by reference the

provisions of the Utah RelocatiC?n Assistance Act as found in Section 57-12-1, et. seq. of the Act
and the Rules Governing Relocation Assistance For The Redevelopment Agency Of American
Fork, as previously adopted by the Agency's governing board and as may be amended from time
to time, a copy of which is incorporated by reference as part of the Report, describes how
relocation assistance, if any, will be offered in the event any real property is acquired by the
Agency within the Project Area.

-
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The Agency does not currently anticipate that the Agency will acquire, or need to acquire,
(

any real property within the Project Area in order to accomplish the purposes of this Economic
Development Plan so no relocation activities are contemplated by the Agency. The Agency
intends that all property needed to be acquired from private owners within the Project Area will
be acquired by the developers wishing to undertake economic development.

7.

The Report and Recommendation of the Planning Commission
The letter report and recommendation from the American Fork Planning Commission

regarding the American Fork Economic Development Plan and this Report is incorporated herein
by reference and made a part hereof.
A copy of the letter report and recommendation is attached as Schedule 1 to this Report.

-
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SCHEDULE I
(
I

REPORT AND RECO:MMENDATION OF PLANNING COMMISSION
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SCHEDULE2

(

PROJECT AREA BUDGET
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
OCTOBER 19, 2000
NOTICE OF WORK SESSION
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in a work session on Thursday, October 19, 2000, in the
American Fork City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 4:00
p.m. The agenda shall be as follows:
WORK SESSION
1.
2.
3.

Discussion of items for the upcoming October 24, 2000, City
Council meeting.
Other business.
Adjournment.

Data :sk6<Ojftober,
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder

2000.

:.

AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL :MEETING MINUTES
OCTOBER 19, 2000

(
WORK SESSION

The American Fork City Council met in a work session on October 19, 2000, in the City Hall,
commencing at 4:05p .m. Those present included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Don
Hampton, Ricky Storrs, and Tom Hunter. Others present included Carl Wanlass, Howard
Denney, Rod Despain, Melanie Marsh and Jack Barratt.
Mayor Barratt excused Councilmember Belmont.
DISCUSSION OF THE ITEMS FOR THE UPCOMING OCTOBER 24~ 2000 CITY COUNCIL
:MEETING
Mayor Barratt asked City Administrator Carl Wanlass to review the items on the agenda.
Mr. Wanlass stated that the agenda needs to be amended to include the following four items:

1~
2.
3.

4.

Review and action on appointments to Citizen Committees
Review and action on the schematic design for the court and police station.
Review and action on a request from the American Heritage School for approval of a
separate annexation ordinance for the school portion of the American Heritage
Annexation at 1175 East 700 North.
Review and action on an inquiry from the Planning Commission regarding the request of
Patterson Construction to revise the approved annexation agreement for the housing
portion of American Heritage Annexation at 1175 East 700 North.

Mr. Wanlass stated that the walk-thru for the demolition of the homes on 100 East was held
today. He said there were six prospective bidders that went on the walk-thru. He said the low
bid for the demolition of the homes on 100 East will probably be approved at the November 14,
2000, City Council Meeting.

It was discussed that Daniel Copper would like to have some of the brick from the homes on 100
East.
Mr. Denney said Great Basin Engineering needs to be contacted because the location of the
utilities needs to be shown on the plan.
Request from American Heritage School for approval of a separate annexation ordinance for the
school portion of the American Heritage Annexation.
Mr. Wanlass explained that the American Heritage School is ready to move forward, but because
it is part of the property Wayne Patterson is trying to annex into the City they are having to wait
for Wayne Patterson to move forward . He said that Mr. Patterson is now coming back to the
City requesting an increase in density for the housing part of the American Heritage Annexation.

1

(

He stated that American Heritage School would like to split off from Wayne Patterson and have a
separate annexation agreement. He pointed out that Mr. Despain will prepare a separate
annexation agreement for the American Heritage School prior to Tuesday, October 24, 2000.
Patterson Construction would like to revise the approved annexation agreement for the housing
portion of the American Heritage Annexation at 1175 East 700 North
Mr. W anlass explained that Wayne Patterson would like to increase the density for the housing
portion of the American Heritage Annexation at 1175 East 700 North. He stated that the City has
already signed off of on the annexation agreement so the City Council needs to address whether it
is willing to amend the annexation agreement and send it back to the Planning Commission.
Mr. Denney pointed out that the property was originally annexed into the City under the R1-9000
Zone so that the developer could have some design flexibility, but it was under the condition that
there would be a guaranteed density of 3 1 units, which is more compatible to the density that
would be allowed under the R1-15,000 Zone.

Mr. W anlass asked the City Council to review the memo from the Planning Commission regarding
this item, which he passed out in the meeting.
Public Hearings
6:50p.m. -Receiving of public comment regarding the placement of the property in the Wosnjuk
Annexation at 1090 East 600 North in the R1-9000, Single Family Residential Zone.
There was no discussion on this item.
7:00p.m. -Receiving of public comment regarding the placement of the property in the CooperHansen Annexation at 410 North 1100 East in the R1-9000, Single Family Residential Zone.
Jack Barratt said that he is representing five of the seven property owners on the south end of the
proposed annexation. He said that when he talked to Mr. Despain and Mr. Denney about a month
ago he understood that there would be a road on the south end of the Cooper-Hansen
Annexation, but when he went to the Planning Commission Meeting last night he learned that
there would not be a road on the south end of the proposed annexation. He said the proposed
concept plan for the Cooper-Hansen Annexation currently shows two roads on the north end of
the property and does not show a road on the south end of the property, which does not give
access to the properties on the south end of the proposed development for future development.
Mayor Barratt asked what was the purpose for moving the roads from what was originally
proposed.
Mr. Denney said he was not at the Planning Commission Meeting when it was decided to have the
road put on the north part of the property rather than on the south side of the property. He said
two of the property owners on the south end of the proposed annexation requested that the road
be moved to the north part of the property. Jack Barratt stated that he was not in attendance at
the Planning Commission Meeting when it was decided to move the road nor where the other four
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neighbors on the south end of the proposed annexation because they were all under the
impression that there would be a road on the south part of the proposed annexation.

(
Councilman Hampton asked if the proposed subdivision would be a gated community.
Mr. Denney said that the proposed subdivision would not be a gated community and that it would
be a straight subdivision.
Mayor Barratt asked Jack Barratt to bring a letter to the October 24, 2000, City Council from the
five property owners on the south end of the proposed annexation stating that it would like the
concept plan to be returned to like it was a month ago when it showed a road on the south part of
the property proposed for annexed .
Mr. Wanlass said if the City Council feels like the concept plan should be changed, then the City
Council will have to send the Cooper Hansen Annexation back to the Planning Commission.
Mr. Denney said if the proposed Cooper-Hansen Annexation is sent back to the Planning
Commission, he would recommend that Jack Barratt and the other concerned neighbors should be
in attendance at the next Planning Commission Meeting when the annexation is discussed.
7: 15 p.m. - Receiving of public comment regarding the proposed Bear Annexation consisting of
3. 06 acres at 97 5 West Main Street.
There was no discussion on this item.
Regular Session
Quarterly Report of Downtown American Fork Inc.
Mr. Wanlass stated that Dale Gunther will make the quarterly report on the Downtown American
Fork Inc.
Discussion of Certified Tax Rate for 2000
There was no discussion on this item.
Presentation by the Salt Lake Organizing Committee regarding the Volunteer Program for the
2002 Winter Olympics
Chief Fox stated that every Police Department in the State of Utah recently received a request
from SLOC requesting that 40% of each city' s Police Department be on hand for the duration of
the olympics and that the various cities pay the police officers who are helping with the olympics.
He said this is the first the Police Departments in the State of Utah have been notified. He said
that most cities can't give up 40% of their Police Department to help with the olympics. Chief
Fox said American Fork City can't give up two police officers or it would be in trouble.
Report by the Family Literacy Center
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·.
Mr. Wanlass stated that RoseAnn Gunther will probably make the report for the Family Literacy
Center.

(
Action Items
1.
Review and action on the Wosnjuk Annexation at 1090 East 600 North including the
Ordinance of Annexation? placement of the property in the R1-9000 zone? and also approval of
the annexation agreement.
There was no discussion on this item.
2.
Review and action on the Cooper-Hansen Annexation at 410 North 1100 East including
the Ordinance of Annexation? placement of the property in the R1-9000 zone and also approval
of the annexation agreement.
This item was discussed above under the public hearing section.
3.

Review and action on subdivisions? commercial projects? condominiums? and PUD's
a.
Review and action on the final plat of the amended Baker Estates Plat A
Subdivision at 275 East 500 North.
There was no discussion on this item.
b.

Review and action on the final plat of Apple Creek Subdivision Plat A consisting
of 4 lots at 945 North 500 East.
Mr. Denney explained that the Deans have some concern about the alignment that
is shown on the plat. He said Janice Mayne may be at the City Council Meeting on
Tuesday, October 24, 2000 to discuss some of the Deans concerns regarding the
proposed Apple Creek Subdivision. Mr. Denney stated that the Deans claimed
that they gave land to the Good sells for the alignment of the road.
Councilman Hampton asked how the City would determine the validity of the
claim made by the Deans.
Mr. Despain said the Goodsell's engineers have said that the proposed plat is
consistent with the agreement among all the various players. He said he does not
know what the truth is. He said if the issue of the alignment of the road is raised
by the Deans at the City Council Meeting on October 24, 2000, he would
recommend that the item be tabled until the Goodsells and Deans can work out
their issues.
Councilman Hampton suggested that this item be deleted from the agenda and put
on the November 14, 2000, City Council Agenda so the Goodsells and Deans have
a chance to work things out.

It was suggested that this item stay on the agenda in case things are worked out

(C ity Council Work Session M inutes - October 19, 2000)

4

before Tuesday night. Mr. Denney said the item can always be tabled.
Councilman Hampton expressed concern that there could be a big debate if things
are not worked out prior to Tuesday, October 24, 2000. He said all players
involved should know what has been resolved before the meeting on Tuesday.

(

Councilman Hunter said that Mark Goodsell should be made aware of what
is going on before City Council Meeting on October 24, 2000 so that he is not
"blind-sighted."
4.
Review and action on a Resolution indicating the City' s intent to annex the Washburn
Annexation consisting of 44.77 acres at approximately 1120 North 450 West.
Mr. Despain noted that the proposed Washburn Annexation is north of Sunset Hills.
5.
Review and action on a Resolution indicating the City's intent to annex the Gasser
Annexation consisting of 4.78 acres at approximately 1195 East 50 South.
It was discussed that if the proposed property is annexed into the City, the Olsen Property will be
left as an island in the County.
6.

Review and action on the awarding ofRFP's for a culinary water tank.

Mr. Wanlass explained that the Evaluation Committee for the RFP's for a culinary water
tank consisted of Mayor Barratt, Councilman Hunter, Howard Denney, Steve Parker, Rod
Despain and himself He said the Evaluation Committee reviewed the bids and is recommending
Horrocks Engineers.
7.

Review and action on the awarding ofRFP's for a pressurized irrigation study.

It was discussed that this item will be deleted from the October 24, 2000, City Council Agenda
and deferred to the next agenda because some of the bids were not consistent with the RFP.

8.
Review and action on a Resolution to approve the job description for a Public Works
Director.
There was no discussion on this item.
9.

Review and action on a State Library Grant.

There was no discussion on this item.
10.

Report and action on construction projects items including change orders.

Mr. Wanlass stated that he did not believe there would be any change orders.

11 .

Report and action on Planning Commission items.
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There was no discussion on this item.

(

12.

Review and action on the October 10 2000: minutes .

There was no discussion on this item.
13 .

Review and action on the October 12: 2000: special session minutes.

There was no discussion on this item.
14.

Review and action on the October 19: 2000: work session minutes.

There was no discussion on this item.
15 .

Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of City Bills for payment.

There was no discussion on this item.
ADJOURNMENT
The work session adjourned at 4 :35p.m.

(C ity Council Work Session Min utes- October 19, 2000)

6

AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
OCTOBER 24 , 2000
*AMENDED - NOTICE AND AGENDA
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Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on October 24, 2000, in the American Fork
City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p . m.
The
agenda shall be as follows :
PUBLIC HEARING
6:50p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the placement of
the property in the Wosnjuk Annexation at 1090 East 600
North in the Rl-9000, Single Family Residential zone.
7:00p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the placement of
the property in the Cooper-Hansen Annexation at 410 North
1100 East in the R1-9000, Single Family Residential zone.
7:15 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the proposed Bear
Annexation consisting of 3.06 acres at 9 75 West Main
Street .
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period - limited to two minutes
per person.
Quarterly Report of Downtown American Fork Inc.
Discussion of the Certified Tax Rate for 2000.
Presentation by the Salt Lake Organizing Committee regarding
the Volunteer Program for the 2002 Winter Olympics.
Report by t he Family Literacy Center.
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports.
Mayor's report.
ACTION ITEMS

*1.
2.

3.

4.

Review and action on the schematic design for the court and
police station.
Review and action on the Wosnjuk Annexation at 1090 East 600
North including the Ordinance of Annexation, placement of the
property in the R1-9000 zone, and also approval of the
annexation agreement .
Review and action on the Cooper-Hansen Annexation at 410 North
1100 East including the Ordinance of Annexation, placement of
the property in the R1-9000 zone , and also approval of the
annexation agreement.
Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects ,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval ; 2) method
of satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation ; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the
plat recorded .
Review and action on the final plat of the amended Bake r
a.
1

Estates Plat A Subdivision at 275 East 500 North.
Review and action on the final plat of Apple Creek
Subdivision Plat A consisting of 4 lots at 945 North 500
East.
5.
Review and action on a Resolution indicating the City's intent
to annex the Washburn Annexation consisting of 44.77 acres at
approximately 1120 North 450 West.
6.
Review and action on a Resolution indicating the City's intent
to annex the Gasser Annexation consisting of 4.78 acres at
approximately 1195 East 50 South.
*7. Review and action on a request from the American Heritage
School for approval of a separate annexation ordinance for the
school portion of the American Heritage Annexation at 1175
East 700 North.
*8. Review and action on an inquiry from the Planning Commission
regarding the request of Patterson Construction to revise the
approved annexation agreement for the housing portion of the
American Heritage Annexation at 1175 East 700 North.
9.
Review and action on the awarding of RFP' s for a culinary
water tank.
10. Review and action on a Resolution to approve the job
description for a Public Works Director.
11. Review and action on a State Library Grant.
*12. Review and action on appointments to Citizen Committees.
13. Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders.
14 . Report and action on Planning Commission items .
15. Review and action on the October 10 2000 minutes.
16 . Review and action on the October 12
2000
special session
minutes.
17. Review and action on the October 19
2000
work session
minutes.
18. Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
19. Adjournment.
b.
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
OCTOBER 24, 2000
NOTICE AND AGENDA
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on October 24, 2000, in the American Fork
City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p.m.
The
agenda shall be as follows:
PUBLIC HEARING
6:50 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the placement of
the property in the Wosnjuk Annexation at 1090 East 600
North in the R1-9000, Single Family Residential zone.
7:00 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the placement of
the property in the Cooper-Hansen Annexation at 410 North
1100 East in the R1-9000, Single Family Residential zone.
7:15 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the proposed Bear
Annexation consisting of 3. 06 acres at 975 West Main
Street.
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period - limited to two minutes
per person.
Quarterly Report of Downtown American Fork Inc.
Discussion of the Certified Tax Rate for 2000.
Presentation by the Salt Lake Organizing Committee regarding
the Volunteer Program for the 2002 Winter Olympics.
Report by the Family Literacy Center.
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports.
Mayor's report.
ACTION ITEMS

1.

2.

3.

Review and action on the Wosnjuk Annexation at 1090 East 600
North including the Ordinance of Annexation, placement of the
property in the R1-9000 zone, and also approval of the
annexation agreement.
Review and action on the Cooper-Hansen Annexation at 410 North
1100 East including the Ordinance of Annexation, placement of
the property in the R1-9000 zone, and also approval of the
annexation agreement.
Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method
of satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the
plat recorded.
a.
Review and action on the final plat of the amended Baker
Estates Plat A Subdivision at 275 East 500 North.
b.
Review and action on the final plat of Apple Creek
1

4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14 .
15.
16.

Subdivision Plat A consisting of 4 lots at 945 North 500
East.
Review and action on a Resolution indicating the City's intent
to annex the Washburn Annexation consisting of 44.77 acres at
approximately 1120 North 450 West.
Review and action on a Resolution indicating the City's intent
to annex the Gasser Annexation consisting of 4.78 acres at
approximately 1195 East 50 South.
Review and action on the awarding of RFP' s for a culinary
water tank.
Review and action on the awarding of RFP's for a pressurized
irrigation study.
Review and action on a Resolution to approve the job
description for a Public Works Director.
Review and action on a State Library Grant.
Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders.
Report and action on Planning Commission items.
Review and action on the October 10 2000, minutes.
Review and action on the October 12
2000
special session
minutes.
Review and action on the October 19
2000
work session
minutes.
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
Adjournment.
1
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
OCTOBER 24, 2000
PUBLIC HEARING - 6:50 P.M. - RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE PLACEMENT OF THE PROPERTY IN THE WOSNJUK ANNEXATION AT 1090
EAST 600 NORTH IN THE R1-9000, SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL ZONE
The American Fork City Council met in a public hearing on October
24, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 6:54p.m. Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont, Keith
Blake, Don Hampton, Tom Hunter, and Ricky Storrs. Others present
included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn, Jack Barratt, Leo Lines,
Matilda Wosnjuk, Steve Sowby, Mr. & Mrs. Bill Jacob, Barbara
Christiansen, and one other citizen.
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the public hearing was to
receive public comment regarding the placement of the property in
the Wosnjuk Annexation in the R1-9000 zone. He asked for comments.
Steve Sowby explained that currently it was one large lot with an
existing home and after it was annexed they would go through the
subdivision process with the intent to divide it into two lots. He
introduced Matilda Wosnjuk and asked if there were any questions.
There being no further comment, the hearing adjourned at 6:57p.m.
PUBLIC HEARING- 7:00 P.M. - RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE PLACEMENT OF THE PROPERTY IN THE COOPER-HANSEN ANNEXATION AT
410 NORTH 1100 EAST IN THE R1-9000, SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL ZONE
The American Fork City Council met in a second public hearing on
October 24 , 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:00p.m. Those
present at the previous hearing were present at this hearing along
with Merilee Barratt and two additional citizens .
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the public hearing was to
receive public comment regarding the placement of the property in
the Cooper-Hansen Annexation in the R1-9000 zone.
He announced
that they had a request from the developer to remove this item from
the agenda and that it not be addressed and not have action taken
during the regular meeting. He noted that there were some property
owners present to provide some information to the Council and he
invited them to do so.
Mr. Jack Barratt presented information
property owners to the City Council.

from

some

surrounding

Mayor Barratt noted that this item would be on a future agenda and
comments would be taken at that time.
There being no further comment, the hearing adjourned at 7:04 p.m
PUBLIC HEARING- 7:15 P.M. - RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE PROPOSED BEAR ANNEXATION CONSISTING OF 3.06 ACRES AT 975 WEST
1
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MAIN STREET
The American Fork City Council met in a third public hearing on
October 24, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:15p.m. Those
present included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont,
Keith Blake, Don Hampton, Tom Hunter, and Ricky Storrs.
Others
present included Richard Colborn, Rod Despain, Chief Fox, Steve
Parker, Mr . & Mrs. Bill Jacob, Barbara Christiansen, Mr. & Mrs.
Harold Fox , Judy Price, Melvin Radmall , and three citizens .
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the public hearing was to
receive public comment regarding the proposed Bear Annexation at
975 West Main Street. He asked for comments.
Rod Despain noted that this was the end of the 60-day protest
period and that no protests had been received.
Zoning would be
determined at the time of annexation.
It was next to the I-1 and
GC-2 zones. The property was projected for industrial type uses.
Mr . Mel Radmall stated that it would need to be zoned I-1 for its
intended use .
There being no further comment, the hearing adjourned at 7:23p.m.
REGULAR SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a regular session on October
24, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:30p.m. Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont, Keith
Blake, Don Hampton, Tom Hunter , and Ricky Storrs. Others present
included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn, Rod Despain , Chief Terry
Fox, Steve Parker, Kevin Bennett , Mr. & Mrs. Harold Fox, Janice
Otteson, Mr. & Mrs. Bill Jacob, Mr. & Mrs. Dale Gunther, Barbara
Christiansen, Paul Washburn, Judy Price, Glen Wagstaff, Mark
Goodsell, George Brown, Peter Moyes, Scott Gunther, Danny Anderegg,
Luke Shelton, Tim Welch, Lorraine Vance, Denise Pedersen, Steve
Sowby, and nine citizens including Scouts from Troops 332 and 17.
Brett Hone led the audience in the Pledge of Allegiance and Alton
Hone offered the prayer.
TWENTY MINUTE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD - LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES PER
PERSON
Judy Price invited all to the upcoming Veterans Day program to be
held on November 11, 2000, at 11:00 a.m. at the Cemetery. In case
of inclement weather it would be held at the Senior Center . There
would also be an Open House at the Veterans Hall from 12 Noon to
5:00p.m.
Janice Otteson mentioned that there were 19 students this evening
at the Literacy Center and only four tutors. She stated a need for
new and gently used books to be distributed to children at the end
of the Christmas Parade at the Star Mill. They could be brought to
the Library or to the Star Mill.
2
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Judy Price noted this Friday was the Halloween Parade.
It would
start at 4:00 p.m. at the Robinson Park.
Forty-five merchants
would be participating.
American Fork Student Body Officer Scott Gunther thanked the City
for their support of the recent Homecoming Activities.
Student
Body President Danny Anderegg and Luke Shelton were also present.
Bill
Jacob
asked
reconciliation.

for

an

update

on

the

Heritage

Center

Mayor Barratt stated that they would have something for the City on
November 14, 2000. They did not have anything yet from Heritage.
Mr. Jacob asked if it would be available to the public.
Barratt indicated that it would be.

Mayor

QUARTERLY REPORT OF DOWNTOWN AMERICAN FORK INC.
Dale Gunther stated that he would give the report as Linda Walton
was out of town. They had held a meeting with the property owners
on the north side of Main Street between Merchant Street and 100
West and talked about parking. There was a positive response from
the 80% of the property owners present.
They had two to three
suggestions.
They were moving toward establishing a Special
Improvement District to make improvements to that part of the
block .
Mr. Gunther continued that the Beautification Committee had Dr.
David Bell present a rendering of some recommendations on a street
scape for the look of Main Street.
It would probably be another
three to five years down the road.
He continued that Downtown American Fork Inc. member Bob Tingey was
over marketing and his committee had completed a property and asset
survey for Main Street showing each business and what they did.
They were developing a module where businesses on Main Street could
be evaluated and also make available resources to those that might
want to improve their business. They had consultants in all facets
of business available.
Mr. Gunther noted that they would work with the City and the
Economic Development Director to fill vacancies in buildings.
Bradshaw Auto was being improved through a Historical Preservation
Grant. They were talking with them about improving their signage.
The old Robinson Sporting Goods building has had some painting
done.
Dale Gunther reported that they had sent a letter to JC Penney
Company requesting a grant to do restoration on that building.
They would like to take off the facade and but it back to the
original. He explained the story. Nick Papanikolas had property
where the current Haaga's Mattress is located. Mr. Papanikolas was
on an airplane trip and happened to sit next to Mr. Penney. When
he got through with that airplane trip, he came back with a
3
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contract to build what was called a "Penney's Goodwill Store" in
American Fork.
That was the second Penney's store in the United
States, the first being in Wyoming. Out of that came the JC Penney
Corporation.
Mr. Gunther reported that Rhinehart Oil on Main Street was looking
at doing an office building .
State Architect Don Hartley has
worked with them on period architecture and they might be able to
incorporate that in the design without any increase i n cos t .
He added that the Halloween Parade to local businesses would be
this Friday. There would be volunteers to help take them around.
Their board was going to have a community person to coordinate
activities in downtown with civic events.
They were planning a
retrea t on the first Monday in November upstairs in the Bank of
American Fork from 4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.
He invited members of
the Council to attend. They appreciated the City's support.
Mayor Barratt commended them on their wonderful j ob.
DISCUSSION OF THE CERTIFIED TAX RATE FOR 2000
Councilmember Belmont explained that she had a few questions. She
had been concerned about raising taxes and when the Council voted
for the Certified Tax Rate (CTR ) , she did not fully understand that
the vote would raise taxes.
She noted that the Statute was very
complicated and asked Carl Wanlass to explain the mechanism and
what happens.
Carl Wanlass reviewed that the State Tax Commission provided
information to the Counties so they could prepare the CTR for each
City. The CTR for general operations could not generate any more
revenues than what they had last year, but there was an increase
allowing for new growth. A CTR was also provided for debt service
payments on General Obligation (GO) Bond debt.
That CTR did not
require a public hearing as the debt was approved by the voters.
The State Tax Commission had a copy of all of American Fork ' s debt
service payment schedules and they set the CTR to provide the
amount needed for GO Bond debt payment .
Councilmember Belmont stated that when it was on the agenda and
they voted for it, she did not realize that it would be a tax
increase to the citizens. She asked if they could have turned it
down at that time.
Mr. Wanlass noted that last date to adopt it was the last day that
the County had a public hearing scheduled.
Councilman Hampton
believed that date to be August 23, 2000.

I

Councilmember Belmont recognized this area was not her strong suit.
She believed that she had asked Mr. Wanlass and the only way this
would not happen was if they could find $93,000 to off set the
increase . In discussing this with Councilman Blake, she understood
that they would have to come up with the $93,000 each year for the
next eight years .
4
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Councilman Blake confirmed that those funds needed to be found each
year.
If it was not increased this year, it would continue to be
an issue for the next eight years.
Councilman Hampton noted at the May 18, 2000 , work session it was
mentioned that there would be an increase as a part of the 199 2
Recreation GO bonds.
Councilmember Belmont asked next year if they would have the same
dilemma .
Councilman Hampton stated that the increase would carry over.
Dale Gunther commented that the CTR came from the County and that
was the maximum rate that the City could have to keep revenues the
same as i t was , except for new growth .
Carl Wanlass noted that it did not adjust for inflation and if
property was reassessed upward, the CTR would be adjusted downward.
Dale Gunther understood that when the CTR was passed there was an
increase of $93 , 000.
Mr. Wanlass explained that there was a general purpose CTR which
generated the same dollars as the previous year, adjusted for new
growth and a second CTR for GO Bond indebtedness.

(

Mr . Gunther commented that the public voted for that bond and
approved tha t rate . The Council was just approving that .
Mayor Barratt and Councilman Hampton concurred.
Councilman Hampton commented that
as
was pointed out by
Councilmember Belmont, they could have tried to find the $93,000 ln
some programs, but he had thought that Councilman Blake had done
such a marvelous job in paring down budgets, that at the time he
made his motion, he did not see where it could come out.
Bill Jacob asked if that was when they were told that Heritage was
in arrears and wouldn't that have been enough money had they paid
up.
Councilman Blake stated that was money that was already budgeted.
Councilmember Belmont
the vote when someone
just voted for a tax
excuse and she wanted
was a good t hing.

expressed that she was not told until after
called her and asked her if she realized she
increase .
She added that ignorance was no
to try and understand it better. Discussion

Mr . Harold Fox asked how the County received input from the City.
Carl Wanlass stated that the County did not receive input from the
City as the County was mandated by what the valuations were .
5
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Dale Gunther explained that this was part of the Truth in Taxation
issue assuring that the City could not have a windfall by virtue of
appreciating values without a public hearing .
Mr. Fox commented that Councilmember Belmont was not completely
aware of this and asked what the rest of the Council's position
was.
Councilman Blake noted that he concurred with what Councilmember
Belmont had said. This process was what used to be called a "mill
levy."
It has now changed and as they move into next year, he
would like to see more detail on the impact of it. The Council had
stated a commitment not to raise taxes. In this case however, this
was tied to the prior 1992 Fitness Center bond and was already
approved by the public and there was an automatic increase to occur
in this year and it came through the CTR.
It was good to review
this and as he had looked into it in more detail, it did confirm
that this was a prior commitment at the time the bonds were issued.
George Brown noted that in the course of this discussion there was
reference to a work session that took place on a Thursday where
some of the issues were discussed.
He suggested that it was
difficult for the public to attend the Thursday work sessions and
thought it would be good if the Mayor or someone else provided a
summary of what was discussed at the rather inconvenient timed
Thursday work sessions. He asked that it be considered.
PRESENTATION BY THE SALT LAKE ORGANIZING COMMITTEE REGARDING THE
VOLUNTEER PROGRAM FOR THE 2002 WINTER OLYMPICS
There was no one present from SLOC.
REPORT BY THE FAMILY LITERACY CENTER
Tim Welch and Lorraine Vance were present.
Tim Welch stated appreciation for the support during the opening of
the Family Literacy Center in the basement of the library. Olene
Walker was present along with a representative of America's
Promise. The most difficult thing was in getting dedicated people
to come and work there.
They were working on forming some
community partnerships to get persons to come in on a regular basis
for at least one hour per week. He did not know of anything more
significant than the Family Literacy Program and he felt that the
American Fork effort was becoming a statewide model.
Mr. Welch acknowledged Richard Rowley who had assisted them with
being able to test the individuals so that they knew where they
were at.
They had excellent resource materials.
They were
averaging 18 to 25 per night in the English as a Second Language
(ESL) program. A lot of them were the parents of the children that
came during the week and was provided at no cost to them.
Tim Welch stated that the biggest challenge right now was to form
the community partnerships and increase the number of volunteers.
6
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With the expanded capacity, they could double the number of kids
involved. They were very appreciative of the Council's continued
support . He acknowledged Police Chief Terry Fox's assistance with
the Beat the Chief Run. During their "Hundred Days of Service ," in
which some citizens that had volunteered one dollar for every hour
of service rendered in the Community. They were targeting 10,000
hours, but there were an astounding 66,000 hours provided.
Councilman Blake appreciated what was being done.
they found those needing this type of assistance.

He asked how

Mr. Welch reported that a lot of it was word of mouth.
That was
one of the issues that their 22-member Council was working on.
They have enough room now to actively seek these students out in
the schools. Presently the majority came from the areas of Forbes
and Greenwood .
Mayor Barratt explained that his Daughter-in-Law taught school and
her district brought all the kids in ESL for a period of time. He
appreciated the work of Tim Welch, RoseAnn Gunther, and others who
had been willing to step forward and take a hand in this and not
let the dream die for l ack of effort .
Lorraine Vance noted that recently a boy who was serving through
the Youth Court Program came to help tutor as part of his service
to the Communi ty . He began t o come there h i mself to l earn to read
better .
There were volunteers that came from Lindon , Pl easant
Grove , and also BYU and UVSC as they were now requiring community
service as part of some of their classes.
They had 356 hours of
volunteer time during the Summer but they had 612 come through the
center.
Last Thursday alone there were 40 that went through.
Since they have been located in the Library they have been serving
a lot more.
Danny Anderegg asked if it was the same program as what was in the
Alpine Tabernacle. Mayor Barratt responded that it was.
Janice Otteson noted that they were going to need more space in the
library as they had 60 more chairs coming from BYU.
REPORT OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR
Carl Wanlass had nothing to report at this time .
COUNCIL REPORTS
Counc i lman Hampton complimented the American Fork Symphony for a
marvelous program last night as they combined with the Payson Civic
Chorale.
He encouraged all to watch for the Annual December
Program.
He was glad to see Lori England back involved with the
Arts Programs in American Fork.
Councilman Storrs reported that a person that he worked with from
Orem thought it was really great that American Fork had a Symphony .
Evidently his son had just signed up to play with them and noted
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that it was sad that the bigger communities of Orem and Provo did
not have one .
Councilmember Belmont reported on the continuing saga of the
Historic Clock at Center and Main Street. There was a power outage
a couple of months ago that sent a surge into the clock.
The
master clock had to be removed and sent back to Minnesota.
Mr.
Larish called her on Saturday reporting that it had been burned
very badly and that he had replaced it and had sent if off in the
mail.
Councilmember Belmont continued that there were different times on
the faces of the clock because the drilling in the center of the
clock was not holding and was dropping the hour hand down so that
it read different times. New hands could be made, but they could
not be completed by Christmas. The cost was $35 per pair. She did
not know how much the new master clock was.
Councilman Blake reported that he was in the Kansas City, Missouri
area, where he met with people from cities and counties from about
15 different states. There were sessions on land use and zoning,
permits, inspections and licensing, as well as imaging.
He
observed that cities and counties had common issues wherever they
were .
Councilman Hunter would provide the Planning Commission report
later in the meeting.
MAYOR'S REPORT
Mayor Barratt noted that the City Council would meet in their
regular meetings on November 14 & 28 and on December 12 , 2000 , but
he had canceled the December 26, 2000 meeting.
Mayor Barratt reported that on Wednesday , November 8 , 2000 ,
American Fork would be a host City regarding the Envision Utah
Toolbox Overview from 6:30 p.m. to 9:00 p.m. at the American Fork
Jr. High School.
Mayor Barratt stated that the City work force would return to a
five day work week from 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. Monday thru Friday
on October 30, 2000.
Councilman Blake asked if there was a report on how the experiment
work .
Mayor Barratt stated that they would be gathering some results.
ACTION ITEMS
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE SCHEMATIC DESIGN FOR THE COURT AND POLICE
STATION
Councilman Hampton felt that the City Council did not have the
background to really evaluate what was there, but he did note that
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it was consistent with what the Council directions were initially.
Councilman Hampton moved to approve the schematic design that had
been presented.
Mayor Barratt noted that there would be a number of times when a
review would be presented to the Council in order to bring them up
to speed.
Dale Gunther commented that in the past the City had hired the
architect who designed the building and then the City hired a
general contractor to build the building.
In this case it was a
design build and the Council would be much more involved in an
ongoing way .
Mayor Barratt agreed.
Denise Pedersen asked if there would still be more public hearings.
Mayor Barratt commented that the public hearing portion would be at
Council meeting.
Bill Jacob asked how citizens could review the information.
Mayor Barratt reported that this information was provided to the
Council at their Thursday work session. The police and courts had
been designed and they had included in that design what the courts
and police and learned from their look at other facilities.
Bill Jacob asked how the public gave input.
Mayor Barratt responded that there was not a lot to do on the
inside, the courts needed to have what they needed and the police
needed to have what they needed. There had been public hearings on
the exterior of the building noting a clock tower and other things.
He added that there would always be a set of drawings at City Hall.
Councilman Blake noted that in Section 7 on Emergency Power, it was
planned for a diesel generator. He encouraged them to consider the
new "fuel cell" technology.
It was new technology, but it could
use various fuels and there was no pollution and it was a smaller
unit.
It ought to be compared.
Peter Moyes reported that they had three public sessions where they
worked on the function of the interior of the building. They were
changing small items, but the interior function was not changing.
Part of the goal this evening was to get approval of the schematic
design. They would consider future changes on a cost neutral and
area neutral basis.
They were working diligently on building
costs. They were currently slightly over the projected budget. In
meeting with Jacobsen tQday they felt the methodology was in place
to tighten down the budget a little bit.
After the schematic
design was approved, it would be time to go out for the mechanical
and electrical contractors and get them on board.
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Mr . Moyes reported that the courts were comfortable with the design
package and ready to move ahead and the police and City were
comfortable. They now needed to develop more details and get into
the nitty gritty. They had an extensive meeting on security issues
last Thursday.
He continued that they were going out with a demolition package and
anticipated by mid-November, demolition would begin.
They would
clear the site and then be able to excavate.
It should save six
months in construction time and also bite off six months of
inflation . He asked if the Council had any significant changes to
the package and , if not , they were seeking approval of the
schematic design . It was a two-way binding approval . On the one
side the City was saying they believed they have everything that
was needed to this point and on the other side the contractor said
that they were committed to provide everything that was in there at
this point in time.
Councilman Hampton stated that as long as they were consistent with
what had already been committed to, and he thought that Mr. Moyes
had done that in his comments, he asked if in approving this
tonight it would have an impact on the guaranteed maximum price
(GMP ) that they were expecting in about 60 days .
Carl Wanlass stated that the parameters were already set.
Councilman Blake noted that this would move them to the next step
in the process as this was one of the checkpoints and what had been
done , they concurred with .
It did not mean they could not make
changes .
Councilman Blake seconded the motion.

Mayor Barratt explained that each Tuesday the Design Team, the
City, and the Court System were involved in going over the project.
The parties involved had approved what was before the Council and
were satisfied with what had been put together so far.
Bill Jacob asked if there was a bench mark for each phase or how
they worked to see that they were on target.
Peter Moyes noted that every week Jacobsen provided a detailed cost
estimate as to where they were at.
Every week it changed.
He
added that Bruce Motogawa from Jacobsen Construction was present to
answer questions.
Bill Jacob noted that if the public wanted to track it, they could.
Mr. Moyes explained that completion was scheduled for August 27,
2002.
Denise Pedersen asked if they had some drawings or a picture.
Peter Moyes provided a computer generated south face rendering . He
explained that the next step was agreement from the police and
10
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courts that the design elements were where they want to be. They
would be providing cut wall sections to show how the building was
put together and turn some pre drawings into architectural
elevations.
Then they would review code requirements.
He added
that the computer drawing was a work in process.
When asked about the time and location of the meetings by
Councilmember Belmont, Peter Moyes responded that they were held on
Tuesdays at 1:30 p.m. and they alternated between City Hall and
Salt Lake as the engineering team was in Salt Lake City and it was
necessary to keep them up to date.
Councilmember Belmont asked what was meant by "architectural skin"
referred to in the plans .
Peter Moyes explained that they were planning three types of
materials on the buildings.
They were stone, masonry, and a
drywall type of material. It was not referring to aluminum siding.
All were in favoro

Mayor Barratt noted that Item 3 on the agenda had been deleted.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE WOSNJUK ANNEXATION AT 1090 EAST 600 NORTH
INCLUDING THE ORDINANCE OF ANNEXATION, PLACEMENT OF THE PROPERTY IN
THE R1-9000 ZONE, AND ALSO APPROVAL OF THE ANNEXATION AGREEMENT
Mayor Barratt noted that this was the subject of the 6:50 p.m.
public hearing that had been held earlier.
Councilman Hampton moved to adopt Ordinance No.
2000-10-34
approving the annexation and the annexation agreement relating
thereto subject to the deed conveying additional area for the
future widening of 1100 East and the placement of the property in
the R1-9000 single family residential zone. Councilmember Belmont
seconded the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE COOPER-HANSEN ANNEXATION AT 410 NORTH 1100
EAST INCLUDING THE ORDINANCE OF ANNEXATION, PLACEMENT OF THE
PROPERTY IN THE R1-9000 ZONE, AND ALSO APPROVAL OF THE ANNEXATION
AGREEMENT
This item was
petitioner.

removed

from

the

agenda

at

the

request

of

the

REVIEW
AND
ACTION
ON
SUBDIVISIONS,
COMMERCIAL
PROJECTS,
CONDOMINIUMS, AND PUD'S INCLUDING 1) PLAT APPROVAL; 2) METHOD OF
SATISFACTION OF WATER RIGHTS REQUIREMENTS; 3) POSTING OF AN
IMPROVEMENT BOND OR SETTING OF A TIME FRAME FOR IMPROVEMENT
INSTALLATION; AND 4) AUTHORIZATION TO SIGN THE FINAL PLAT AND
ACCEPTANCE OF ALL DEDICATIONS TO THE PUBLIC AND TO HAVE THE PLAT
RECORDED

a.

Review and action on the final plat of the amended Baker
Estates Plat A Subdivision at 275 East 500 North
11
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Councilman Hampton moved to approve the amended final plat of
Baker Estates Plat A Subdivision subject to verification by
the City Engineer that the discrepancies along the west
property had been resolved and other technical corrections
completed. Councilman Storrs seconded the motion. All were
in favor.

b.

Review and action on the final plat of Apple Creek Subdivision
Plat A consisting of 4 lots at 945 North 500 East
Mark Goodsell was present representing this development .
Councilman Hunter moved to approve the final plat of Apple
Creek Subdivision Plat A and to authorize the Mayor and
Council to sign the plat, accept the dedication, and to have
the plat recorded subject to the following:
1} Verification
of prior conveyance of water rights and 2} posting of a bond
to ensure the completion of the required improvements.
Councilman Storrs seconded the motion.
(Its new name was
Apple Brook )

Councilmember Belmont asked about the riparian easement and
how that would be handled.
Mark Goodsell stated that it was debated quite a bit and he
was not sure just how that would happen.
Rod Despain explained that the easement was designated on the
plat. They h ad discussed t he notion of conveying to the City
a conservat i on easement over the riparian easement ensuring
that it would not be disturbed.
It was not felt that it was
critical to the approval of the plat.
Councilmember Belmont commented that when there was a
developer who was committed to try to do that for the good of
the people, the suggestion of a conservation easement was a
good idea.
Rod Despain explained that if that was the direction, it
should not be a condition of this approval as Mr. Goodsell had
done what had been asked for in the past.
Councilman Blake asked if a trail by the river was in the
General Plan.
Mr. Despain responded that there was not one at this location .
Unfortunately a trail was not the interest of the development
to the south and as a result the trail was shifted out to the
sidewalk.
Mark Goodsell stated that he had the trail in the schematics
in the next section. They were planning for a trail and were
open to suggestions .
Glen Wagstaff asked how the four lots were going to affect the
12
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six lots owned by the Dean Family to the south.
Rod Despain answered that the design was such that there was
room for those six lots and they would be addressing the same
issues as they had with these four lots and would be dealing
with them in the same manner.
All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION INDICATING THE CITY'S INTENT TO
ANNEX THE WASHBURN ANNEXATION CONSISTING OF 44.77 ACRES AT
APPROXIMATELY 1120 NORTH 450 WEST
Paul Washburn was present to address any questions .
Harold Fox asked how this property was to be zoned .
Paul Washburn responded that it was currently in the County. The
property was surrounded on three sides by property in the City that
was zoned R1-9000.
Mr. Fox asked if it was going to stand by itself or if it would be
part of an existing property.
Mayor Barratt noted that it would probably be a different owner and
would probably stand by itself.
City Recorder Richard Colborn explained that this began a 60-day
period in which protests to the annexation could be filed. After
that period if there were no protests, it could go on to the
Planning Commission.
Rod Despain explained that the annexation request included all
property owned by Mountain View Development Company not currently
in the City, north of Sunset Hills.
Paul Washburn explained that Mountain View Development had about 57
acres.
Forty-four of those acres were currently in the County.
Councilman Hampton moved to adopt Resolution No. 2000-10-41R
indicating the City's intent to annex the Washburn Addition
Annexation consisting of 44.77 acres at approximately 1120 North
450 West. Councilman Storrs seconded the motion.

Harold Fox asked if there was
condemned for a road.

a

section of property that

was

Rod Despain explained that the General Plan showed 1120 North
continuing westward through this property and the applicants were
aware of that and it was part of the 44.77 acres.
Councilman Hampton added that part of their plan would be the
location of that road.
Mary Fox asked if there was a road planned at approximately 980
13

North going east and west.
Mr. Washburn explained that they had discussed a road there and if
the City accepted their annexation they would then need to figure
out that detail .
All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION INDICATING THE CITY'S INTENT TO
ANNEX THE GASSER ANNEXATION CONSISTING OF 4.78 ACRES AT
APPROXIMATELY 1195 EAST 50 SOUTH
Councilman Hunter moved to adopt Resolution No. 2000-10-42R
indicating the City's intent to annex the Gasser Annexation at
approximately 1195 East 50 South. Councilman Hampton seconded the
motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A REQUEST FROM THE AMERICAN HERITAGE SCHOOL
FOR APPROVAL OF A SEPARATE ANNEXATION ORDINANCE FOR THE SCHOOL
PORTION OF THE AMERICAN HERITAGE ANNEXATION AT 1175 EAST 700 NORTH
Steve Sowby was present representing the American Heritage School.
He explained that this was one annexation that included two
parcels. The American Heritage School desired to proceed as there
was some difficulty with the other signature on the annexation
agreement.
This was the south half and would allow the school
portion to be annexed.
Councilman Hampton reported that Staff had indicated that the
American Heritage School had responded to all the requirements that
were expected.
Councilman Hampton moved to adopt Ordinance No.
2000-10-35
approving the American Heritage Annexation Plat A being a portion
of the American Heritage Annexation previously approved by the City
Council which was Ordinance No. 99-02-06, to confirm the previous
annexation agreement by and between the American Heritage School
and the City of American Fork making the terms thereof applicable
to this annexation, and to authorize the Mayor to execute the
annexation plat and record the annexation at the Office of the Utah
County Recorder. Councilman Blake seconded the motion. All were
in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN INQUIRY FROM THE PLANNING COMMISSION
REGARDING THE REQUEST OF PATTERSON CONSTRUCTION TO REVISE THE
APPROVED ANNEXATION AGREEMENT FOR THE HOUSING PORTION OF THE
AMERICAN HERITAGE ANNEXATION AT 1175 EAST 700 NORTH
Steve Sowby stated that
Construction tonight.

he

was

also

representing

Patterson

Mayor Barratt asked if there were any questions.
Councilman Hunter asked if the reason for this was to allow for
additional density.
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Steve Sowby responded that it was.
The previ ous recommendation
from t he Plann i ng Commiss i on and the Ci ty Council was for a PR-9000
zone but l i mited t o 3 1 l ots whi ch would be the density that would
be allowed for three lots per acre . Mr. Patterson was wishing to
have the PR-9000 zone, but with no restrictions so that he could do
whatever was allowed in that zone which would allow him a little
more density. Mr. Patterson felt that other annexations had been
granted in the R1-9000 and the PR-9000 without restriction and this
would provide five additional dwellings. With this change, there
would be probably five twin homes on pads like Val Vista.
Councilman Blake asked how it was approved prior.
Mayor Barratt noted that it was previous l y approved with 31 singl e
family units.
Councilman Blake asked why there was a restriction placed at that
time.

{

Rod Despain explained that the initial request came for somewhat
greater density. The Planning Commission was reluctant to approve
the greater density and the matter was dropped for nearly two
years . The applicant came back with a revised plan that requested
the PR-9000 zone wit h a vo l untary l imitation to 31 uni t s .
The
Pl anning Commission felt comfortable with that and recommended the
PR-9000 zone subject to the limitation of 31 units and the City
Council approved an annexation agreement based on that.
Mr. Despain continued that the reason it was back before the
Council was that there was an annexation agreement that limited the
number of units to 31 . This was a reversal of the agreement on the
part of the applicant. Mr. Despain ' s belief was that the Planning
Commission would not have recommended the PR-9000 zone had it been
an effort as now proposed to go to full density. The question was
whether or not the City Council was of the opinion that they were
willing to entertain a modification . If they were not, then they
coul d confirm the existing agreement.
However, if the Council
wanted to look at it a second time, they could send it back to the
Planning Commission for a revised recommendation.
Councilman Hampton stated that he was not comfortable with undoing
what the Planning Commission had already done and basically undo
everything that the Council had done. He did not want to rule out
the possibility that Patterson Construction could have more
discussion with the Planning Commission, but he also did not want
to reverse what had already been done.
He recommended that the
Council not take any action and let stand what had already been
approved and if Mr. Patterson wanted to go back to the Planning
Commission again and negotiate with them, he could.
Councilman Blake felt that it made some sense to have it go back to
the Planning Commission.
Mayor Barratt stated that the recommendation was that the Council
stay with what they had approved, or if that was not going to work,
15
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that Mr. Patterson make a new application
Commission and start the process over again.

to

the

Planning

Rod Despain commented that if the Council felt strongly about
staying where they were, they could confirm that.
The alternate
was if they were willing to look at it, it should go back to the
Planning Commission.
Councilman Hampton did not like the idea of reconfirming because it
sort of said to Mr. Patterson that no one was willing to consider
any other possibilities and he did not believe the Council wanted
to send that message.
He wanted to send the message that if Mr.
Patterson wanted to go back to the Planning Commission and start
the process over, that was fine.
But, he was comfortable with
standing on what had already been done and letting that be it.
Councilman Blake concurred, but going back to the
Commission was where it should go and be discussed.

Planning

Rod Despain noted that in his judgement that was properly the case,
but the point was not to assume that the Planning Commission should
go forward with it if the Council felt otherwise . He did not know
that the Planning Commission would change their recommendation. He
pointed out that all of the hearings and time frames had run long
ago and that it terms of time frames that it be continued at the
time of referral to the Planning Commission.
Councilman Hunter moved to refer the matter back to the Planning
Commission.

George Brown noted that it might be a good idea to refer it back to
the Planning Commission to see if it was handled any different and
if there was any discrimination.
Councilman Blake asked if there was any indication that this had
been treated any different.
Mayor Barratt recalled that Mr. Sowby had simply stated that it was
the feeling of the developer that prior to this and since this
request, there had been PR-9000 zones allowed and no number
restriction had been placed on them.
That was the developer's
opinion. He did not know if that was the case.
Kevin Bennett commented that he had looked at some of the minutes
and it was clear that it was not the PR-9000 or the R1-9000 that
was granted.
What was granted was a condition that the Planning
Commission was pressing for less density and that was why it was
dropped for a couple of years and Patterson Construction came back
and asked if they limited it to 31 units, would the Planning
Commission give them the PR-9000. That was what occurred, not that
the Planning Commission was going to give them that, but they were
going to cut them off at 31.
Mayor Barratt declared the motion made by Councilman Hunter dead
for the lack of a second.
16
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Councilman Hampton moved that the Council take no action but
encourage Mr. Patterson to use the processes already in place and
that was to approach the Planning Commission again and negotiate
the existing agreement or to start from the point that Mr. Despain
recommended with a new request or even to then appeal back to the
City · Council, but in actuality the Council take no action on the
item on the agenda.
Mayor Barratt called for a second.
the motion dead.

There being none he declared

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE AWARDING OF RFP' S FOR A CULINARY WATER
TANK

Councilman Blake asked for some more background as he saw the
recommendation but it did not provide the summary of the basis for
the recommendation.
There was some ranking and criteria used to
get the rationale and he would like to see that before they decide.
Carl Wanlass explained that each evaluator
evaluation, but the totals were available.

kept

their

own

Councilman Storrs stated his appreciation for the committee and for
going out to bid . When he went through it, he was amazed at the
price difference of approximately $170,000 to $33,300.
The City
had a tight budget and they had signed a resolution that they would
keep an eye on it and try not to raise taxes and they had held back
raises to the employees. He discussed this with one of the staff
members and brought up some concerns including if the low bidder
was qualified to do the job .
All of his concerns were met .
He
hated to go against what the committee had recommended but he felt
good about going with the low bid and he felt they were looking out
for the taxpayers.
Councilman Storrs moved to go with the low bid to Sowby & Berg at
$33,300.

Councilman Hampton stated that he felt the same way. He had looked
through the qualifications and felt that the City would have a very
fine job done. He appreciated the Staff recommendation and hoped
they would understand. The Council owed it to the citizens to save
the $5,000 .
Councilman Hampton seconded the motion.

Councilman Hunter believed 100 percent that they needed to use
local firms, but did not believe that price should be the main
consideration.
When the committee went through the scenario and
ranked each one, there were seven different categories and price
was just one of them.
Others were, dealing with that type of
project before, experience, and a number of different things. When
a committee ranked them by categories, the decision should not be
based on cost.
Councilman

Blake

commented

that
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(

summary of the ranking by categories.
George Brown asked what the recommendation of the committee was.
Mayor Barratt reported that
Engineering at $38,086 .

the committee

recommended Horrocks

Bill Jacob asked Councilman Blake if the rationale was the same as
factual basis .
Councilman Blake stated that it was.
Mayor Barratt explained that there was a packet available to them
and a score sheet which they could have reviewed.
Councilmember Belmont thanked Councilman Storrs as she had the same
concern. The budget worried her a great deal.
She believed that
Sowby & Berg did a good job as well as Horrocks Engineering. She
would like to save those funds and go with the lower bid.
Councilman Storrs did not feel they could go wrong with any of the
firms .
Sewer and Water Superintendent Steve Parker commented that one of
the things they ranked on was that Horrocks had done many 5-million
gallon tanks and the biggest that Sowby & Berg had done was 1.5
million .
Steve Sowby responded that they had listed 19 water tanks for a
dozen different cities all over and had provided references from
both contractors and cities . To increase the size of a tank was
not that difficult. They had done other projects that were five or
six times more complicated that this. He had no problem in doing
a larger tank. He introduced James Williams who was the structural
engineer that would be working with them.
Voting on the motion was as follows: Aye, Councilmembers Hampton,
Storrs, Belmont, and Blake.
Nay, Councilman Hunter.
The motion
carried.

Steve Sowby stated that they would do a good job and would come
back with a contract.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION TO APPROVE THE JOB DESCRIPTION
FOR A PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR
Mayor Barratt stated that this was a Level 16 position.
He
believed that this position was long overdue and it had been
included in the budget. This person would be a tremendous asset to
the community .
Councilmember Belmont asked Mayor Barratt his view as to why this
was the time to do it and what the salary was.
Mayor Barratt responded that the salary range for a Level 16 was
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$45,000 to $65,000. He believed it was important to have someone
at the Public Works Complex. He felt they were asking a great deal
of the City Administrator to handle all of the employees and their
job and where they needed to be and what needed to take place. He
had a tremendous responsibility with the budget as it was very
large and very complex . This Public Works Director , working at the
Public Works Complex could manage the work force and maximize that
work force and ultimately save the City dollars.
Councilmember Belmont asked how they would find that person.
Mr. Wanlass reported that it would be advertised for.
Councilmember Belmont was not opposed to this position,
wanted to understand it better.

she just

Councilman Hampton stated that the Public Works Director would be
an equal with the City Engineer.
Councilmember Belmont felt it would be very advantageous for this
person to have engineering experience.
Councilman Hampton noted that after reviewing the Organizational
Chart, it became very vivid that the City Administrator was cut up
in a lot of pieces. He felt it would help the City respond to the
needs of its citizens. The position was funded for as of July 1,
2000.
George Brown asked what departments the Public Works Director would
not supervise .
Mayor Barratt stated that he would be on par with the City
Engineer. The City Inspector would be under Public Works. Other
than the City Engineer he would supervise the rest of the Public
Works Department.
George Brown asked who would make the hiring decision.
Mayor Barratt stated that he would make the appointment and the
Council would approve the appointment.
George Brown asked how he would go through that process.
Mayor Barratt indicated that it would be his intent to collect the
applications and review them.
He would probably have the City
Administrator review those with him. He would ask each member of
the Council to review them and then he would pick one that he would
like to appoint.
George Brown suggested a committee to participate in the selection
process.
Mayor Barratt stated that he did not want the heat taken off him .
He would take full responsibility. He wanted to work with whom he
wanted to work with.
It would not be advantageous to him, but he
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appreciated the recommendation.
Councilman Blake agreed that it would help for that person to have
some engineering background, but it would also help to look at the
management ability of the person and that was included. He felt it
was well written like it was .
Councilman Storrs moved to adopt Resolution No. 2000-10-43R
approving and establishing the position and job description of a
Public Works Director.

Councilman Storrs stated that it was long overdue and that he did
not know how Carl Wanlass kept up with budget and worrying about
personnel . This would give Mr. Wanlass time to do his expertise .
Councilman Hunter seconded the motion.

All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A STATE LIBRARY GRANT
Councilman Blake moved approval of the State Library Grant.
Councilman Hampton seconded the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON APPOINTMENTS TO CITIZEN COMMITTEES
Councilman Hampton stated that he had been able to catch up with
Chad Hendry regarding the Neighbors in Action Program.
They had
n ot had activity over the summer months , but they had a training
session scheduled for November 2, 2000.
They already appointed
four , Heber Thompson (at large representative) , Evan Brady (senior
representative ),
Randy
Tomlinson
(business
community
representative ) , and Neal Christensen (at large representative) .
There were three more proposed for tonight.
Councilman Hampton moved to appoint to the American Fork Neighbors
in Action Committee, Brett Bezzant and Marty Geisel {religious
representatives) and Heather Paxman {youth representative from
American Fork High School) . Councilman Blake seconded the motion.
All were in favor .

REPORT AND ACTION ON CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS ITEMS INCLUDING CHANGE
ORDERS
There were no change orders.
REPORT AND ACTION ON PLANNING COMMISSION ITEMS
The Planning Commission at their October 18, 2000, meeting approved
a modif i ed site plan to expand the parking area at the LDS Mt.
Timpanogos Temple at 742 North 900 East; approved a 1-year
temporary use for Halstrom Marine at 25 South 900 West; approved
with conditions the final plat for the Stone Hollow PUD Plat A at
10 8 3 East 3 9 0 North; approved with conditions the Ken Tanner
Subdivision at 862 East State Road; approved with conditions a
modified site plan for Lee's Roundup Chevron located at 862 East
State Road; approved the annexation agreement and annexation
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concept plan for the Cooper-Hansen Annexation at 410 North 1100
East; discussed the annexation agreement and annexation concept
plan for the Lamoreaux No. 2 Annexation at 1750 North 900 East;
discussed a modified annexation concept plan for the American
Heritage Annexation at 1175 East 700 North; discussed a possible
Resort Zone; and discussed the General Plan.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE OCTOBER 10, 2000, MINUTES
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the October 10, 2000, minutes
with some housecleaning items.
(They included on page 4, line 9,
change "tracks" to "tracts."
On page 5, line 4, change "he" to
"it."
On page 9, under the "MAYOR'S REPORT" add the following,
"This item, in the Mayor's absence, was partially covered in
Councilman Hampton's report." On page 12, line 43, remove the word
"in."
On page 13, line 23, after the word, "opinion," add the
words, "meant that." On page 14, line 2, add the word "to" after
the word, "misrepresenting."}
Councilman Storrs seconded the
motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE OCTOBER 12, 2000, SPECIAL SESSION MINUTES
Councilman Storrs moved approval of the October 12, 2000, special
session minutes as presented. Councilmember Belmont seconded the
motion.
Voting was as follows:
Aye, Councilmembers Storrs,
Belmont, Blake, and Hunter.
Abstain, Councilman Hampton.
The
motion carried.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE OCTOBER 19, 2000, WORK SESSION MINUTES
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the October 19, 2000, work
session minutes as presented.
Councilman Storrs seconded the
motion.
Voting was as follows:
Aye, Councilmembers Hampton,
Storrs, and Hunter.
Abstain, Councilmembers Belmont and Blake.
The motion carried.

Richard Colborn thanked Melanie Marsh for her extra efforts in
taking these minutes noting that she was currently in the Masters
of Public Administration Program at the University of Utah.
Mayor Barratt publicly acknowledged her and congratulated her on
the excellent job that she does.
FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT INCLUDING ACTION ON THE APPROVAL OF CITY
BILLS FOR PAYMENT
Councilman Hampton expressed appreciation to Rod Despain for making
sense out of what could be complicated in the whole planning
process.
He made it look easy for them and thanked him for his
time and expertise in those matters.
Every now and then he did
some things that Staff was not really pleased at.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the City bills for payment.
Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion. All were in favor.
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Councilman Hampton moved approval of the purchase requests over
$1,000. Councilman Blake seconded the motion. All were in favor.
ADJOURNMENT
Kevin Bennett reported that he had received the Order of Dismissal
from the Court of the Homebuilders Lawsuit. It was Dismissed with
Prejudice .
It was done.
Councilman Hunter moved adjournment at 9:56 p.m.

Belm~c~~~otion.

All were in favor.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
NOVEMBER 9 , 2000
NOTICE OF WORK SESSION
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in a work session on Thursday, November 9, 2000, in the
American Fork City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 4:00
p.m. The agenda shall be as follows:
WORK SESSION
1.
2.
3.

Discussion of items for the upcoming November 14, 2000, City
Council meeting .
Other business .
Adjournment.

Dated this 6 day of November, 2000.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
NOVEMBER 9, 2000
WORK SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a work session on November
9, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 4:02 p.m.
Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Keith Blake, Don
Hampton, Tom Hunter, *Ricky Storrs, and **Juel Belmont. Others
present included Carl Wanlass, Howard Denney, Police Chief Terry
Fox, Richard Colborn, Kevin Bennett, Rod Despain, and Jay
Christensen.
DISCUSSION OF ITEMS FOR THE UPCOMING NOVEMBER 14, 2000, CITY
COUNCIL MEETING
Public Hearings
6:30 p.m. - Receiving of public comment regarding the declaring
surplus of various pieces of equipment and items

Carl Wanlass reported that they were going to have an auction on
December 2, 2000, in Spanish Fork which would be combined with some
other cities.
He asked that the sewer rodder be pulled off the
surplus list as the Town of Saratoga Springs was interested in it.
6:45 p.m. - Receiving of public comment regarding the vacation of
a portion of right-of -way included in Woodridge PUD Plat C at
approximately 665 East 50 South consisting of approximately 0.09
acres

There was no comment on this item.
7:00 p.m. - Receiving of public comment regarding the proposed
Ivona Robinson Annexation consisting of 34.46 acres at 575 East
1500 South

It was noted that Reed Bromley was bringing this property in.
7:15 p.m. - Receiving of public comment regarding the proposed
Roberts Annexation consisting of 4.11 acres at 610 North 1100 East

It was noted that this property was east of Queens Drive.
Regular Session
The Mayor and Council would make a presentation to Mrs. American
Fork.
There was a contest in Cedar City on September 20, 2000.
There would also be a presentation by SLOC.
Action Items
1.

Resolution of Bond Sale
1
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Carl Wanlass stated that the interest would be priced this coming
Monday i n Denver , Colorado . The Bond Market today was at 5.16% .
He distributed the Preliminary Official Statement on the Bonds that
would go to potential investors.
Councilman Hampton stated appreciation to Carl Wanlass in being
alert to picking up some interest savings on refunding.
In
addition he noted that the City did not get the good rates they
were getting unless the City was financially managed well.
He
thanked Mr. Wanlass for that.
*Councilman Storrs arrived.
Carl Wanlass noted that Mayor Barratt did a good job in his
presentation in New York to Moody's and to the Insurance Companies.
Mayor Barratt noted that their concern was that they had additional
$10 million in debt and no additional revenues.
Mr. Wanlass noted that the insurance on the bonds was estimated to
be $35,000. The first one came in at $21,500 and the second came
in at $17,500. The City was also able to maintain its strong Aaa
rating.
Councilman Hampton asked if the Aaa rating, as opposed to a better
Aa rating , was a function as to where the reserves were.
Carl Wanlass stated that it was and added that Jim Matsumori and
Blake Wade would be to the Council meeting on Tuesday.
The City
was currently in the 30-day bond protest period that began on
October 18, 2000. The bond closing was scheduled for November 29,
2000.
If there was a spike in the market, they could pull out
altogether or if it was just in the refunding portion, they could
just strip that part out and that could be done without any
penalty .
2.
Review and action on a Resolution declaring certain pieces of
equipment and items to be surplus
There was no comment on this item.
3.
Review and action on an Ordinance vacating a portion of rightof-way included in the Woodridge PUD Plat C at approximately 665
East 50 South consisting of approximately 0.09 acres
A Public Utility Easement would remain over this property.
would provide for the roadways to line up.

This

4.
Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method of
satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the plat
recorded
2
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a.
Review and action on the final plat of the Ken Tanner
Subdivision Plat A at 862 East State Road
There was no comment on t his item .
b.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving the final
plat of Stone Hollow PUD Plat A at 1083 East 390 North
There was no comment on this item.
c.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving the revised
Village Green Condos Plat A at 30 South 700 East
There was no comment on this item.
5.
Review and action on a request by Heritage
regarding the abatement of interest owed to the City

Management

There was no comment on this item .
Review and action on a request by Heritage Management
6.
renegotiate the ex i sting l ease

to

There was no comment on this item.

(

7.
Discussion and ac ti on on approval of the purchase of property
for t h e widening of 7 00 North at approximately 690 West
Carl Wanlass noted that Kevin Bennett had prepared a proposal for
the owners to look at.
Mayor Barratt noted that Mrs. Glenda Robinson had not been able to
review it due to some other things. He would communicate with her
and get back to the Council prior to the Tuesday meeting .
He continued that 700 North Street needed to be widened. There was
a situation with stop s i gns , a barn, a slope easement, and the
Mitchell Hollow Ditch that needed to be addressed along with a
possible debris basin.
Councilman Blake asked about how the price was set.
Carl Wanlass noted that she originally had set the price.
It was explained that about two years ago, Mayor Barratt and City
Engineer Howard Denney along with Steve Sowby and others had met to
try to fix the situation. The price at that time was just too cost
prohibitive and they backed off. This was a reduction as now she
wanted to develop the property .
Kevin Bennett noted that the annexation process on this property,
the G.G. Annexation , would need to be halted . The time would need
to start over so that no special benefit would be conveyed and
there would be no favoritism shown in the annexation. This would
allow her to do what she wanted to do and what the City needed to
3
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do .

He noted t ha t t here were other i n k i nd th ings as wel l .

8.
Review and action on
defibrillator maintenance

a

contract

with

Physio-Control

for

Carl Wanlass stated that previously the contract had been for one
year. This contract was for five years and the cost would remain
the same.
The City needed to have this type of agreement on
lifesaving equipment .
Kevin Bennett noted that there would also be an immediate savings
of 10% .
Councilman Blake asked about committing future Councils.
Kevin Bennett responded that there was a 60-day notice to cancel
the contract that covered that issue .
Mr. Wanlass noted that long term agreements generally had a fiscal
funding clause regarding future Councils.
9.
Review and action on a contract with Romeo Entertainment for
the 2001 Steel Days Variety Show
Kevi n Bennett explained that this was similar to the one last year.
He felt that they had done a good job in the past .
The only
difference was that last year the amount was limited to a maximum
of $2,000. They wanted to talk to Sherri Fraughton about that.
Mr . Wanlass explained that he and Councilman Storrs met last night
with the Ce l ebration Committee . They want to bring in another top
entertainment group. The tickets last year were $6.00. They felt
that they would need to charge $8.00 this next year. He responded
t o them that i f that amount of an i ncrease was needed , that they
provide some f i g u res and they could address that with t he Ci ty
Counc i l. The tickets still needed to be affordable .
**Councilmember Belmont arrived.
10. Review and action on the awarding of bids for the demolition
of buildings at 85 North 100 East, 91 North 100 East, 97 North 100
East, 90 East 100 North, and 90 North Merchant Street
Carl Wanlass noted that the bids were prepared by Jacobsen.
l ow bid was Grant McKay.

The

Councilman Blake noted that there were some exclusions like clean
and grub . Another bid was only $700 more and did not include any
exclusions.
Howard Denney noted that the address shown on Merchant Street ,
should be changed to Church Street.
Councilmember Belmont asked if there were any large trees that
could be saved.
4
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Mr. Wanlass explained that a site survey had been done and that
there were no existing trees that could be used.
There was one
possible additional environmental issue,
however.
The old
warehouse had an oil change facility that would need to be
investigated . A general contractor would not do that. They would
need to bring in a company specializing in that type of issue
similar to the one they had when they replaced the fuel tanks at
the Public Works Complex.
11. Review and action on the acceptance of a bid for a new front
end loader
Carl Wanlass noted that in Cal Houghton's memo the bottom figure
from Scott Machinery-John Deere 544H should be $111,758.00.
Councilman Blake thought they were leasing this.
Carl Wanlass noted that was a backhoe that they had previously
leased.
Cal Houghton was recommending the bid for a CAT from
Wheeler Machinery .
Councilman Storrs noted that at the Sewer Plant, the CAT had held
up better.
Richard Colborn commented that the memo explained that with the CAT
they could use some of the existing attachments.
Councilman Blake asked how much they had in the budget.
Mr. Wanlass explained that they had $50,000 in the budget for this
year and they would pay the remainder off in the next budget year.
Wheeler and Century would finance the difference with no interest .
JCB would charge 6.8%.
Councilman Blake asked who would be using the loader.
Carl Wanlass noted that all public works departments would have
access to it, but the Parks Department would be using it most of
the time.
Councilman Hunter asked if they would be further ahead to sell the
old loader on their own rather than trade it in.
Mr. Wanlass explained that they had put a lot of money into it over
the past couple of years.
It was a 1974 model.
Councilman Blake asked that they look into a similar type of lease
for the loader as they had for the backhoe.
Carl Wanlass would find out.
Councilman Hampton felt that was an interesting option.
12. Review and action on the acceptance of a bid for the sale of
real property at 1096 East State Road
5
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Carl Wanlass explained that they had received three bids. The high
was $25,200 from Dallan Allridge.
They would deduct the cost of
the appraisal, advertizing, and closing costs and then share the
rest with Pleasant Grove receiving 75% and American Fork receiving
25% of the proceeds.
Councilman Blake asked about the property that the State had on bid
at ·t he mouth of American Fork Canyon.
Mayor Barratt stated that they did not do anything on that.
The
developer bought it, but he would provide some space if the City
needed it for the pressurized irrigation system .
13. Review and action
agreement with Metricom

on

an

Ordinance

approving

a

franchise

Kevin Bennett reported that Maurine Bauchman of Liberty WireStar
had just called him and she would like to talk.
There were some
changes that they wanted to look at.
We put back in the
subscriptions at 10.
They did not like the "not to exceed 6%"
clause and wanted to stay at 5%.
Councilman Blake asked what percentage Metricom had used with other
cities in the State.
Kevin Bennett stated that the League form left a blank and then
said, "not to exceed 6%."
However, Metricom was indicating that
they have not closed with any city that went above 5% .
14.
Review and action on a contract with Sowby & Berg for the
design and construction management of a culinary water tank

Carl Wanlass explained that the agreement had been reworked and
appreciated the work that Howard Denney and Kevin Bennett had done
on it.
15. Review and action on the awarding of RFP's for a pressurized
irrigation study
Carl Wanlass explained that a copy of the RFP's were provided for
each member of the Council so that they could do their own
evaluation.
Councilman Blake asked if there had been a spread sheet done like
on the demolition bids.
Carl Wanlass stated that there was not.
Councilman Blake asked if someone could put that on a spread sheet
like the demolition bid.
Carl Wanlass stated that the Staff had not looked at them.
Mayor Barratt stated that all the information was in the RFP's. He
did not know what information would go on a spreadsheet as there
6
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was only one figure from each.

There were no other numbers.

Councilman Blake asked how they compared in their scope.
Mr. Wanlass stated that there was no Staff recommendation.
Councilman Blake recommended that
information on a spread sheet.

the

Staff

put

some

of

the

Mayor Barratt stated that he was not going to have Staff do it.
The Council was going to make the decision.
Mr. Wanlass added that if they did a spreadsheet the only thing
they would put down there would be price. All of the other issues
were a value judgement.
Councilman Blake felt that it would be helpful to lay out facts and
exceptions.
Mayor Barratt commented that they all got the RFP and it was now up
to the Council.
16. Review and action on a Resolution approving an amended
contract to provide detective services at the Utah State
Developmental Center
Carl Wanlass stated that this was the annual contract.
It was
currently at $28,500 and they needed to discuss increasing that
amount for next year.
Chief Fox stated that they were busy up there.
detective for four hours per day.

They provide a

17. Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders
There were none.
18.

Report and action on Planning Commission items

Councilman Hunter stated that the developer of the property
included in the Strate Annexation was working on preliminary plan
approvals for an industrial park. They have been held up regarding
the issue of a lift station.
John Heiner had contacted him and
noted that they wanted to use a sewer grinder and pump on a
permanent basis for a portion of the property.
It was noted that the minutes from the December 12, 1995, City
Council meeting that discussed lift stations were provided for the
Council's review .
Rod Despain explained that at the current time, the policy was that
lift stations were to be avoided and allowed only temporarily.
City Engineer Howard Denney explained that there were other issues
7
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including how many metering stations were going to be allowed.
19. Review and
session minutes

action

on

the

October

17

I

2000

I

CC/RDA

joint

There was no comment on this item.
20.

Review and action on the October

24~

20001 minutes

There was no comment on this item.
21. Review
minutes

and

action

on

the

November

9

I

2000

I

work

session

There was no comment on this item.
22 . Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment
There was no comment on this item.
OTHER BUSINESS
There was no other business .
ADJOURNMENT
The meeting ad j ourned at 4 : 58 p . m.

L~.

({)JL

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
NOVEMBER 9, 2000
NOTICE OF SPECIAL SESSION AND AGENDA
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in Special Session on November 9, 2000, in the American Fork
City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 4:30 p.m.
The
agenda shall be as follows:
SPECIAL SESSION
1.
2.

3.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Discussion and action on entering into an Executive Session to
discuss the lease of real property as per UCA Section 52-45 (1) ( a ) (iv ).
Adjournment.
2000.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder

1

AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
NOVEMBER 9, 2000

(
SPECIAL SESSION

The American Fork City Council met in a special session on November
9, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 5:02 p.m.
Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont, Keith
Blake, Don Hampton, Tom Hunter, and Ricky Storrs. Others present
included Carl Wanlass, Kevin Bennett, and Richard Colborn.
DISCUSSION AND ACTION ON ENTERING INTO AN EXECUTIVE SESSION TO
DISCUSS THE LEASE OF REAL PROPERTY AS PER UCA SECTION 52-45 (1) (a) (iv)
Councilmember Belmont moved to enter into Executive Session to
discuss the lease of real property as per UCA Section 52-45{1) {a) {iv).
Councilman Blake seconded the motion.
All were in
favor.

The American Fork City Council met in an Executive Session to
discuss the lease of real property as per UCA Section 52-45(1) (a) (iv) beginning at 5:03p.m. Those present in the Executive
Session included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Keith Blake, Don
Hampton, Tom Hunter , Juel Belmont , and Ricky Storrs. Also present
were City Attorney (civil) Kevin Bennett, City Administrator Carl
Wanlass , and City Recorder Richard Colborn. The meeting was audio
tape recorded as per Utah Code.
The lease of real property was discussed.
The Executive Session adjourned at 5:47 p.m.
Councilman Hunter moved to return to special session at 5:47p.m.
Councilman Hampton seconded the motion. All were in favor.

ADJOURNMENT

t;

Councilman Blake moved adjournment at 5:48p.m.

seco~

<m~ll were in favor.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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Councilman Hunter

AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
NOVEMBER 14 , 2000
*AMENDED - NOTICE AND AGENDA
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on November 14, 2000, in the American Fork
City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p.m.
The
agenda shall be as follows:
PUBLIC HEARINGS
6 : 3 0 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the declaring
surplus of various pieces of equipment and items.
6:45 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the vacation of a
portion of right-of-way included in Woodridge PUD Plat C
at approximately 665 East 50 South consisting of
approximately 0.09 acres.
7:00p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the proposed Ivana
Robinson Annexation consisting of 34.46 acres at 575 East
1500 South.
7:15p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the proposed
Roberts Annexation consisting of 4.11 acres at 610 North
1100 East.
REGULAR SESSION

(

1.
2.

3.
4.

5.
6.

7.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period - limited to two minutes
per person.
Presentation to Mrs. American Fork.
Presentation by Rich Cannaday representing the Salt Lake
Organizing Committee regarding the volunteer program for the
2002 Winter Olympics.
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports.
Mayor's report.
ACTION ITEMS

1.

2.
3.
4.

Consideration for adoption of a Resolution of the City Council
of American Fork City, Utah County, Utah (The "Issuer")
authorizing the issuance and sale by the issuer of its General
Obligation Building and Refunding Bonds , Series 2000; and
related matters.
Review and action on a Resolution declaring certain pieces of
equipment and items to be surplus.
Review and action on an Ordinance vacating a portion of rightof-way included in the Woodridge PUD Plat C at approximately
665 East 50 South consisting of approximately 0.09 acres.
Review and action on subdivisions , commercial projects,
condominiums , and PUD ' s including 1 ) plat approval; 2) method
of satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4 ) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the
1
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plat recorded.
a.
Review and action on the Ken Tanner Subdivision Plat A at
862 East State Road.
b.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving the Stone
Hollow PUD Plat A at 1083 East 390 North.
c.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving the revised
Village Green Condos Plat A at 30 South 700 East.
*5. Review and action on a Resolution indicating the City's intent
to annex the Sager Annexation consisting of 4.10 acres at 880
East 1100 South.
Discussion and action on approval of the purchase of property
6.
for the widening of 700 North at approximately 690 West.
Review and action on a contract with Physic-Control for
7.
defibrillator maintenance.
Review and action on a contract with Romeo Entertainment for
8.
the 2001 Steel Days Variety Show.
*9. Review and action on the awarding of bids for the demolition
of buildings at 85 North 100 East, 91 North 100 East, 97 North
100 East, 90 East 100 North, and 90 North Church Street.
10. Review and action on the acceptance of a bid for a new front
end loader .
11 . Review and action on the acceptance of a bid for the sale of
real property at 1096 East State Road.
12. Review and action on an Ordinance approving a franchise
agreement with Metricom.
13. Review and action on a contract with Sowby & Berg for design
and construction management of a culinary water tank.
14. Review and action on the awarding of RFP's for a pressurized
irrigation study.
15. Review and action on a Resolution approving an amended
contract to provide detective services at the Utah State
Developmental Center.
16. Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders.
17. Report and action on Planning Commission items.
18. Review and action on the October 17, 2000, CC/RDA joint
session minutes.
19. Review and action on the October 24, 2000, minutes.
20. Review and action on the November 9, 2000, work session
minutes .
*21. Review and action on the November 9, 2000, special session
minutes.
22 . Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
23 . Adjournment.

Date~i lt ~ O~November,

2000.

Richard M. Colborn
Ci ty Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
NOVEMBER 14 , 2000
NOTICE AND AGENDA

(

Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on November 14 , 2000 , in the American Fork
City Hall , 31 North Church Street , commencing at 7 : 30 p . m.
The
agenda shall be as follows :
PUBLIC HEARINGS
6:30 p.m . Receiving of public comment regarding the declaring
surplus of various pieces of equipment and items .
6:45p.m . Receiving of public comment regarding the vacation of a
portion of right-of-way included in Woodridge PUD Plat C
at approximately 665 East 50 South consisting of
approximately 0.09 acres.
7:00 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the proposed Ivana
Robinson Annexation consisting of 34.46 acres at 575 East
1500 South.
7:15 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the proposed
Roberts Annexation consisting of 4.11 acres at 610 North
1 100 East .
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

Pledge of Allegiance ; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period - limited to two minutes
per person.
Presentation to Mrs. American Fork.
Presentation by Rich Cannaday representing the Salt Lake
Organizing Committee regarding the volunteer program for the
2002 Winter Olympics .
Report of the City Administrator .
Council reports.
Mayor's report .
ACTION ITEMS

1.

2.
3.
4.

Consideration for adoption of a Resolution of the City Council
of American Fork City, Utah County, Utah (The "Issuer")
authorizing the issuance and sale by the issuer of its General
Obligation Building and Refunding Bonds, Series 2000; and
related matters .
Review and action on a Resolution declaring certain pieces of
equipment and items to be surplus.
Review and action on an Ordinance vacating a portion of rightof-way included in the Woodridge PUD Plat C at approximately
665 East 50 South consisting of approximately 0.09 acres.
Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method
of satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the
1
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5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10 .
11.
12.
13.
14.
15 .
16.
17.
18 .
19 .
20 .
21.
22.
23.

plat recorded.
a.
Review and action on the Ken Tanner Subdivision Plat A at
862 East State Road.
b.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving the Stone
Hollow PUD Plat A at 1083 East 390 North.
c.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving the revised
Village Green Condos Plat A at 30 South 700 East.
Review and action on a request by Heritage Management
regarding the abatement of the interest owed to the City.
Review and action on a request by Heritage Management to
renegotiate the existing lease.
Discussion and action on approval of the purchase of property
for the widening of 700 North at approximately 690 West.
Review and action on a contract with Physic-Control for
defibrillator maintenance .
Review and action on a contract with Romeo Entertainment for
the 2001 Steel Days Variety Show.
Review and action on the awarding of bids for the demolition
of buildings at 85 North 100 East, 91 North 100 East, 97 North
100 East , 90 East 100 North, and 90 North Merchant Street.
Review and action on the acceptance of a bid for a new front
end loader.
Review and action on the acceptance of a bid for the sale of
real property at 1096 East State Road.
Review and action on an Ordinance approving a franchise
agreement with Metricom .
Review and action on a contract with Sowby & Berg for design
and construction management of a culinary water tank.
Review and action on the awarding of RFP's for a pressurized
irrigation study.
Review and action on a Resolution approving an amended
contract to provide detective services at the Utah State
Developmental Center.
Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders.
Report and action on Planning Commission items.
Review and action on the October 17 , 2000, CC / RDA joi nt
session minutes.
Review and action on the October 24, 2000, minutes .
Review and action on the November 9, 2000, work session
minutes.
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
Adjournment.

Dated this 6 day of November, 2000.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
NOVEMBER 14 , 2000
PUBLIC HEARING - 6:30 P.M. - RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE DECLARING SURPLUS VARIOUS PIECES OF EQUIPMENT AND ITEMS
The American Fork City Council met in a public hearing on November
14 , 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 6:40p.m. Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont, Keith
Blake, Don Hampton, Tom Hunter, and Ricky Storrs. Others present
included Carl Wanlass , Richard Colborn, Rod Despain , Howard Denney,
George Brown, Mr. & Mrs. Bill Jacob, Barbara Christiansen, Bart
Christofferson, Earl Johansen , Glen Arnell, and two Scouts.
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive
public comment regarding the declaring of certain items to be
surplus . He asked for comments .
Bill Jacob asked what was on the list.
Mayor Barratt read the list from the proposed Ordinance noting that
the City's Sewer Radder was not on the list as it was being looked
at by Saratoga Springs.
Mayor Barratt noted that Mayor Billings from Provo was working with
the Mayor's of Utah County to assemble some computers for
disadvantaged children and American Fork may participate.
Bill Jacob asked if they had checked with the Literacy Center to
see if they could use the old computers .
It was noted that they were old 386 machines and that
believed that they could not use them .

it was

There being no further comment, the hearing adjourned at 6:47p.m.
PUBLIC HEARING- 6:45P.M. -RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE VACATION OF A PORTION OF RIGHT-OF-WAY INCLUDED IN THE WOODRIDGE
PUD PLAT C AT APPROXIMATELY 665 EAST 50 SOUTH CONSISTING OF
APPROXIMATELY 0.09 ACRES
The American Fork City Council met in a second public hearing on
November 14, 2000, in the City Hall , commencing at 6:47p.m. Those
present at the previous hearing were present at this hearing along
with Paul Washburn , and some additional Scouts.
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive
public comment regarding the vacating of a portion of right-of-way
at 665 East 50 South . He asked for an explanation from staff .
Howard Denney explained that the 50 South road alignment that was
taken at the time of the Woodridge PUD Plat C was different f r om
wha t t he real S-curve alignment ended up be i ng . Thi s a ction would
make i t so that the right - of-ways lined up . The r ecommendat i on wa s
1
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to vacate the old proposed alignment.
a public utility easement.
Councilman Hampton referred to the
had a problem with building on
American Fork City was feeling
sinking of the ground because of
been there.

The property would remain as

Spanish Fork incident where they
an old landfill and asked if
safe regarding not having any
the deep pond and hole that had

Mr. Denney responded that the structures would not be constructed
over the old pond area, but around the perimeter and the structures
would go down to undisturbed soil.
Village Green Developer Glen Arnell stated that they would be using
helical piers which would be driven down to undisturbed soil. He
believed that each building called for eight piers.
The company
placing the piers would certify that they were on undisturbed soil
and that was necessary to protect the builders. He explained that
Earthtec had done their earth studies to determine how far they
would have to go down.
Howard Denney noted that the Kelter's had used them in the Utah
Valley Business Park on Quality Drive. They had been through the
building inspection review process.
,Councilman Hampton asked that a copy of the Certification be
provided to the City as well. Glen Arnell agreed.
Rod Despain noted that the neighbors and the Planning Commission
had been concerned about what was under this area. There were two
separate studies undertaken by Earthtec regarding asbestos and they
did not find any evidence in either one of them. That was one of
the reasons why the project went forward.
This area had a
checkered past and he noted that at one time it was offered for a
park and then withdrawn.
This area was to be used as a drainage
detention facility and would continue to work that way. There was
a basin on the north end of the property and a dispersal gallery
throughout the property.
Councilman Blake asked if the area did not drain .
Howard Denney explained that
percolate .

the

intent was

for

the water

to

Rod Despain added that this was the low point.
There was some
evidence that the underground water was not static but moved to the
area outside.
There being no further comment, the hearing adjourned at 7:00p.m.
PUBLIC HEARING- 7:00 P.M. -RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE PROPOSED IVONA ROBINSON ANNEXATION CONSISTING OF 34.46 ACRES AT
575 EAST 1500 SOUTH
The American Fork City Council met in a third public hearing on
2
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November 14, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:00p.m. Those
present included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont,
Keith Blake, Don Hampton, Tom Hunter, and Ricky Storrs.
Others
present included Carl Wanlass, Rod Despain, Howard Denney, Richard
Colborn, Paul Washburn, Bart Christofferson, Glen Arnell, Earl
Johansen,
Mr.
& Mrs.
Bill
Jacob,
George
Brown,
Barbara
Christiansen, Scouts, and two citizens.
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive
public comment regarding the proposed Ivona Robinson Annexation.
He asked for comments.
It was noted that this property was down 500 East and was north and
west of the Timpanogos Sewer Plant.
City Recorder Richard Colborn reported that no protests of the
Annexation had been received.
There being no further comment, the hearing adjourned at 7:03p.m.
PUBLIC HEARING - 7:15 P.M. - RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE PROPOSED ROBERTS ANNEXATION CONSISTING OF 4.11 ACRES AT 610
NORTH 1100 EAST
The American Fork City Council met in a fourth public hearing on
November 14, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:15p.m. Those
present at the previous hearing were present at this hearing along
with John Heiner, Scott Roberts, and seven additional citizens.
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive
public comment regarding the proposed Roberts Annexation. He asked
for comments.
Scott Roberts was present to answer questions.
Councilmember Belmont asked about the intended use of the property.
Scott Roberts explained that at this
looking at some type of twin home.

point

in

time

they were

City Recorder Richard Colborn explained that no protests of the
Annexation had been received.
There being no further comment, the hearing adjourned at 7:18p.m.
REGULAR SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a regular session on November
14, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:30p.m. Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont, Keith
Blake, Don Hampton, Tom Hunter, and Ricky Storrs. Others present
included Carl Wanlass, Howard Denney, Rod Despain, Steve Parker,
Jay Christensen, Kevin Bennett, Richard Colborn, Andy Hale, Cal
Houghton, Mr. & Mrs. Bill Jacob, George Brown, Steve Sowby, Paul
Washburn, Bart Christofferson, John Heiner, Sherri Fraughton,
3
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Barbara Christiansen, Jim Matsumori, Denise Pedersen, Daniel
Copper, Scouts and leaders from Troops 811, 696, 821, 806, 1152,
825, 1151, 332, and 18 citizens.
A Certificate of Compliance with the Open Meeting Law was provided
to the Council by the City Recorder .
Mayor Barratt welcomed all those in attendance.
Scout Lee Williams led the audience in the Pledge of Allegiance and
his father, Rick Williams, offered the prayer.
The Scouts introduced themselves.
Mayor Barratt thanked the Scout leaders for taking the time to be
involved with the young men.
TWENTY MINUTE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD - LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES PER
PERSON
Janet Kunz explained that she traveled on the UTA bus every
morning . She caught an early bus at Skipper's and returned to the
stop by Smith's.
She noted that it was a very dark area in the
morning and asked that some street lights and a cross walk be
installed at 200 North West State Road.
Daniel Copper asked about the storm water money and how they got on
the priority list for work to be done.
He explained that he had
six blocks of water that came down the east side of 100 East and
then down 600 North to the Star Mill.
Mayor Barratt responded that he should meet with City Engineer
Howard Denney.
John Heiner explained that he and his partner were working to place
a light industrial area on the old Strate farm. Because this area
was below the outfall line they could not utilize a gravity flow
sewer. At the last Planning Commission meeting their project was
tabled because the City had an existing policy to allow sewer lift
stations only on a temporary basis. In his case , it would need t o
be permanent. He asked that the Council provide consideration in
that regard.
Mayor Barratt responded that they were working on
that item .
Bill Jacob asked about the Heritage items that had been removed
from the agenda. They had been promised for a number of meetings
that it would get resolved and the facility sold in order to build
a fire and ambulance station. He asked what the hold up was.
Mayor Barratt reported that regarding the interest it was something
that the City was not going to discuss, Heritage would just pay
that . He removed it from the agenda and if the Council wanted to
discuss it they could get it back on.
Mayor Barratt explained that as far as the lease payment, the City
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was going to hire an outside auditor to go through the lease and
the City would do their own work since Heritage was having a hard
time getting back with the City. He acknowledged that there were
some government reimbursements that Heritage had a concern with and
the City was going to ask an independent auditor to look at that
portion of it to see if that was out of balance.
He expected to
have it taken care of by the first meeting in December.
Bill Jacob asked that the public have a chance to look at it before
the Council took any action.
Mayor Barratt explained that the documents that were in the hands
of the attorneys were in draft form .
Mr. Jacob asked that they be able to review the documents two or
three weeks before taking action.
Daniel Copper asked about three of homes the City was tearing down
and if they were documenting anything for historic preservation.
Councilmember Belmont reported that nothing had been done.
Pictures could be taken but she could not go out and measure.
Daniel Copper asked if the Committee could do some of that.
needed to be done before the bulldozers came on site.

It

Councilmember Belmont stated that she had been out of commission
for about seven weeks. She explained that two photographs of each
building along with the address was all that was required by the
State.
Mr. Copper added that for document reasons sometimes a floor plan
was needed.
Councilmember Belmont
important thing.

stated that

the

floor plan was

the most

Mr. Copper felt that the Committee's By-Laws explained what needed
to be done.
Mayor Barratt stated that they would see what needed to be done.
PRESENTATION TO MRS. AMERICAN FORK
Stacy Taylor representing Mrs. Utah International was present. She
explained that it was a family oriented pageant.
They stood for
community service, family values, and commitment to marriage. They
honor ladies in Cities and Counties throughout Utah. There were a
lot of women that do community work.
Many have platforms.
The
three areas of pageant competition were 50 percent interview, 25
percent physical fitness competition, and 25 percent in evening
wear.
In the final event the ladies were escorted on stage by
their husbands. The winner would be crowned by her husband.
Mrs.

Taylor continued that in the last 13 years Mrs.
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Utah had

placed in the top 10 in eleven of those years and they have had one
international winner.
She introduced Mrs. American Fork, Claire
Chadwick.
Claire Chadwick introduced her husband Russell and stated that she
had six children. Her platform was called Children of Misfortune.
She was working to get the community involved in the Utah State
Foster Care by providing sacks of personal items for children that
get removed from their homes. They usually have nothing. As she
talked with some of the workers, they explained that these types of
things were very necessary. The goal was to provide 200 sacks with
materials from preemies up through age 12.
There would be cans
around for cash donations that say, "Change for Change."
There
would also be barrels for toothbrushes and toothpaste. There was
general applause.
Mayor Barratt presented Mrs. Claire Chadwick with the Mrs. American
Fork Sash.
PRESENTATION BY RICH CANNADAY REPRESENTING THE SALT LAKE ORGANIZING
COMMITTEE REGARDING THE VOLUNTEER PROGRAM FOR THE 2002 WINTER
OLYMPICS
No one was present representing the SLOC.
REPORT OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR
Carl Wanlass reported that he had a letter from IHC stating that
the flu shots might be postponed due to the lack of vaccine.
Carl Wanlass stated that the auction on the surplus property would
be held at the American Fork Public Works Complex on Saturday,
December 2, beginning at 8:00 a.m.
COUNCIL REPORTS
Councilman Hunter reported that at the last Timp Special Service
District meeting he was given an assignment to get some direction
from the City Council and report by November 22, 2000.
It was in
regard to the 2500 horne Suncrest Development above Highland and
Lehi that had been annexed into Draper City. They have requested
to be a member of the District. The County Commissioner would like
input from American Fork City as he would ultimately need to make
a decision.
There were basically three options.
1)
Have them
contract with Draper and go around the Point of the Mountain and
tie into the Salt Lake Service District.
2)
Let them form a
Special Service District of their own and have their own Chair and
Representatives and still tie into the Timp Special Service
District and they would run it on their own. 3) Do we expand the
Tirnp boundaries and bring them in.
Councilman Hunter explained that 2500 homes was another city. At
some point their capacity could be more than what American Fork's
was. He needed to know by November 22 and he asked the Council to
mull it over.
Each City was going to give their input to the
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County Commissioner.
If they were allowed into the District it
would provide about $3.5 million .
Councilman Hampton asked if it would reduce the cost for American
Fork .
Councilman Hunter responded that it would reduce the City's cost,
but speed up the need for expansion.
He would contact the
Councilmembers and find out how they felt.
George Brown stated that when he was on the Timp Board, they looked
at expanding to include Micron.
It was discussed then what if
Draper annexed on this side and it was discussed at that time they
would have to pay for the value of the facility that was already
built.
Someone would have to do a financial analysis.
It would
take up capacity. Lindon City was given that opportunity and they
chose not to join. That was the only way to make it fair for the
existing residents.
They needed to pay their fair share of the
existing capacity.
He was not opposed to servicing new
communities, but they had to bear their share of the cost. If they
were going to give input to Councilman Hunter that was fine, but if
they were going to make an official stand , it should be done in a
publ i c meeting .
A gent l eman felt
meeting .

that any decision should be made in a public

Councilman Hampton stated that they could hold a special meeting.
Mayor Barratt noted that the determination was not going to be made
by American Fork. They only wanted input. The County Commissioner
would be making the decision and he was asking for input.
Bill Jacob felt it would be prudent not to offer a consensus so
that they would not be hanging out in the future .
Mayor Barratt commented that they were asking for an opinion and
input.
Councilman Blake asked if the District had to make a decision .
Mayor Barratt stated that the County Commission would make the
dec i sion .
Councilmember Belmont reported that the new door on the south at
the Senior Center had been installed but was not working as they
had hoped. They would be looking at a different type of push bar.
Councilmember Belmont reported that the Halloween Parade downtown
was a wonderful thing to see.
A great many merchants were
involved . The police were there to help.
It was the second year
and she hoped it would happen again next year.
Councilmember Belmont reported that the Veterans Program was
excellent. She commended Mayor Barratt and Councilman Hampton who
7
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were the presenters for the awards .
Councilmernber Belmont reported on several complaints that she had
received on the railroad crossing on 100 North and Barratt Avenue.
Carl Wanlass reported that they had some cost estimates.
Councilmernber Belmont reported that she had many complaints
regarding the lack of enforcement of the Ordinance for property
that had become unsightly.
She did not feel that the City was
making any headway .
Carl Wanlass responded that the Enforcement Officer was issuing 10
to 15 tickets a week.
Mayor Barratt suggested that Councilmembers that receive those
types of complaints should refer them to the Enforcement Officer .
Councilmernber Belmont stated that it was her understanding that
Orem City was not going to litigation. The fine would get steeper
and steeper.
It was civil not criminal .
Councilman Hampton echoed Councilmernber Belmont's comments on the
Veteran's Day Program .
He thanked Mayor Barratt and Committee
members Judy Price , Ray Garrett, and Ned Veater on the wonderful
j ob they had done.
Councilman Hampton thanked Utah Power for their recent response for
street lights .
Councilman Hampton asked that Betty Brady give a report on behalf
of the Arts Council on November 28, 2000 , and the Beautification
Committee report on December 12, 2000.
Councilman Hampton had a question on the proposed stop signs on
1120 North and 150 West.
Howard Denney explained that they got a report back regarding the
intersection of 50 South 700 East.
He would like to have Sear
Brown do a study at 1120 North 150 West as well. There were some
challenges there due to grade . The City had looked previously at
a round-a-bout at that location.
Councilman Storrs reported that the Steel Days Committee had been
meeting.
Jay Soelberg was the Chairman.
Anyone that wanted to
help were welcome.
Councilman Blake reported that Steve Bailey had reported to the
Finance Committee on the store at the Fitness Center.
Last year
the store made $10,000 and this year he indicated that the margins
had been increased. He would report again in January.
Bill Jacob noted that Councilman Blake had taken on the effort to
minimize the loss there. He asked for a report.
Councilman Blake responded that the Council had approved a budget
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with figures that had an expectation there . It looked like it was
getting better and they would review it again in January.
MAYOR'S REPORT
Mayor Barratt asked City Engineer Howard Denney to report regarding
the roads in town.
Howard Denney reported that the City had four projects that had
come to a near stop due to weather, 300 North 200 West, the sewer
bursting project road repair, the road project on 200 South between
Orchard Avenue & 300 East, and a drainage project in connecting
sumps at 560 West and 740 North. They all · involved asphalt work.
The cold weather was unseasonable and they were not able to dry out
the roadways.
In the contract, they cannot lay oil without it
being 50 degrees and rising in order to get it compacted. Concrete
work could still proceed. He hoped that they were able to get out
of the cold cycle.
Mayor Barratt complimented those that worked on the Veterans
program.
He also mentioned that those who had been involved in
working on the Veterans Hall had done a wonderful job.
Mayor Barratt received well over a dozen letters on the vacant Fred
Meyers building. He explained that the City did not control that.
It was owned by Perry and Associates. They originally thought that
they had it leased, but Jim Clark told him that they had gone to
Orem.
ACTION ITEMS
CONSIDERATION FOR ADOPTION OF A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF
AMERICAN FORK CITY, UTAH COUNTY, UTAH (THE "ISSUER") AUTHORIZING
THE ISSUANCE AND SALE BY THE ISSUER OF ITS GENERAL OBLIGATION
BUILDING AND REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2000; AND RELATED MATTERS
Jim Matsumori from George K. Baum, Laura Lewis from Lewis, Young,
Robinson, & Burningham, and Randy Larson from Ballard, Spahr,
Andrews & Ingersol were present.
Jim Matsumori explained that tonight they would be locking in the
rates on the $8 million portion of the bond and also on the
refinancing of General Obligation Bonds. The rates have held. The
G.O. Water Bonds issued in 1991 were at a true interest rate of
6.76% and the G.O. Recreation Center Bonds were at an interest rate
in excess of 6.7%.
The rates that could be locked in tonight on
the refunding of the existing bonds would be 4.9% resulting in a
savings of almost $100,000.
Their maturity would remain exactly
the same.
With regard to the $8 million new money portion the interest rate
would be 5.44%. The higher rate was due to the fact that they went
out 20 years.
Mr. Matsumori continued that the market was in a
unique time in the Country.
He introduced independent financial
evaluator Laura Lewis.
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Laura Lewis reported that interest rates had been up and down as
the market was a little "squirrely" because of the U. S .
Presidential Election situation.
It was a difficult time, but
George K. Baum should be patted on the back for their work. By all
indicators they hit right on the market.
In combining both
issuances cost and the savings, this was well over the standard bar
and she fully recommended the Council to approve the sale .
The
rates were locked in and they were waiting for the City to commit
through the passage of the Resolut i on.
Mr. Matsumori reported that very few local banks were interested.
They have been sold in South Carolina, New York, New Jersey,
Tennessee, and Chicago. These bonds were rated Aaa through a one
time insurance premium.
The premium was expected in the
neighborhood of $35, 000.
Mayor Barratt and Carl Wanlass made
excellent presentations and because of that, got it for about half
of what was projected and saved the City thousands of dollars. He
commended them on their preparation and presentation.
Randy Larson explained that the Resolution would lock up the City's
end of the bargain and included a Bond Purchase Contract with
George K. Baum that was governed by the terms of the Resolution.
He asked for any questions.
Councilman Blake asked when the funds would be disbursed.
Mr. Larson responded that they were expected to close on November
29 , 2000.

Councilman Hampton moved to adopt Resolution No. 2000-11-44R
authorizing issue of sale of $9,980,000 of General Obligation
Building and Refunding Bonds Series 2000.
Councilman Blake
seconded the motion.

Councilman Storrs commended Mayor Barratt, Carl Wanlass, and Mr.
Matsumori for doing a fine job.
Councilman Blake agreed.
All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION DECLARING CERTAIN PIECES OF
EQUIPMENT AND ITEMS TO BE SURPLUS
Mayor Barratt stated that this was the subject of the first public
hearing. The auction would include various items and some vehicles
and would be held on Saturday, December 2, 2000, at the Public
Works Complex.
Councilman Storrs moved to adopt Resolution No. 2000-11-45R
declaring certain items to be surplus. Councilman Hunter seconded
the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN ORDINANCE VACATING A PORTION OF RIGHT-OFWAY INCLUDED IN THE WOODRIDGE PUD PLAT C AT APPROXIMATELY 665 EAST
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50 SOUTH CONSISTING OF APPROXIMATELY 0.09 ACRES
Mayor Barratt stated that this item was the subject of the 6:45
p.m. public hearing earlier this evening.
Councilman Hunter moved to adopt Ordinance No. 2000-11-36 approving
the vacating of a portion of the right-of-way at 665 East 50 South
consisting of approximately 0. 09 acres. Councilman Storrs seconded
the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW
AND
ACTION
ON
SUBDIVISIONS,
COMMERCIAL
PROJECTS,
CONDOMINIUMS, AND PUD'S INCLUDING 1) PLAT APPROVAL; 2) METHOD OF
SATISFACTION OF WATER RIGHTS REQUIREMENTS; 3) POSTING OF AN
IMPROVEMENT BOND OR SETTING OF A TIME FRAME FOR IMPROVEMENT
INSTALLATION; AND 4) AUTHORIZATION TO SIGN THE FINAL PLAT AND
ACCEPTANCE OF ALL DEDICATIONS TO THE PUBLIC AND TO HAVE THE PLAT
RECORDED
a.

Review and action on the Ken Tanner Subdivision Plat A at 862
East State Road
Councilman Hunter moved approval of the Ken Tanner Subdivision
Plat A at 862 East State Road and to authorize the Mayor to
sign the plat, accept the dedications, and to have the plat
recorded subject to: 1) Addition of State Plane Coordinates
for the outside boundaries of the subdivision, 2) Addition of
two subdivision monuments, and 3) correction of the vicinity
map.
Councilman Hampton seconded the motion.
All were in
favor.

b.

Review and action on an Ordinance approving the Stone Hollow
PUD Plat A at 1083 East 390 North
Councilman Hunter moved to adopt Ordinance No. 2000-11-37
approving the Stone Hollow PUD Plat A at 1083 East 390 North
and to authorize the Mayor to sign the plat, accept the
dedications, and to have the plat recorded subject to:
1)
Submittal and approval of a revised sewer plan and profile to
increase the grades, and 2) Modification of notes on the plat
relating to dedication of roads and public utility easements.
Councilman Storrs seconded the motion.

Councilmember Belmont asked if the elevations and renderings
were still the same. She had visited some that looked nearly
the same and they were a disappointment.
Paul Washburn responded that the elevation views were the same
and felt that Councilmember Belmont would be pleasantly
surprised .
All were in favor.

c.

Review and action on an Ordinance approving the
Village Green Condos Plat A at 30 South 700 East
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revised

Councilman Hampton moved to adopt Ordinance No. 2000-11-38
approving the revised Village Green Condos Plat A at 30 South
700 East subject to:
1)
The same terms and conditions of
approval as set forth in the Village Green Condominiums under
the *original approval,
[*from 2-22-2000 CC minutes: Councilman Hampton, based on the
recommendation of the approval of the Planning Commission,
moved to adopt Ordinance No. 2000-02-07 approving the Record
of Survey map for Village Green Condominiums and authorize the
Mayor and Council to sign the plat, accept the dedications and
have the plat recorded, all subject to completion of the
outstanding items which are conditions of this approval and
are as follows:
1) Technical corrections, including:
a)
signature of all current owners of the land in the project
area, b) resolution of the "A" flood zone designation, if
required, c) receipt of executed zone lot declaration from the
owner of the small triangular parcel {north east corner) not
to be included in the plat, and d) other technical corrections
that staff might require; 2)
Receipt of a letter of consent
for re subdivision from all owners of land in the lot 1 area,
if required; 3) Final review of the condominium documents and
approval by staff; 4) Construction of the required public and
essential common improvements is to be secured by the posting
of a bond.
Also, based on a report from staff, the City
Council finds that the water right requirements had been
previously met.
Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion.
All were in favor.]
2) Review of the amended plat by the City Engineer, 3) That
the developers provide the Certification that was discussed in
the public hearing to the City Engineer, and 4)
That the
developers complete the landscaping as was promised to the
Planning Commission. Councilman Hunter seconded the motion.
Council member Belmont asked if this was a different elevation.
Mr. Glen Arnell responded that the only change was that the
structure was a little bigger, but the exterior was the same.
On the outside of the buildings they would be using stucco,
rock, and brick.
All were in favor.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION INDICATING THE CITY'S INTENT TO
ANNEX THE SAGER ANNEXATION CONSISTING OF 4.10 ACRES AT 880 EAST
1100 SOUTH
Councilman Storrs moved to adopt Resolution No. 2000-11-46R
indicating the City's intent to annex the Sager Annexation at 880
East 1100 South. Councilman Hunter seconded the motion. All were
in favor.
DISCUSSION AND ACTION ON APPROVAL OF THE PURCHASE OF PROPERTY FOR
THE WIDENING OF 700 NORTH AT APPROXIMATELY 690 WEST
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Mayor Barratt stated that he had spoken to Glenda Robinson earlier
today. She did not want to give water at this time. The City was
asking to purchase this property as the road needed to be widened.
The City usually obtained water when they purchased property . She
was asking that it not be included.
Kevin Bennett explained that with a road dedication, water was not
an issue, but this was a purchase.
It could go either way.
The
Council was talking about an outright purchase of a half acre as
well as a slope easement for the purpose of a culvert.
Councilman Storrs asked where the funding would come from.
Carl Wanlass stated that it would come from the Class C road fund.
Mayor Barratt reported that Mrs. Robinson had asked that the City
install the improvements in a shorter period of time, nine months
instead of 18 months.
Mr. Wanlass noted that the City could not begin before July and
suggested 12 months.
Mayor Barratt noted that they were asking for not less than 36
feet .
Howard Denney explained that was not the total right-of-way.
Councilman Hampton asked who did the determination of the purchase
price.
Mayor Barratt stated that Mrs. Robinson had lowered her price to
$40,000 which was considerably lower than what she was asking two
years ago. He reported that she would like the closing date moved
up to 30 days.
Mayor Barratt
agreement.

recommended

that

the

water be

deleted

from

the

Kevin Bennett noted that there was a gap in the area and that a
quit claim deed would also need to be executed.
George Brown asked what kind of water she had.
Mayor Barratt stated that he did not know.
water with the property and she had said no.

The City asked for

Councilman Hampton moved approval of the terms set forth in the
earnest money offer and acceptance document with the provisions
that the improvements set forth in 2b would be completed within 12
months of the closing date, that the request for water be
eliminated, and that the closing be within 30 days of the date of
acceptance.
Councilman Blake seconded the motion.
All were in
favor.

REVIEW

AND

ACTION

ON

A

CONTRACT
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WITH

PHYSIO-CONTROL

FOR

DEFIBRILLATOR MAINTENANCE
Councilman Hampton asked if the semi-annual payments were prior t o
or up front.
He was concerned was because of the 60-day
termination clause .
Jay Christensen felt that it was not in advance.
Councilman Blake noted that the annual cost was $3,800 paid twice
a year and was subject to budget approval each year.
Councilman Hampton, based on Jay Christensen's recommendation that
the ability to serve the community was compromised without this,
moved approval of the contract.
Councilman Hunter seconded the
motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A CONTRACT WITH ROMEO ENTERTAINMENT FOR THE
2001 STEEL DAYS VARIETY SHOW
Sheri Fraughton noted that the reason that the price was set last
year, was because the act had already been booked.
Romeo's
contract was for 10% of the act.
They were presently in the
process of getting a band and did not know what that would be. The
budget was approved by the Committee of which Mark Ivins was in
charge of all expenditures so that everyone stayed within the
budget.
She stated that it would stay within the budget.
Romeo
worked for the Committee and did what they asked.
Councilman Hampton acknowledged that they had done a terrific job
last year and felt that Sheri Fraughton and Mark Ivins would
continue to do a good job .
Councilman Hampton moved to approve the agreement without the price
cap. Councilman Hunter seconded the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE AWARDING OF BIDS FOR THE DEMOLITION OF
BUILDINGS AT 85 NORTH 100 EAST, 91 NORTH 100 EAST, 97 NORTH 100
EAST, 90 EAST 100 NORTH, AND 90 NORTH CHURCH STREET
Jason Gabler
questions.

from Jacobsen Construction was

present

to

answer

Councilman Blake, regarding the previous item, asked if staff could
help with some of the measuring.
Councilmember Belmont noted that the taking of the pictures was
very easy.
It was the measurement of the footprint that took two
people to measure.
All that was needed was the address and the
pictures. Many had the footprint measured and others did not.
Councilman Blake commented that it seemed the main thing was to
locate where the footprint was and the Historical Committee ought
to have that.
Mayor Barratt stated that was what the Historical Committee was
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going to do.
Councilmember Belmont had stated that she was going
to take that assignment to get it done. He was not going to have
the staff do that. He had faith that Councilmember Belmont would
take care of it .
Councilman Storrs asked if Jacobsen Construction felt good about
the low bid.
Jason Gabler responded that he did. He had dealt with them in the
past and they did attend the scheduled walk through of the project.
Councilman Hampton asked why they were excluding the "clear and
grub."
Mr. Gabler responded that "clear and grub" would remove the top 6
inches of the soil to remove any vegetation.
In reviewing the
bids, he felt that in the process of moving equipment around and
destroying the structures, they would have grubbed the site anyway.
In looking ahead, they would have to recreate the ground for the
parking lot.
Councilman Hampton asked if all bidders had the option of excluding
that from their bid.
Jason Gabler reported that
include "clear and grub."

a

majority of

the

bidders

did not

Councilman Hampton noted that the next lowest bidder had included
it and if that bidder had excluded it from their bid, would it have
been substantially less than the present low bidder.
Mr. Gabler did not think so. He proposed Grant McKay because they
had attended the scheduled walk through the day he was present and
Thomas Peck was not at that meeting, but did walk through at a
different time.
Mayor Barratt asked about capping the water only.
Jason Gabler stated that they would be capping the water and sewer
to each of the homes. Natural gas and electricity would be taken
care of by the utility companies.
Councilman Blake asked why there was the exception for unknown
buried utilities.
Mr. Gabler answered that it covered any utilities that were not
documented on the drawings, like maybe a septic tank.
Councilman Storrs moved approval of the low bid to Grant McKay for
the demolition of the structures. Councilmember Belmont seconded
the motion.

Councilmember Belmont asked if there would be signs put up that
identified the area as a demolition area.
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Jason Gabler responded that a perimeter fence would be put up
around the entire site that would have two gates for access with
signs that identified it as a construction site and that hard hats
were required.
Councilmember Belmont asked if there was a window of time that
people could come and dig vegetation that could be transplanted to
their own homes.
Jason Gabler responded that before they were on site it
the City ' s call . Once they accessed the site, it would
up .
The schedule was that they were to start November
but they needed to file a notice of demolition with the
they would not start until probably December 1, 2000.

was still
be locked
20 , 20 0 0 ,
State and

All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF A BID FOR A NEW FRONT END
LOADER
Parks Superintendent Cal Houghton was present to answer any
questions.
He had reviewed the bids and recommended the
Caterpillar from Wheeler Machinery . There was a letter explaining
h is recommendation.
Councilman Hampton liked Mr. Houghton's recommendation and asked
about the funding. He asked if a lease of some kind as Councilman
Blake had referred to previously would be advantageous.
Carl Wanlass stated that it might help this year but he did not
think that a lease would help over all due to the interest .
In
this case , Wheeler Machinery would carry the remainder interest
free until July 1, 2001.
He noted that the low bid did not meet
the spec i fication .
Councilman Storrs agreed with Cal Houghton's recommendation in that
the City would be able to use already existing attachments.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the bid of Wheeler Machinery
for the front end loader which was not the low bid.
Councilman
Storrs seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Ca l Houghton reported that delivery would be in about four to six
weeks .
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF A BID FOR THE SALE OF REAL
PROPERTY AT 1096 EAST STATE ROAD
Mayor Barratt reported that there had been three bidders.
Councilman Hampton moved to approve the high bid from Dallan' s
Affordable Auto and RV for $25,200. Councilman Blake seconded the
motion. All were in favor.

Mayor Barratt added that the 5% bid bond was in place and reminded
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the Council that 75% of the net proceeds would go to Pleasant Grove
and 25% would come to American Fork as per a previous agreement.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A FRANCHISE AGREEMENT
WITH METRICOM
Maurine Bauchman from Liberty WireStar explained that the agreement
that was in their packet was prepared by Kevin Bennett. They would
like to discuss two business points. Metricom would like to have
the 5% franchise fee endure during the entire life of the franchise
and not have the language that was in there that it could go up to
6%.
All of the other cities that had adopted the franchise, and
the negotiation with the League of Cities and Towns, anticipated
them staying at 5% and not having the option of going to 6%.
Metricom believed they were different because they did not impact
the streets in the same way.
She added that they would offer the
City some protection language that if there was a judgement saying
that the franchise fee could go to 6% that Metricom would either go
with it or terminate the franchise.
Ms. Bauchman continued that the other point was regarding the
number of free subscriptions.
American Fork early on had a
proposal of up to 10 free subscriptions. During the following time
period there was a change of language and the new language defined
how many based on population. American Fork fell within 10,000 to
25,000 people which would allow for three subscriptions. Metricom
wanted to keep the subscriptions the same as with the others. They
were willing to offer some other items, however, including paying
in advance the $2,500 franchise fee, reimburse the City for up to
$2,000 of legal costs in connection with preparing the franchise
agreement, and a $3,000 administrative fee.
Ms. Bauchman reported that they discussed with the Police Chief the
subscriptions and noted that even ten would not make a difference.
Ricochet modems were currently $99 a piece and the service was a
fixed fee for unlimited use.
Councilman Hampton asked what the reduction of income was for the
seven subscriptions that they did not want to give.
The reseller
sold it for between $70 and $80 per month for unlimited service.
At that rate he estimated it to be almost $7,000 annually.
Andy Hale stated that they were currently paying $49 per unit for
30 units.
Ms. Bauchman asked if there was a time charge in addition to the
flat fee.
She noted that their modem was 128K.
Councilman Blake asked if there was a capacity issue.
Mrs. Bauchman reported that it was more of a policy issue.
The
attorney who drafted the original agreement was no longer with the
company.
She did not believe that capacity was a factor.
Councilman Blake

felt

they should in good faith keep what was
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offered.
Councilman Hampton felt that to base a new decision on their
current policy is expected, but they could still honor the original
commitment.
Mayor Barratt did not feel good about being bound to 5%. The City
was told that they would be given 10 subscriptions and there would
be a savings with the 10.
Kevin Bennett noted that the original language did not say anything
about the subscriptions being based on population .
Councilman Blake stated that the real reason for this was not for
a City service but for a franchise which would be of value to the
Community. He asked what the advantage to the community was.
Ms. Bauchman noted that speed was the real advantage and they would
not have to put in new lines .
Councilman Blake asked if it could be used for emergency response
radios .
Ms. Bauchman responded that it was strictly for data communication.
Councilman Hampton commented that beyond recanting an up front
commitment, the thing that bothered him about the subscriptions was
that it sort of said that they were not going to get very many and
that their business cash flow could be marginal which would
j eopardize their success if they give away another seven . If they
were going to have a huge success then the extra seven was
insignificant in the big picture.
Ms.
Bauchman
felt
that
the
number
of
subscriptions
was
insignificant anyway as 10 would not adequately take care of the
entire police department.
They would like the right to use the
street light arms to be able to provide a service to the citizens
of American Fork. American Fork would also receive revenue.
Councilman Blake moved to adopt Ordinance No. 2000-11-39 approving
a franchise to Metricom without the cap of 5% and with the 10
subscriptions as originally proposed and as was currently written.
Councilman Storrs seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Maurine Bauchman stated that she appreciated the Council's time and
consideration but that Metricom would probably send a letter to the
City that they respectfully decline the franchise .
REVIEW AND ACTION ON A CONTRACT WITH SOWBY & BERG FOR THE DESIGN
AND CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT OF A CULINARY WATER TANK
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the contract with Sowby & Berg
for the design and construction management of a culinary water
tank. Councilman Storrs seconded the motion.
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Councilman Blake asked if they needed to contemplate a completion
date as early as May 31 , 2001 .
Carl Wanlass stated that they did as the reservoirs needed to be up
and running by that time.
All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE AWARDING OF RFP' S FOR A PRESSURIZED
IRRIGATION STUDY
Mayor Barratt stated that six companies had submitted bids.
George Brown asked if the plan submitted by Horrocks
covered the elements requested here.

in 1994

Howard Denney responded that it was an update to that plus they
have been asked to respond to total build out including the area
south of town, major users, and its effect on the culinary system.
George Brown asked if the proposal contemplated a treatment plant
at the mouth of American Fork Canyon. Mr. Denney responded that it
did not.
Mr. Brown continued that he felt it was very important as that the
City would lose 1.9 acre feet of water for every 4 acre feet. The
reason for that was that it was assumed that in Utah County it took
four acre feet of water to bring a crop to harvest. It was assumed
that when flood irrigation was used, 1.9 acre feet of water was
lost to evaporation and seepage. If that was put into a pipe, the
State Engineer would take away 1.9 acre feet of water because there
was no longer the seepage loss.
If there was a water treatment
plant at the mouth of American Fork Canyon, that issue might be
able to be sidestepped because they were going to use it for
drinking and this for irrigation.
George Brown commented that Rod Despain and he had discussed this
and they needed to look at all the ways it would impact .
He did
not have a problem on this study if it was based on the study that
was previously done. The CUP wants to put a water treatment plant
at the mouth of American Fork Canyon.
American Fork needed to
assess that carefully.
Even the winter water coming out of the
canyon belonged to American Fork City.
Mr. Brown stated that the American Fork Irrigation Company had just
settled a lawsuit.
If they had not settled and had lost the
lawsuit for a couple of million dollars, they would have come to
get that water as the City had been taking American Fork irrigation
water for annexation. He hoped that the study was broad enough to
address those issues. One of these days American Fork was going to
have to take its wells they bought from the Irrigation Company to
the State and have them analyzed for quantity of water that could
be used for domestic use as opposed to supplemental irrigation.
George Brown commented that there was a problem with the CUP water
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as sometime ago it was decided that the American Fork Metropolitan
Water District would own the water on the City's behalf. That way
water could be transferred if need be . He asked if these things
were addressed in the RFP. If public money was going to be spent,
it ought to have a comprehensive use.
It was beneficial to the
City t o have both underground and surface rights.
If they were
using t he 1994 study as a bas i s , it would work out well .
Councilman Hampton agreed that some of the scope may need to be
expanded.
Councilmember Belmont stated that she had spent the entire
afternoon reading the proposals.
By the end, she thought that
everyone sounded like everyone else. They used the same jargon on
the same proposal . Many of the same concerns were addressed. She
agreed that some of the things that Mr. Brown had mentioned needed
to be addressed.
She favored the low bidder as she felt it was
hard t o distinguish between them.
Councilman Hampton stated that he had called some of the people
that were familiar with the bidders.
He reported that he was
pleased that Frandsen and Noble was highly respected and very
experienced and anxious to show the City what they could do .
Councilman Storrs stated that he reviewed the RFP' s
Frandsen and Noble came up first on his score sheet .

and

that

Councilman Blake moved to accept the RFP from Frandsen and Noble.
Councilman Hampton seconded the motion.

Councilmember Belmont agreed and added that some of the concerns of
George Brown would need to be addressed.
Councilman Blake agreed that it would have an impact
cul i nary system and should be a part of the study.

on

the

All were in favor .

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AMENDED CONTRACT TO
PROVIDE DETECTIVE SERVICES AT THE UTAH STATE DEVELOPMENTAL CENTER
Councilman Storrs moved to adopt Resolution No. 2000-11-47R
approving an amended contract to provide detective services at the
Utah State Developmental Center. Councilman Hampton seconded the
motion .

George Brown asked how it worked .
Councilman Hampton responded that the City provided a detective for
four hours a day .
All were in favor.

REPORT AND ACTION ON CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS ITEMS INCLUDING CHANGE
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ORDERS
There were no change orders.
REPORT AND ACTION ON PLANNING COMMISSION ITEMS
Councilman Hunter reported that the Planning Commission at their
November 1, 2000, meeting approved a modified site plan at Hart's
Gas & Food at 717 West Main Street, approved an extension of one
year to the site plan for National Finances Services Inc. at 241
West Main Street, tabled action on the site plan for Northampton
House Reception Center at 190 West 300 North (old 3rd Ward LDS
Church) as there were no representatives there, discussed the site
plan for AutoMall Business Center III at 525 East 100 South ,
discussed the proposed use of a lift station at the Lakeside
Planned Industrial Park at 580 East 1600 South, approved with
conditions the preliminary plan for the Mountain Meadows PUD at 370
South 400 West , approved with conditions the annexation agreement
of the Lamoreaux #2 Annexation at 1750 North 900 East, discussed
issues with regard to the Bear Annexation at 975 West Main Street,
and discussed a change to the Ordinance regarding fire walls and
accessory buildings.
The Planning Commission would like some direction on the use of
sewer lift stations . A lot of that was brought up under the public
comment portion of this meeting by John Heiner . They were looking
at a grinder facility. He asked for some direction from the City
Council .
Did the Council want them to be held privately or
controlled publicly.
Councilman Hampton felt this was an area in which he did not have
a lot of understanding and suggested a joint work session with the
Planning Commission.
Bill Jacob asked about residences lift stations.
Mayor Barratt stated that they were just referring to a project
lift station.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE OCTOBER 17,
MINUTES

2000,

CC/RDA JOINT SESSION

Councilman Hampton moved approval of the October 17, 2000, CC/RDA
joint session minutes as presented. Councilmember Belmont seconded
the motion. All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE OCTOBER 24, 2000, MINUTES
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the October 24, 2000, minutes
as presented. Councilman Storrs seconded the motion. All were in
favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE NOVEMBER 9, 2000, WORK SESSION MINUTES
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the November 9,
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session minutes as presented.
motion. All were in favor.

Councilmember Belmont seconded the

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE NOVEMBER 9, 2000, SPECIAL SESSION MINUTES
Councilman Hunter moved approval of the November 9, 2000, special
session minutes as presented.
Councilman Storrs seconded the
motion. All were in favor.
FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT INCLUDING ACTION ON THE APPROVAL OF CITY
BILLS FOR PAYMENT
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the City bills noting that a
bill to Olympus Insurance and a bill to Jay's Lawn Care had been
deleted.
Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion. All were in
favor.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of eight purchase requests over
$1,000 noting that one to Olympus Insurance had been deleted.
Councilman Blake seconded the motion. All were in favor.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the checks prepared manually
for the month of October .
Councilmember Belmont seconded the
motion . All were in favor .
ADJOURNMENT
Councilman Hunter moved adjournment at 10:14 p.m.
Belmont seconded the motion. All were in favor.

tL ~<

QlL

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
NOVEMBER 28, 2000
NOTICE AND AGENDA

I

Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on November 28, 2000, in the American Fork
City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p.m.
The
agenda shall be as follows:
PUBLIC HEARING
7:15 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the Stratton
Annexation consisting of 12.37 acres at 1650 North 900
East.
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period- limited to two minutes
per person.
Report of the American Fork Arts Council.
Presentation by BFI regarding a recycling program and also the
use of an optional smaller container.
Report of the City Adminis·t rator.
Council reports.
Mayor's report.
ACTION ITEMS

1.

2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.

Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method
of satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the
plat recorded.
a.
Review and action on the final plat of the American
Heritage Subdivision Plat A at 1175 East 700 North.
Review and action on a Resolution regarding an interlocal EMS
agreement with Lone Peak Public Safety District.
Review and action on the City Employee Health & Accident
Insurance for 2001.
Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders.
Report and action on Planning Commission items.
Review and action on the November 14, 2000, minutes.
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment.
Adjournment.

Dated ~

this

20/('faf} nof

November, 2000.

fL.'- ~ \. ' ~

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
NOVEMBER 28, 2000
PUBLIC HEARING- 7:15 P.M. -RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE STRATTON ANNEXATION CONSISTING OF 12 . 37 ACRES AT 1650 NORTH 900
EAST
The American Fork City Council met in a public hearing on November
28, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:17p.m. Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont, Keith
Blake, Don Hampton, Ricky Storrs, and *Tom Hunter. Others present
included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn, Howard Denney, Rod Despain ,
Linda Walton, Terry Fox, Rose Ann Gunther, Mr. & Mrs . Bill Jacob ,
George Brown, Mr. Stratton, Ginger Hunter , Janice Otteson, Barbara
Christiansen , three citizens.
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive
public comment regarding the Stratton Annexation at 1650 North 900
East.
He asked for comments.
Rod Despain noted that the property was occupied by Highland Farms.
Mr . Stratton explained that it was their intent to continue
operation and they were in the process of purchasing two additional
acres.
*Councilman Hunter entered the meeting.
City Recorder Richard Colborn reported that no protests of the
Stratton Annexation had been received.
There being no further comments, the hearing adjourned at 7:19p.m.
REGULAR SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a regular session on November
28, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:30p.m. Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont, Keith
Blake, Don Hampton, Tom Hunter, and Ricky Storrs. Others present
included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn, Howard Denney, Rod Despain,
Terry Fox, Jay Christensen, Sheena Parker, Linda Walton, Mr. & Mrs.
Bill Jacob, George Brown, Rose Ann Gunther, Janice Otteson, Ginger
Hunter, Barbara Christiansen, Peter Moyes , Judy Price, and 12
citizens.
Mayor Barratt noted that the last Council meeting of the year would
be on December 12, 2000.
Scout Rob James led the audience in the Pledge of Allegiance and
his father Larry James offered the prayer.
TWENTY MINUTE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD - LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES PER
PERSON
1

Janice Otteson explained that she was one of Lorraine Vance's
volunteers at the Literacy Center and they were very proud of their
new
facility.
She
invi ted Mayor Barratt
and
t he
City
Councilmembers to come and volunteer for one hour during the week
on Tuesday, Wednesday, or Thursday at a time between 3:00p . m. and
7:00p.m. Councilman Hampton stated that he would find an hour and
come .
Judy Price from the Cemetery Committee reported that on Monday,
December 11, 2000, at 7:00p.m. was the Christmas Concert presented
by the Utah Valley Skyline Chorus which is a Barbershop Quartet .
This was an interdenominational program that would be held in the
Historic Presbyterian Church.
All were invited to come.
A $2
dollar per individual or $5 per family donation was requested with
the proceeds going to the Amer i can Fork City Cemetery.
Councilman Hampton stated that it would be a wonderful activity for
families of all Faiths.
Bill Jacob noted that the Heritage Center was not on the agenda.
Mayor Barratt stated tha t t here would be a report on December 12 .
Mr. Jacob asked if the so-called audit was available for the public
to l ook at.
Mayor Barratt responded that they were pushing forward with it , but
he did not know when it would be completed.
Mr. Jacob asked if the public could look at it before the meeting.
Mayor Barratt stated that as long as it was not part of litigation .
He invited Mr . Jacob to call him in a week to see i f it was
completed .
Mayor Barratt reported that Action Item #2 had been deleted.
REPORT OF THE AMERICAN FORK ARTS COUNCIL
American Fork Arts Council President Ginger Hunter explained that
she worked under Lori England who was the Director of Arts for the
City . She reported that the State of the Arts in American Fork was
healthy, well , and happy . There were 37 members of the Community
involved in the Arts Council and they were very proud of that .
There were a lot of things going on during the Holidays.
The
Rotunda of the Library was a wonderful place where they can sing
and talk with each other.
There would be activities every night
from December 18 to December 22 from 6:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m .
She
invited everyone to drop by . There would be children with violins
and adults with violins and a community sing along on Friday night.
She continued that on Sunday, December 10 , 2000, at the American
Fork High School at 7:30p.m. there would be Christmas Concert put
on by the American Fork Symphony.
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On Saturday Night , December 9 , the American Fork Community Chorus
would be performing wi th the Chi ldren ' s Choir at Forbes School.
Ms. Hunter noted that things were well in the Arts Department.
There were visual arts, programs for children to learn how to draw
and how to paint and create things.
In January 2001, there would
be a new Youth Theater Workshop.
Classes would be held at the
American Fork Jr. High School on Monday nights.
There would be
announcements in the newspaper.
They were also going to start
violin classes for children at the Library on Wednesday afternoons
after the first of the year. She explained that she loved the Arts
and they were so important to us and they were the thi ngs t ha t gav e
joy . Without them it was just an everyday Council meet i ng. There
was general applause .
PRESENTATION BY BFI REGARDING A RECYCLING PROGRAM AND ALSO THE USE
OF AN OPTIONAL SMALLER CONTAINER
Brad Mertz from BFI, explained that American Fork had the lowest
rate in the County. BFI requested that the contract that was up on
June 30 be extended.
With that extension they would continue to
replace broken containers with new containers , replace containers
o l der than four years , and provide a smaller container for seniors
at a reduced rate .
BFI was open to worki n g wi t h the City on a
recycling program. He expected that recycl i ng would be taking off
in Utah County in the next couple of years. He noted that SLOC had
a goal of zero waste. A number of Cities in Salt Lake County had
a program. Orem City had one on a volunteer basis.
Janice Otteson asked -w-hy- we were so far behind in recycling.
Brad Mertz answered that it was difficult in Utah because the cost
of disposing waste was so low. There was always going to be a cost
to recycle.
It was cheaper to throw a way than to recycle.
The
market for materials was out of State . Glass was not even done in
Utah because it cost more for them to collect it and ship that what
they received for it.
Janice Otteson asked where the waste was dumped.
Brad Mertz stated that at their facility in Salt Lake Valley they
took aluminum and plastic and bailed it up and shipped it to
various markets. Three years ago a study showed that Utahns filled
and threw away the equivalent of the Delta Center 18 times per
year . It was probably more now .
Larry James asked what the best items were with which to begin a
recycling program.
Mr . Mertz answered that the way to begin was with green waste.
Provo City did a little of it. They have a different colored can
that was collected and then it was composted. BFI had a facility
to recycle household items. BFI was moving to provide an automated
bin similar to what they had for garbage which would be picked up
and sorted out . All the materials currently collected here had to
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go to Salt Lake to get processed and then shipped to a market.
They were looking at Utah Correctional Industries in establishing
an MRF (Materials Recovery Facility ) . They want to see that there
as there were not a lot of jobs for prisoners to do.
Labor cost
was the killer in recycling.
A lady asked what the possibility was of bringing someone in who
recycled glass.
Mr. Mertz explained that the State did not generate the volume of
glass that other states did as Utah was not a big alcohol type of
State .
Judy Price felt
recycled.

that they had the volume,

just not those that

A lady asked if BFI had a system that they were going to offer to
American Fork City or a close place to recycle.
Brad Mertz responded that they were open to working with the City
to do a curb side or a drop off station.
Councilman Blake asked how it was working in Orem.
not know.

Mr. Mertz did

Councilman Blake noted that the Solid Waste District that the City
was involved with did chip the green material and did provide
compost.
Councilmember Belmont commented that she had heard
Jordan had just discontinued their recycling program.

that

South

Judy Price reported that she had talked to Waste Management Inc.
and in their program, they would have to have a minimum of 1500
homes in American Fork who would volunteer to be on the program.
Orem had about 3100 out of 16,000 homes. It was only $3 and it was
picked up every other week.
Councilman Blake noted that the proposed rate of $8.15 would not be
for the five years but based on cost of living increases.
The
increasing price of diesel had been difficult.
Councilman Hampton asked what the price would be if the entire City
went on the recycling program.
Brad Mertz suggested that in that case, the City would pay the
tipping fee as then they would be diverting the waste so the
tipping costs would go down. He felt there would be a cost savings
to the City.
Councilman Storrs liked the idea of the senior can.
Mr. Mertz noted that if the senior can was offered, American Fork
would be the only City to offer that.
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Mayor Barratt noted that the contract expired i n June 2001.
Judy Price commented that most of the older people understood
recycling as did younger families.
It was the spoiled two middle
generations that did not understand.
Councilman Blake asked for some written options with prices as to
how the recycling option would work.
SLOC PRESENTATION
Mayor Barratt stated that he was taking a Mayor's Privilege in
allowing SLOC time on the agenda.
They were in American Fork on
the evening of the last Council meeting with a flat tire.
No
action would be taken.
Cindy Harris was present to discuss the SLOC volunteer effort and
to promote community support. More than 35% of the applications to
volunteer had come from out of state. She brought some brochures
that explained some of the opportunities and job descriptions and
would leave some.
She was the venue manager at Soldier Hollow
which was the home of the Cross Country and Biathlon and also the
Paralympic Nordic Events .
Ms. Harris continued that SLOC was working with employers on an
incentive program in allowing employees to represent their
companies.
She asked if there were any questions.
There were
none. She was impressed with what American Fork was doing with the
Arts .
Mayor Barratt noted that at December 12 City Council meeting they
would have a formal presentation of a statue that was presented to
the American Fork Literacy Center by the Governor and First Lady.
There was general applause.
REPORT OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR
Carl Wanlass reported one item. The Design Build Team was working
to get in budget on the police and courts building.
One of the
items was an elevation change on the roof design which would be a
savings of approximately $137,000. They would like some direction
from the Council .
Bill Jacob noted that it was not on the agenda for action.
Mayor Barratt stated that it was not their intent to act on this at
this point in time. They were asking the Council to be aware that
there could be a cost savings in an alternative design.
Bill Jacob commented that the Design Build Team could not meet the
budget and now wanted a change. The public ought to know this.
Mayor Barratt stated that before a change was voted on, there would
be a public hearing.
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Councilman Hampton commented that the City did not know the cost,
but the Design Team was worried about it so they were making the
Council aware that this option could save $135,000.
Terry Wright from Jacobsen Construction stated that they had
received input from the public and they had also looked at the
function of the building. When this scheme was presented , it was
noted that was something of concern and it was made known that it
was a strain on the budget.
Bill Jacob did not recall any remarks as to that.
Mr. Wright continued that one of the biggest directions that they
were given was that they stay within the budget. They continued to
look at the design to see if it was a strain or not.
As they
tested the market place, there was a strain.
There were some
choices that needed to be made.
One was to look at an alternate
elevation.
He did not believe that Scheme A, the one that was
originally provided, would make it.
Scheme B would.
Mr. Jacob commented that this didn't sound right.
they looked at now would have to be compromised.

The design that

Peter Moyes from MHTN Architects stated that they would continue
down the road with the same design and look at alternate sources to
bring the budget back in line. There was a very extensive security
system proposed.
They could pull back on that or on some of the
finishes or they could pare the building down by 1200 square feet.
The modification of the roof line would allow them to feel more
comfortable .
Mrs. JaNeane Jacob stated that it was their job in the beginning .
Bill Jacob commented that the public bought off on this.
The
presentation should be in front of Dale Gunther and those that
supported him.
He did not think that they would be happy.
They
should stay in budget .
Councilman Blake asked if there were some maintenance issues with
regard to this change. Were they equivalent?
Mr. Moyes explained that they were both flat roofs.
the mansard roof would come off.

With Scheme B,

Judy Price commented that the windows on the Scheme B made it look
like an industrial building.
Councilman Blake stated that he still preferred Scheme A. Part of
that thinking was that they wanted to keep the feeling of the
block.
It was a little premature on the cost. There were places
they could look for alternatives other than that.
Peter Moyes explained that they were not at the meeting to say that
it had to go that way . They were just saying here were some of the
options.
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Councilmember Belmont commented that the windows bothered her on
Scheme B. The windows in Scheme A were more aesthetic. She asked
about the amount of brick.
Mr. Moyes explained that the amount of brick had not
There were different colors of brick.

changed.

Councilmember Belmont preferred red brick.
Bill Jacob stated that this was a critical issue and suggested that
it be tabled and placed on another agenda.
Mayor Barratt explained that they were alerting the Council that
there was a savings possible here with a different design.
Ms. Jacob stated that they had made the presentation in the
beginning that this could be built with the funds that were bonded
for.
That was their job to come in under the funds they had to
work with. This was a bate and switch.
George Brown noted that the Design Build Team stated that $8
million would build the structure. He had been to all the hearings
where they discussed the structure and no one said this roof
structure would be more costly than anything else. He agreed with
what Mrs. Jacob had said.
Now they were coming back to the City
saying it would save money.
He agreed with what Bill Jacob had
said. They did not get the bond through the first time. The City
Council, the Mayor in particular, asked for help from the citizens
and they responded in a positive way .
Mr. Brown continued that Jacobsen Construction had representatives
in those meetings. Peter Moyes would ask them if they could do it
and the Jacobsen representative would say that they could. He was
surprised and shocked that they were having this discussion.
Councilman Blake stated that he also went to all of the hearings.
He remembered that when this topic was brought up, as he recalled,
this one cost a little more but it was worth it and was something
that they would want.
It was an important part of the process to
look at all alternatives. The public did feel strongly about the
way it looked.
Peter Moyes commented that they simply wanted to weigh public
opinion. They did not want to say this was it or too bad. If this
was what was wanted, they would look at other options.
Mrs. Jacob asked if they would then cut somewhere else.
Mr. Moyes stated that the short answer was yes.
Mrs. Jacob commented that was a bate and switch.
told they would be getting certain things.

The citizens were

Terry Wright noted that he could accommodate certain things.
If
they were saying they want something else afterwards, he could go
7

back and tell them there were not enough funds, you can't have it.
He had no problem in doing that.
Mayor Barratt stated that the Court has asked for some security
devices after the fact.
George Brown stated that the court should just pay more.
Councilman Hampton stated that would be a pass
lease.

through in the

Mayor Barratt responded that the City was just saying that they
appreciated the fact that there could be a savings of $135,000, but
they preferred to stay with Scheme A.
It was the Design Team's
responsibility to tell us. Whether the City does it or not was up
to them.
Peter Moyes noted that it was an open bid process. If it cost less
the money went back to the City coffers, not to the Design Build
Team .
Judy Price noted that there as a beautiful library and a stucco
public works building with a little brick to make them happy. The
public's guard was up.
Bill Jacob felt it should be on the agenda.
Councilman Blake asked for an interim public hearing now that
demolition was proceeding and there was more information available.
Mayor Barratt thanked them for their presentation.
George Brown asked that since Jack Wixom and Bruce Motogawa were
present in the past, that they be the ones that come to address the
Council.
Peter Moyes appreciated the comments.
COUNCIL REPORTS
Councilman Blake reported on his assignment at the Solid Waste
District. This landfill was closed and the waste was being shipped
to the East Carbon Landfill. They were looking at splitting some
of that and hauling it by truck to the south part of Utah County to
save about 10%.
Provo had their own landfill.
There was
discussion as to what to do with the 50 acres on the existing
landfill, maybe a golf course. They had a long term contact with
the East Carbon facility that goes another 7 to 10 years.
They
were not restricted at looking at other options that were less
expensive , however .
Councilman Blake noted that tomorrow night they would have a
discussion with the Planning Commission. He suggested that as part
of the Council retreat, they put on the agenda a review of the
General Plan and some of the background and principles behind it.
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Mayor Barratt explained that it was his hope that they had the
General Plan pretty much updated by the time they had the retreat.
The meetings that were beginning tomorrow night would probably be
the first of many over the next few months.
Councilman Blake wanted some background provided on the General
Plan. He asked if there was time for having some presentations by
departments at the January City Council meetings in order to free
up some of the time in the Retreat.
Councilman Storrs had nothing to report at this time.
Councilman HamQton had nothing to report at this time, but
expressed appreciation to Bill & JaNeane Jacob and to George Brown
for their insights and to Carl Wanlass for bringing the building
issues to our awareness. They had been informed about some things
that they needed to make the public aware of.
It was for
presentation purposes and not meant to circumvent the process.
They should have some public input on that .
Councilmember Belmont reported that the Christmas Decorations were
up at the Senior Center.
The Seniors had received a gift of an
organ from a gentleman from Salt Lake City. It was a very generous
gift. The Seniors would be having their annual Christmas Party on
December 2, 2000, at the High School at Noon.
Councilman Hunter had nothing to report at this time.
MAYOR'S REPORT
Mayor Barratt noted that
the
Finance Committee would be
recommending that Sear Brown work on a report of the traffic at the
intersection of 1120 North and 150 West.
It also was to consider
a round-a-bout.
Also on December 12, there would be a formal
presentation of the Statue that was awarded to the Literacy Center .
ACTION ITEMS
REVIEW
AND
ACTION
ON
SUBDIVISIONS,
COMMERCIAL
PROJECTS,
CONDOMINIUMS, AND PUD'S INCLUDING 1) PLAT APPROVAL; 2) METHOD OF
SATISFACTION OF WATER RIGHTS REQUIREMENTS; 3) POSTING OF AN
IMPROVEMENT BOND OR SETTING OF A TIME FRAME FOR IMPROVEMENT
INSTALLATION; AND 4) AUTHORIZATION TO SIGN THE FINAL PLAT AND
ACCEPTANCE OF ALL DEDICATIONS TO THE PUBLIC AND TO HAVE THE PLAT
RECORDED
a.

Review and action on the final Qlat of the American Heritage
Subdivision Plat A at 1175 East 700 North
Councilman Hampton moved to approve the final plat of the
American Heritage Subdivision Plat A and to authorize the
Mayor and Council to sign the plat, accept the dedications and
to have the plat recorded, subject to: 1) Modification of the
final plat providing for the dedication of additional rightof-way, approximately 5 feet, along 1100 East Street, in order
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to meet the requirements of the HF0-1, Highway Frontage
Overlay zone; 2) Amendment of the site plan for the American
Heritage School to show the further setback of the perimeter
fence along 1100 East, about 5 feet, in order to accommodate
the widening of 1100 East; and 3) Posting of a bond to ensure
completion of the required improvements.
Councilmember
Belmont seconded the motion.

It was explained by Rod Despain that the School would have
students K-12. Most would probably be bused.
Councilman Hampton asked
completion.

if

there

was

a

target

date

for

Steve Sowby did not know of one.
All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION REGARDING AN INTERLOCAL EMS
AGREEMENT WITH LONE PEAK PUBLIC SAFETY DISTRICT
This item was deleted from the agenda .
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE CITY EMPLOYEE HEALTH & ACCIDENT INSURANCE
FOR 2001
Mayor Barratt asked Councilman Hunter to step down in his role as
a member of the American Fork City Council. He represented Hunter
& Associates who were the administrators of this plan. He reminded
the Council and public that Councilman Hunter did file a conflict
of interest statement in November of 1999 stating a possible
conflict.
Councilmember Belmont felt that Mr. Hunter did a good job and that
the insurance was very good and everyone was satisfied.
She
recalled that she was in the audience when he asked to take over
the City's insurance . She noted that there were letters from other
carriers but there was not one from them in the audience.
Tom Hunter explained that one of the roles of their agency was to
shop it out and get quotes from other carriers.
There was a
proposal put out to Blue Cross Blue Shield.
They turned it down
based on the City's 200% utilization report over the last 12-month
period.
That meant that IHC had paid out 200% of what they
collected in premiums.
After reviewing that report, Blue Cross
deemed that they could not be competitive with the renewal rates
that IHC had given American Fork City, and that was quite common.
Mr. Hunter gave some background on the IHC renewal increase of
5. 5%.
One and a half percent was a federally mandated mental
health change. They could no longer put limits on mental health.
It was now mandated as of January 1 that mental health had to be
classified as any other illness.
The other 3.5% was from IHC to
offset some of their costs. The trend of health care costs without
any utilization was running at seven to 8 percent.
The average
rate increase was 16 to 20%.
He was nervous when he went to get
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quotes.
He felt that the increase was going to push 20% and was
elated at the 5.5% increase.
He explained that other than the mental health change, the Select
Med option now had a $2.5 million limit.
Previously it had been
unlimited.
In the past, the employee could get a 90-day
maintenance drug for one co-pay.
They can still get a 90-day
supply but it would cost them a three-time co-pay.
Instead of $7
it would cost $21.
Councilman Blake asked what the difference was between Select Med
and IHC+.
Tom Hunter explained that the main difference was the
network of the doctors and there was a $250 deductible with the
IHC+ .
Beneficial Life Insurance had no increase and there was not an
increase in the disability insurance. There would be an increase
in the Dental Insurance premium.
Councilman Storrs asked if there would be a reduction of rates if
they went to some sort of a physical fitness class.
Tom Hunter explained that every employee was invited to come to a
wellness clinic and was given a report on what their condition was
and what they could do to increase their health.
He did not see
any other savings .
Councilman Hampton noted that it was impressive with the claims
history and only going up 5 . 5%.
He asked if there were other
underwriters that were close to that.
Mr. Hunter explained that there were four major players in Utah ,
Altius, United Health Care , IHC , and Regents Blue Cross Blue
Shield.
Altius and United Health Care did not contract with
American Fork Hospital . He went with the companies that contracted
with American Fork Hospital. In this case they went to Blue Cross
Blue Shield because they contract with American Fork Hospital and
it saved everyone money.
The companies have the utilization of every aspect of health care.
We had an individual in ICU for almost two months and then passed
away.
IHC knew that claim was done.
Councilman Storrs moved to approve the contract with IHC to provide
employee insurance benefits. Councilman Blake seconded the motion.

George Brown asked if they were looking at a broker or agent of
record or just insurance.
Mayor Barratt stated that they were looking at just insurance.
George Brown asked what Councilman Hunter's conflict was.
Mayor Barratt stated that he would derive a commission from this.
11

Tom Hunter explained that the commission that was generated would
come f rom the insurance company .
Mayor Barratt stated that Counc i lman Hunter could state his
conflict and go ahead and vote if he wanted to.
He j ust simpl y
asked him to sit down. Councilman Hunter did not have to.
George Brown asked what the amount of the conflict was.
Mayor Barratt did not know what it was .
Tom Hunter did not believe it was Mr. Brown's business. His only
conflict was that his agency was the Broker of Record for American
Fork City . He received no income from American Fork City , but from
the insurance company .
George Brown noted that Councilman Hunter as a member of the City
Council, who had expertise in insurance, could use that expertise
for American Fork City without charging a commission through the
insurance company and therefore reduce the rates .
Tom Hunter noted that the rates were the same whether a broker was
i nvolved or no t.
Councilman Hampton asked i f there was any impact on Dental Select .
Mayor Barratt noted that was a separate quote.
Bill Jacob asked who determined who received commission.
Mr. Hunter stated the City named Hunter & Associates as the broker
of record.
Mr . Jacob commented that in the Broker of Record Letter it
usually designated that the Broker of Record receive
commissions and fees and no one else could receive anything.
City directed that the commission went to the Broker of Record
therein was the conflict.

was
all
The
and

Voting was as follows: Aye, Councilmembers Blake, Storrs, Hampton,
and Belmont. Not voting, Councilman Hunter. The motion carried.

George Brown asked when they would put out a request for a Broker
of Record .
Tom Hunter addressed that issue.
He stated that he worked with
American Fork and came to them every year for seven years. He put
in the initiative to come in and he pushed against all odds to get
the City to listen to him for what he had to offer as a service
through his agency.
No one gave him anything.
What he provided
was a service for the City and for the employees and that he did
for all of his clients.
No one laid it out there for him .
It
would be hard pressed for anyone to do anything better for the
City. He saw no one coming in requesting to quote.
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Mr. Brown noted that was a good point. The Council did allow him
to make a presentation.
The last time they did put it out for
proposals. That was what GMI had said, that they did a good job,
employees love us, etc.
Hunter Associates put it out that they
could give a better deal.
Tom Hunter said they could give better service.
Mr. Brown said a better deal .
Tom Hunter reported that he would not have sa i d a better deal.
George Brown commented that it was up to the City to put out
proposals to make sure they were getting the best possible thing
for the City.
Tom Hunter explained that every Department saw him every Wednesday.
George Brown suggested, with no negative comments about Hunter &
Associates, that it was always good to put out proposals and also
it would be good for Councilman Hunter as no one could allege that
they could do better . It was now three years since it was done and
he recommended t o put i t out .
Tom Hunter noted that every broker received the same quote. There
was no financial benefit. When you buy a Broker of Record you were
buying his service. If there was a local agency that could do what
he did , he would welcome that .
Councilman Storrs noted that he had heard nothing but good
compliments from the employees and he had heard that from day one.
He stated that complaints in the past were what drove them to the
RFP's .
Mayor Barratt stated that he likewise had heard many compliments
from the employees that he was there and could answer their
questions for them.
REPORT AND ACTION ON CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS ITEMS INCLUDING CHANGE
ORDERS
There were no change orders.
REPORT AND ACTION ON PLANNING COMMISSION ITEMS
Mayor Barratt stated that there would be a City Council/Planning
Commission work session held tomorrow evening beginning at 7:00
p.m . in the conference room downstairs.
Councilman Hunter reported that the Planning Commission at their
November 15, 2000, meeting approved an annexation agreement for the
Bear Annexation at 975 West Main (however the owners were not there
and it will need to be discussed with them), approved a change in
the provisions of the fire wall requirements for accessory
buildings, approved with conditions the final plat of the American
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Heritage School Plat A Subdivision at 1175 East 700 North , reviewed
the site plan for the poli ce & courts building and it wi ll be on
the next agenda as wel l, approved the Cooper & Hansen annexation
agreement at 410 North 1100 East with two possible concept plans,
discussed the PUD portion of the American Heritage Annexation
Agreement at 830 North 1150 East with the conclusion that the
annexation agreement negotiations will need to begin again,
discussed the South Side Planning Area, and discussed a Planning
Commission/City Council work session with the topics to be 1 ) South
Side Planning Area, 2) Sewer Lift Stat i on Policy, and 3) Commercial
Development on 500 East .
Due to the way the CC and PC meetings fell this month , public
hearings have already been set for the following on December 12,
2000:
7:00 p.m .
7:10p.m.
7:20p.m.

Placement of the property in the Cooper & Hansen
Annexation at 410 North 1100 East in the R1-9000
zone.
Placement of the property in the Lamoreaux No. 2
Annexation at 1750 North 900 East in the R1-9000
and the GC-2 zone.
Amendment to the Development Code relating to set
backs ,
firewall requirements,
and location of
attached garages on corner lots.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE NOVEMBER 14, 2000, MINUTES
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the November 14, 2000, with
some housecleaning items.
(They included on page 10, line 25,
change "dispersed" to "disbursed."
On page 18, the sentence
beginning on line 3 should be changed to read, "Councilman Hampton
felt that to base a new decision on their current policy is
expected, but they could still honor the original conuni tment. "}
Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion. All were in favor.

FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT INCLUDING ACTION ON THE APPROVAL OF CITY
BILLS FOR PAYMENT
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the City bills for payment as
reviewed by the Finance Committee. Councilmember Belmont seconded
the motion. All were in favor.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the purchase requests over
$1,000 including one to Sear Brown for the study of the
intersection at 150 West 1120 North. Councilman Blake seconded the
motion.

George Brown asked how much the purchase request to Sear Brown was
for and where that money would be coming from.
Councilman Hampton responded that it was for $1,550. Mr. Wanlass
stated that it would come from the Engineering Budget.
All were in favor.

14

ADJOURNMENT

Councilman Storrs moved adjournment at 9:18 p.m.
seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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Councilman Hunter

AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
AMERICAN FORK CITY PLANNING COMMISSION
NOVEMBER 29, 2000
NOTICE AND AGENDA

(

JOINT WORK SESSION
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council and
the American Fork Planning Commission will meet in a joint work
session on November 29, 2000 , in the American Fork City Hall, 31
North Church Street, commencing at 7:00p.m. The agenda shall be
as follows :
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Discussion of
Area.
Discussion of
Discussion of
Discussion of
building.
Adjournment .

issues relating to the South Side Planning
a sewer lift station policy.
commercial development on 500 East.
the site plan for the police and courts

Date~ sn:~ ~overnber, 2000.
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder

AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
AMERICAN FORK CITY PLANNING COMMISSION
JOINT WORK SESSION MINUTES
NOVEMBER 29 , 2000
WORK SESSION
The American Fork City Council and the American Fork City Planning
Commission met in a joint work session on November 29, 2000, in the
City Hall, commencing at 7:00 p.m.
Those present from the City
Council included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont,
Don Hampton, Tom Hunter , and *Keith Blake. Councilman Storrs was
excused .
Those present from the Planning Commission included
Chairman J. H. Hadfield, Ken Baldwin , Michael Georgeson, James
Hansen, Keith Richan, and Steve Nielsen. Others present included
Rod Despain, Richard Colborn, Howard Denney , Barbara Christiansen,
Jess Green, Steve Sowby, and George Brown .
Mayor Barratt stated that the work session was scheduled to
conclude at 8:30 p.m. or before.
He turned time to Planning
Commission Chairman J.H. Hadfield.
DISCUSSION OF ISSUES RELATING TO THE SOUTH SIDE PLANNING AREA
Chairman Hadfield stated that the work sess i on was meant to update
the Council regarding the Planning Commission's work on the General
Plan over the last three years.
The work load of the Planning
Commission had remained steady and there were 18 items on the
Planning Commission agenda for next week. There were some unique
land use issues south of town that would be focused on tonight.
American Fork currently had about 25, 000 people.
South of the
freeway between the agreed upon boundary with Lehi City on the west
and Lindon City on the east were about 2200 acres. The City could
nearly double its population south of town.
Chairman Hadfield continued that Murray City had similar issues .
They were bordered all the way around by other communities, they do
infill housing, they have US Highway 89, I-15, the D&RG tracks, and
a river. Because of the similarities the Planning Commission has
looked at some of the things that Murray City had been successful
with. They started this process a number of years ago by dealing
with the then Parks and Recreation Director, Doug Hill , who later
served as the Mayor of Murray City.
This was a forum for a dialogue between the City Council and
Planning Commission members. Others may come into the meeting, but
in order to keep the ball rolling, the time for public comment
would be at the time of a public hearing.
Rod Despain led a discussion of the area south of I-15 between
Lindon and Lehi.
He asked Mayor Barratt if in his conversations
with Vic Deauvano and Mr . Warren if they had an expectation that
they were going to proceed with the annexation of the property and
receive a favorable response from the Council. He noted that they
had been patient, but they had their own ideas of what it should
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be. The Planning Commission had said consistently that they were
working on the General Plan and before they could respond they
needed to finish that .
Councilman Hampton responded that there was not an implied approval
from the City Council. Mr. Deauvano understood that he needed to
work with the Planning Commission and there were no leanings in his
favor by the Council that he knew of.
Rod Despain noted that Mr. Deauvano and Mr . Warren were getting
frustrated with the amount of time that it was taking and they want
to move the process along.
*Councilman Bl ake arrived .
Rod Despain explained the Land Use Plan as developed by the
Planning Commission for the area south of the freeway. It included
a residential area south of the freeway at a density of 3.0 per
acre down about half way to Utah Lake and from there down, about
2 . 0 units to the acre . This was not half acre lots, but provided
enough flexibility to design around physical constraints such as
wetlands and drainage channels.
In other areas of American Fork
they had not had to worry about those types of issues. This area
really was different.
One of the issues was that the area along Utah Lake was flooded
during 1984. Does the City want to encourage development in that
area?
The area south of the freeway and east of 500 East had been
previously thought to warrant a planned industrial zone , but with
the new Pleasant Grove interchange, the push was to look at a
commercial area in that location.
Due to the new interchange a
link from the south end of 500 East at Sam White Lane along the
north side of the tracks to 6400 North was very important as this
area was projected for a Park & Ride and also a possible commuter
rail facility.
The interchange would drive some of this quickly
and the dye was beginning to be cast. In the area of the 500 East
6400 North intersection, the Alpine School District had acquired
property that they intend to use for a bus garage, UP&L had
acquired property and were installing a power substation, and the
Timpanogos Special Service District was already in operation.
Until now, commercial areas had always been focused in the corridor
through town. Was it now time to start thinking about neighborhood
commercial areas, that is, areas that serve and meet the day to day
needs of the citizens in a particular vicinity?
Another new aspect was the look at a proposed Resort Zone.
Warren had a vision for this.
Potential flooding in the area was a major
American Fork River was identified on
demonstrated a significant hazard.
How
development in the areas susceptible to
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Mr.

issue. The delta of the
the land use map and
should they deal with
flooding?
There were

different points of view.
Mr. Deauvano and Mr. Warren did not
think flooding was of much significance . That was a conflict that
the Council may have to deal with.
Chairman Hadfield reviewed the General Road Plan. The Plan showed
a 96-foot wide right of way along and over the 60-inch sewer
outfall line which would tie into the road that was currently on
the Saratoga Springs drawing board.
They were also hearing that
the Legacy Highway would continue south from Salt Lake County into
Utah County and this roadway would tie into it.
In meetings with
MAG they talked a lot about planning for an east-west corridor
because of Saratoga Springs and Eagle Mountain. This roadway had
some merit at this location. The extension of West Main Street did
not go anywhere.
It was interesting that some of the neighboring
communities did not worry about roads and they let someone else
take care of the traffic.
He continued that the extension of 500 East to the southeast was an
important tie to the Pleasant Grove/Lindon interchange. The road
along the south of the I-15 through the Boyd Williams property
between 500 East and 100 East was important.
The General Plan
presently demonstrated that with two overpasses and the two
underpasses into the area south of I-15 , they were 19 , 000 end trips
a day short, based on the densities presented on the Land Use Map.
Chairman Hadfield expressed added concern that UDOT was considering
doing away with the Sam White Lane overpass.
American Fork City
needed to take a strong stand against its removal. UDOT felt that
with the overpass at the new interchange , the Sam White Lane
overpass was not necessary .
Howard Denney explained that the 20-year projection was that the
Sam White Lane bridge would have 12,000 vehicle trips per day.
They would have to go somewhere.
Chairman Hadfield explained that 570 West Street on the westside of
the Earl property was important.
A new sewer line was going in
there and they were taking additional right-of-way as property was
annexed, the last being the Dixie Fenn Annexation. An additional
north-south road would be necessary at about lOth West.
Rod Despain asked if there were any reaction or questions from the
Councilmembers as to the direction of land use that the Planning
Commission was taking.
Councilman Hampton asked what the projected population would be
with the densities and zoning as planned.
Mr. Despain explained that it would be in the neighborhood of the
mid 20,000's.
The area on the far west side was in the County.
Jess Green was
present as this incorporated his property. Basically this property
was in an Agricultural Protection Area and for the most part, the
Allred's being the owners of most of it, want it placed in one.
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Mr. Green had talked with him and expressed that he was not so sure
he was married to the agricultural zone as they were.
Councilman Hampton stated that the Land Use proposals looked good
to him.
Jess Green asked about Lehi's projected use .
Chairman Hadfield thought it to be R1-12 .
Rod Despain stated that everyone had different objectives, but in
balancing the situation, it represented as good a compromise as
they felt comfortable with.
He added that an additional
significant feature was the 345 KV power line which he felt would
take on a significant open space feature. He asked if there were
any other questions.
Councilman Blake
interchange.

asked

the

status

of

the

Pleasant

Grove

Chairman Hadfield responded that the bid had been awarded and had
come in under the estimate. Staker Paving would be hauling in fill
in the immediate future. It was scheduled to be completed in about
two years.
The new outfall line had opened up the Southside
Planning area for development.
Councilman Hampton liked seeing satellite neighborhood commercial
areas. Because of the high number of trip ends projected, this was
critical .
Rod Despain reported that a neighborhood
projected to contain four to 6 acres.

commercial

area

was

Chairman Hadfield added that neighborhood commercial areas could
also be located in the area above the canal on 900 East and on 100
East about 1400 North.
Councilmember Belmont stated that Mr. Deauvano wanted 27 acres of
commercial on the south.
Mr. Despain noted that was one of the points of conflict. One of
the most recent version of the plan showed 60 to 70 acres of
commercial area.
Councilman Blake asked about the concept of levies along the
American Fork River as a protection to the area as they were more
natural than a pipe.
Rod Despain explained that the river delta was set by FEMA and it
would require more study.
Some were saying because of the
precautions taken at the mouth of American Fork Canyon, they would
never see those kinds of flows again.
One feature that was not
reflected on the Land Use Map, was the historic drains that went
through the entire area.
The drains could remain open and
preserved.
They had water in them most of the time.
One of the
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problems was that there were very few places where there were pipes
that conveyed water under the freeway. They were dealing with that
right now in the area of the Stewart Trailers.
Councilman Blake asked if there were some safety issues with open
natural drains.
Rod Despain explained that there were almost no water flow rights
to the north. The south side had many users.
Keith Richan explained that he was familiar with the area on the
south for more than 25 years. He noted that in the 70's and 80's
the in migration into Utah County was leading the State so they had
studies done that included this area. A couple of years ago a firm
came into the City Council meeting and made a report on water
tables and things of that nature. He thought he was listening to
the same report they had 25 years ago. He asked the same questions
and got the same answers he got 25 years ago.
He talked to the
fellow afterwards and sure enough his report was based on the
information that they did in the mid-70's , 25 years ago.
The
information had not been upgraded. His concern was that back then
the County was told that it was very dangerous to build in there
because so much was subject to becoming a quagmire in even the
slightest earthquake. When the City issued a building permit, what
responsibility did the City assume to that person that did not have
any idea what they were doing to let them know that, in many
places, the ground should not be built on? What liability does the
City take in that the information had been available for years and
then allow a building permit anyway? The City Council needed to
look at that very carefully .
Mr. Richan continued that when Mr. Warren first presented his plans
for development to the Planning Commission he stated that the units
would all be slab on grade.
Now a third or more would be split
level. He felt that was just inviting problems.
Chairman Hadfield commented that the Planning Commission was
comfortable with the three dwelling units and the two dwelling
units per acre.
The Transfer of Development Rights Ordinance
allowed development of land with development constraints.
The
drainage and flood element were major concerns.
Rod Despain noted that there were areas unsuitable for development.
The plans that he had seen for the most part appeared to have very
little acknowledgment of the impact of the natural conditions. It
was a new world to the south.
He distributed copies of traffic
volumes from the General Plan in which Horrocks Engineers, from the
capacities planned, ran their models and concluded that there were
19,000 trips and it was not known where they would be put.
This
was just a study of traffic volumes. The plan does not yet answer
that question.
Proposals of upgrading the crossings on 300 West
and 100 East and at that point there were still problems. It needs
to be resolved. He explained that 19 , 000 vehicle trips per day was
just about what was currently on 100 East. He emphasized the need
for the City to do everything possible to preserve the Sam White
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Lane Overpass.
DISCUSSION OF A SEWER LIFT STATION POLICY
Chairman Hadfield explained that the City allowed lift stations as
a temporary fix. The City was receiving more and more requests for
them.
In the area to the south, there may be developable ground
below the existing outfall line that could be sewered only through
the use of a lift station .
Rod Despain noted that the City had a lift station a number of
years ago on 100 North and 700 East and they spent a lot of money
to get rid of it. That experience shaped the City's policy. North
Park had a lift station, but was now gravity fed. Timp Plaza North
and K-Mart had lift stations.
The policy was only to allow them
only when they were a temporary condition.
In the area to the
south, there were areas where they could not be temporary.
The
real question was if the City was ready to allow them on a
permanent basis.
Mayor Barratt asked about their use in other communities.
Mr. Despain responded that lift stations were not fatal. Orem City
had several as did other communities.
They were not an unusual
circumstance . It generally was not "will" a lift station fail , but
"when" it will fail. Sewer & Water Superintendent Steve Parker was
not in favor of having City owned lift stations . Even though t hey
were private lift stations , Mr. Parker got the call.
Rod Despain continued that Orem had some large ones and they
maintained them.
The Timpanogos Special Service District had a
lift station on our 100 West.
Steve Nielsen suggested that the City take advantage of that lift
station by connecting to it at the lower elevation prior to the
lift .
Mayor Barratt asked the Planning Commission look at this and give
a recommendation for a lift station policy. They would meet again
in a joint work session in January and discuss it. He felt there
were some benefits of a City owned facility and would like to hear
both sides of that.
Councilmember Belmont
station if it failed?

asked who

was

liable

in

a

private

lift

Councilman Hampton noted that was a good point. The mindset today
was that since the City approved it, even if it was privately
owned, someone would come after the City.
Chairman Hadfield noted that there may be a point there.
Lindon
City used a lot of lift stations back into the Orem system. Along
the Geneva Road there were substantial businesses that had a good
backing and a lift station was not of much concern.
But, if you
have a small subdivision with a homeowner's association that went
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bankrupt, then there was a problem.
Steve Sowby distributed some information on lift stations.
Councilman Hampton stated that the General Plan identified 19,000
vehicle trips per day that the City could not presently handle and
we were trying to figure out ways to provide for lift stations for
further development.
Rod Despain stated that there was a conflict there that had been,
and will be, the point of many discussions.
DISCUSSION OF COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT ON 500 EAST
Chairman Hadfield noted that they had seen development plans by
private property owners along 500 East each with their own access.
There was some pressure by developers to buy a small lot on 500
East Street and have their own access.
Rod Despain explained that the west side of 500 East between 200
and 400 South was currently zoned R-4.
The Mayor and others had
been talked to about rezoning it to commercial. The policy in the
past had been that they were not alien to that, but they were
hesitant to do it piecemeal fashion and turn each home into a
commercial enterprise with their own access. There were a lot of
traffic problems.
When the City saw a complete proposal or one
that was capable of building a coordinated effort that was when
they would look at rezoning the property. Residents on 500 East in
the vicinity of 400 South were not interested in having the 400
South 500 East intersection opened up. From a circulation point of
view, it had to happen.
Access would be open from 200 South and
400 South and an accessway would be had from that. There may be a
single driveway onto 500 East at some middle point.
Mr. Despain added that Mr. Studdart had made arrangements to buy
the property on the southwest corner of 200 South 500 East.
The
vision that the Planning Commission had for this area was that
there were would be very limited openings with the circulation
handled internally. He hoped that when there was pressure brought
on the Council, they would look at it very closely.
The Lillian
Rae Day Care was in the R-4 zone. They had an agreement with the
Rae's and they were willing to give 15 feet on the rear of the
property for access and they would terminate their access to 500
East Street.
Rod Despain asked for any questions.
Councilman Blake asked if there were any similar issues on the east
side of 500 East.
Chairman Hadfield responded that they were all larger parcels on
the east and there was not the same level of concern.
Mr. Despain stated that implementation was the problem now.
The
accessway was envisioned to be just a driveway, about 30 feet wide.
7

Chairman Hadfield asked the Council if they were comfortable with
what they had seen regarding the Southside Planning District .
Councilman Hampton stated that he was.
Chairman Hadfield explained that they would review requests based
on those guidelines .
Councilman Blake asked if basements were an option in that area.
Mayor Barratt responded that basements might be allowed in a very
small area.
Keith Richan felt they were risky anywhere to the south.
Ken Baldwin observed that once an area was developed,
change the area detrimentally.

it could

Rod Despain explained that the proposals had to be evaluated
against the Ordinances that supported the General Plan. The City
Council had held public hearings on a number of those, but they had
not been adopted. He commented that a proposal by Mr . Deauvano was
that Ordinances did not count , but it should be done by agreement
at the time of annexation .
DISCUSSION OF THE SITE PLAN FOR THE POLICE AND COURTS BUILDING
Chairman Hadfield reported that the Planning Commission at their
last meeting reviewed the site plan for the police and courts.
They had some concerns about the parking and access to 100 East
Street.
A right in, right out was a probability.
It was
impossible to drop someone off without making a U-turn and heading
back out.
North of the property was the ability to provide for
some traffic circulation.
Rod Despain added that the security fence for the judges was a real
barrier to circulat i on .
Steve Nielsen suggested a small underground parking area.
Mayor Barratt felt that the judges would go for it.
Councilman Blake asked how close they could come to the railroad.
Rod Despain suggested

8~

feet .

Mayor Barratt noted that the architects had looked at that also .
Keith Richan asked if there was a double standard on the parking
for the City as opposed to businesses.
Rod Despain stated that they were going to come back with an
overall parking scheme .
He felt they could make it work .
The
parking was there . It was just not immediately adjacent.
8
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Chairman Hadfield asked if the Council would look to make it more
accessible and useable for the public .
The Council agreed. Chairman Hadfield reported that the site plan
for the police & courts would be back on the Planning Commission
agenda on December 20 .
Chairman Hadfield distributed a task list and time line for the
completion of the General Plan and asked that the Council review
it. They try their best to get it all together.
Mayor Barratt stated that the next meeting of this combined group
would be on January 24, 2001, at 7:00p.m. At that time they would
receive an update of the lift station policy, further work on the
Southside Planning Area, the site plan of the police & courts, and
other items that may need to be discussed.
Councilman Hampton thanked the Planning Commission and Staff on
what they had seen at this meeting. Councilman Blake agreed.
Chairman Hadfield offered to meet with Councilmembers
individual basis if they had other questions .
Ken Baldwin expressed concern for public
southside .

safety access

on

an

to the

Chairman Hadfield commented that Center Street was 100 feet wide
and could accommodate an overpass that could be paid through a
transportation impact fee assessed on each building permit issued
on the southside.
ADJOURNMENT

The we_ sk_si({£ned

at 8:29 p.m.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
DECEMBER 7, 2000
NOTICE OF WORK SESSION
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in a work session on Thursday, December 7, 2000, in the
American Fork City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 4:00
p.m. The agenda shall be as follows :
WORK SESSION
1.
2.
3.

Discussion of items for the upcoming December 12, 2000, City
Council meeting.
Other business.
Adjournment.

Dateft::isk~ ~ December, 2000.

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder

AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
DECEMBER 7 , 2000

(
WORK SESSION

The American Fork City Council met in a work session on December 7 ,
2000 , in the City Hall, commencing at 4 : 07 p.m.
Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt , Councilmembers Keith Blake and Don
Hampton.
Councilmembers Belmont and Hunter was excused .
Others
present included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn , Rod Despain , Howard
Denney , and Chief Terry Fox.
DISCUSSION OF ITEMS
COUNCIL MEETING

FOR THE UPCOMING DECEMBER

12

I

2000

I

CITY

Public Hearings
7:00p.m. - Receiving of public comment regarding the placement of
the property in the Cooper-Hansen Annexation consisting of 9.71
acres at 410 North 1100 East into the R1-9000, Single Family
Residential zone
Councilman Hampton reported that a full contingent of neighbors
would be in attendance.
7:10p.m. - Receiving of public comment regarding the placement of
the property in the Lamoreaux No. 2 Annexation consisting of 6 . 75
acres at 1750 North 900 East into the R1-9000, Single Family
Residential zone and the GC-2, General Commercial 2 zone
Councilman Hampton asked what the commercial area would be.
heard that it could be a Wendy's .

He had

Rod Despain reported that the expectation was that it would be a
mortuary .
7 : 20p.m. -Receiving of public comment regarding amendments to the
Development Code relating to setbacks for main & accessory
buildings, firewall requirements, location of attached garages on
corner lots in residential zones, and providing for the enforcement
of these amendments
There was no discussion on this item.
Regular Session
Mayor Barratt
Center .

would be

making a

presentation

to

the

Literacy

Councilman Blake commented that the letter of default to Heritage
was appropriate and timely and carried with it the feel of the
Council, especially with the misunderstanding that came back to the
Mayor . Councilman Hampton agreed.
1

Action Items
1.
Review and action on the Cooper-Hansen Annexation consisting
of 9.71 acres at 410 North 1100 East including the Ordinance of
Annexation, placement of the property into the R1-9000 zone, and
also the Annexation Agreement
Nothing more was discussed on this matter.
2.
Review and action on the Lamoreaux No. 2 Annexation consisting
of 6.75 acres at 1750 North 900 East including the Ordinance of
Annexation, placement of the property into the R1-9000 and the GC-2
zones, and also the Annexation Agreement
Nothing more was discussed on this matter.
3.
Review and action on an Ordinance amending the Development
Code relating to setbacks for main & accessory buildings, firewall
requirements, location of attached garages on corner lots in
residential zones, and providing for the enforcement of these
amendments
Nothing was discussed on this item.
4.
Presentation and action on the Cooper-Roberts evaluation of
the existing public safety building
Carl Wanlass reported that Cooper-Roberts had said that the report
was being delivered, but it was not here yet. He did have a draft
and in essence what it said was that to remodel the existing
facility would cost about $86 a square foot.
To retrofit the
building and bring it into compliance would cost about $186 a
square foot.
To build a new facility would cost about $125 per
square foot.
Mr. Wanlass noted that the initial study from MHTN reported that
9600 square feet was needed. That was not much more than they had.
He felt that about 15,000 square foot was. The key was the cost.
5.
Review and acceptance of the financial audit for fiscal year
ending June 30, 2000
Carl Wanlass reported that he had a draft copy. The firm thought
that the meeting was on Thursday next week and it might be
available by Tuesday, but the Council would not have much time to
review it.
Mayor Barratt stated that this
agenda.

item would be removed from the

6.
Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) Plat approval; 2) Method of
satisfaction of water rights requirements; 3) Posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) Authorization to sign the final plat and
2
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acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the plat
recorded
a.

Review and action on an amended plat for Lot 1 Automall Plat
A Subdivision at 500 East 1000 South
It was reported by the City Recorder that there were some
technical corrections needed on the plat and when they were
completed , it would be p l aced i n the Council ' s boxes .
Th is
had to do with only a dedication of additional roadway and d i d
not impact the site plan.

7.
Review and action on a contract with Frandsen & Noble for an
irrigation study
Carl Wanlass asked City Engineer Howard Denney to review Kevin
Bennett's suggestions with Frandsen & Noble and get a clean copy
based on Kevin's recommendation for the meeting.
8.
Review and action on a Resolution regarding an interlocal EMS
agreement with Lone Peak Public Safety District
Mayor Barratt stated that this item was not ready and would be
removed from the agenda .
9.
Review and action providing for a 2% cost of
performance evaluation wage increases for employees

living and

Councilman Hampton thought that this item had already been approved
at the time the budget was approved .
Carl Wanlass stated that it was, but from contingency funds. They
would not be available and he was asking it to be funded from a
different funding mechanism.
Councilman Hampton asked budgetwise , if it would be better to push
the irrigation study back to next year.
Mr. Wanlass explained that the money was coming from the sewer and
water fund and it had funds available for the study.
Councilman Blake noted that the cost of living was at 2% and asked
what the performance evaluation was percentage wise.
Carl Wanlass responded that it was about $50 per employee or about
a half of a percent or a little more .
10. Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders
No change orders were submitted.
Howard Denney stated that there may be one for the 300 North 200
West intersection project .
3

Carl Wanlass noted that some kids had ridden their scooters through
the wet cement sidewalk . One of the property owners wanted it repoured. He had looked at it and he did not think it was that bad.
Howard Denney noted that the epoxy might make it worse as he felt
it would only last a year and would be a different color .
11.

Report and action on Planning Commission items

There was no discussion on this item .
12.

Review and action on the November 28, 2000, minutes

There was no discussion on this item.
13. Review and
session minutes

action ont

he

November

29.

2000,

CC/PC

joint

There was no discussion on this item.
14. Review
minutes

and

action

on

the December

7,

2000,

work

session

There was no discussion on this item .
15. Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment
There was no discussion on this item .
OTHER BUSINESS
There was no other business discussed.
ADJOURNMENT
The work session adjourned at 4:21 p.m.

kk,(iL
Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY COUNCIL
DECEMBER 12, 2000
NOTICE AND AGENDA
Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Council will
meet in regular session on December 12, 2000, in the American Fork
City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 7:30 p.m.
The
agenda shall be as follows:
PUBLIC HEARINGS
7:00 p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the placement of
the property in the Cooper-Hansen Annexation consisting
of 9.71 acres at 410 North 1100 East into the R1-9000,
Single Family Residential zone .
7:10p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding the placement of
the property in the Lamoreaux No. 2 Annexation consisting
of 6.75 acres at 1750 North 900 East into the R1-9000,
Single Family Residential zone and the GC-2 , General
Commercial 2 zone.
7:20p.m. Receiving of public comment regarding amendments to the
Development Code relating to setbacks for main &
accessory buildings, firewall requirements, location of
attached garages on corner lots in residential zones, and
providing for the enforcement of these amendments.
REGULAR SESSION
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

Pledge of Allegiance; Prayer by invitation; roll call.
Twenty minute public comment period - limited to two minutes
per person .
Presentation of the Coalition for Utah Families "Community"
Governor's Family Award.
Report by Mayor Barratt on Heritage Management.
Report of the City Administrator.
Council reports .
Mayor's report .
ACTION ITEMS

1.

2.

3.

4.

Review and action on the Cooper-Hansen Annexation consisting
of 9.71 acres at 410 North 1100 East including the Ordinance
of Annexation, placement of the property into the R1-9000
zone, and also the Annexation Agreement.
Review and action on the Lamoreaux No. 2 Annexation consisting
of 6.75 acres at 1750 North 900 East including the Ordinance
of Annexation, placement of the property into the R1-9000 and
the GC-2 zones , and also the Annexation Agreement.
Review and action on an Ordinance amending the Development
Code relating to setbacks for main & accessory buildings,
firewall requirements, location of attached garages on corner
lots in residential zones, and providing for the enforcement
of these amendments.
Presentation and action on the Cooper-Roberts evaluation of
the existing public safety building.
1

5.
6.

7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16 .

Review and acceptance of the financial audit for fiscal year
ending June 30, 2000.
Review and action on subdivisions, commercial projects,
condominiums, and PUD's including 1) plat approval; 2) method
of satisfaction of water rights requirements ; 3) posting of an
improvement bond or setting of a time frame for improvement
installation; and 4) authorization to sign the final plat and
acceptance of all dedications to the public and to have the
plat recorded.
a.
Review and action on an amended plat for Lot 1 Automall
Plat A Subdivision at 500 East 1000 South.
Review and action on a contract with Frandsen & Noble for an
irrigation study.
Review and action on a Resolution regarding an interlocal EMS
agreement with Lone Peak Public Safety District.
Review and action providing for a 2% cost of living and
performance evaluation wage increases for employees.
Report and action on construction projects items including
change orders.
Report and action on Planning Commission items.
Review and action on the November 28, 2000, minutes.
Review and action on the November 29, 2000, CC/PC joint
session minutes.
Review and action on the December 7, 2000, work session
minutes .
Finance Committee Report including action on the approval of
City bills for payment .
Adjournment .

Dated this 5 day of December, 2000.

rc YL. {QJt

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
DECEMBER 12, 2000
PUBLIC HEARING - 7:00 P.M. - RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE PLACEMENT OF THE PROPERTY IN THE COOPER-HANSEN ANNEXATION
CONSISTING OF 9.71 ACRES AT 410 NORTH 1100 EAST INTO THE R1-9000,
SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL ZONE
The American Fork City Council met in a public hearing on December
12, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:04p.m . Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Councilmembers Juel Belmont, Keith
Blake, Tom Hunter, Ricky Storrs, and *Don Hampton. Others present
included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn, Howard Denney, Rod Despain,
Mark Bartholomew, Mr. & Mrs. Bill Jacob, Ray Lamoreaux, Jack
Barratt, Barbara Christiansen, Steve Sowby, and 10 citizens.
Mayor Barratt stated the purpose of the hearing was to receive
public comment regarding the placement of the property in the
Cooper and Hansen Annexation into the R1-9000 zone. He asked for
comments.
Jack Barratt, an adjacent property owner to the south asked if a
concept plan was being recommended. He understood that there were
two sent forward.
Councilman Hunter explained that the LDS Church had informed the
Planning Commission of a third option and it was not acceptable.
There were still significant design issues.
Jack Barratt felt that if there were significant design issues
there were also zoning issues.
The area that was in the City to
the South was currently zoned RA-1 and the proposed R1-9000 allowed
for much greater density.
Councilman Hunter continued that the Planning Commission was okay
with either of the first two plans.
They did not like the third
option from the LDS Church .
*Councilman Hampton arrived.
Mayor Barratt stated that his recommendation was going to be to
send it back to the Planning Commission.
Rod Despain explained that the hearing was relative to the zoning
of the property in the Annexation area. The issue being brought up
here was part of the annexation agreement and a concept plan. The
LDS Church was a primary player and even though not the applicant
of record, they would be the primary users of the property.
The
LDS Church had employed the services of an architect and what was
bearing on this was that there was some indecision on what portion
of the annexation area they would be acquiring. The third plan was
purported to come from the LDS Church directly. All prior ones had
been by the applicant or other players. He received a call today
from the LDS Church's Architect, Mike Raymond to go ahead with the
1
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hearing because a church could go in any zone. The issue of zoning
had never been of significance. At this point they were trying to
come up with an acceptable plan.
The LDS Church was the primary
player and they have requested no action, but to take testimony on
the zone change.
He commented that the zoning of R1-9000 was one
of the things that had been constant with this annexation .
Jack Barratt stated that zoning might be an issue. If it was going
to be a 10-acre church site, it could go in the same zone as that
which was surrounding it, the RA-1.
He agreed that it should go
back to the Planning Commission.
Mr. Despain reiterated that the primary purpose of the hearing was
the zoning.
There were still questions on the plan.
Councilman Hampton felt the City needed to know where the Church
would be.
Councilman Blake noted that Kale and Myrna Smith had withdrawn
their property from participation and that they wished to be
removed from a letter of concurrence that was previously provided
on October 24, 2000.
Mark Bartholomew stated that he did not take objection to the road
on the south.
His objection was that he did not want to
participate in the improvement of the road because of what he had
done and the anticipation of what he wanted to do. He did not have
objection to the placement of the road on their own property . He
had not been contacted. He did not object to them improving their
property.
Juel Belmont asked if the R1-15,000 zone had been suggested by the
Planning Commission.
Rod Despain answered that they had not. The biggest question was
that many people had spoken for the LDS Church with regard to this,
but it was becoming increasingly clear that they themselves had not
decided what they wanted to do.
Councilman Hampton asked why the options were presented as they
were.
In the north and south road plans, why did the road curve
and take some of the property of the land owners? Could the road
go straight and still keep the church site out on 1100 East?
Rod Despain reported that particularly on the one with the road to
the South, there was separation needed between the road and the
Ovard Home.
The theory for the curve and the taking of other
property was that the landowner would benefit by that access . Some
looked at that and felt it was great while others did not want it .
Councilman Blake asked what were the factors that normally went
into determining the zone.
Mr. Despain responded that it was 1) the request of the property
owner and 2) compatibility to the General Plan . The R1 - 9000 was a
2

zone that was compatible and that was one of the reasons why there
was not much resistance to this zoning.
There being no further comment, the hearing concluded at 7:17p.m.
PUBLIC HEARING- 7:10 P.M. -RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
THE PLACEMENT OF THE PROPERTY IN THE LAMOREAUX NO. 2 ANNEXATION
CONSISTING OF 6.75 ACRES AT 1750 NORTH 900 EAST INTO THE R1-9000,
SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL ZONE AND THE GC-2, GENERAL COMMERCIAL 2
ZONE
The American Fork City Council met in a second public hearing on
December 12, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:17p.m. Those
in attendance at the previous hearing were present at this hearing
along with Lorraine Vance, Janice Otteson, Terry Fox, Kevin
Bennett , Jess Green, some Boy Scouts, and three more citizens.
Mayor Barratt stated the p11rpose _f_the hea.r ing-1Alas_ to_ r_e_ceLve
public comment regarding the placement of the property in the
Lamoreaux No. 2 Annexation into the R1-9000 and the GC-2 zones. He
asked for comments.
Councilmember Belmont noted that it seemed from the map that they
were very small building lots.
Project Engineer Steve Sowby stated that the option selected was
for a PUD in the R1-9000 zone.
It allowed for reconfiguration of
the lots and they were a little smaller, but it provided for 25% of
open space and that concept plan had been approved by the Planning
Commission.
Councilmember Belmont noted that the frontage was small with one
that was only 60-foot wide. She commented that as one went toward
the outside of the City, the lots were supposed to get larger. She
suggested at least 9,000 square foot lots.
Mr. Sowby explained that one of the constraints to the property was
an obnoxious, stupid, illegal, nuisance strip on the north side.
Because they were being held hostage to that, this seemed to be the
only option.
Mayor Barratt explained that this project bordered onto Cedar Hills
and there was a road on the north of this property that was owned
by Cedar Hills.
There was a nuisance strip held by a private
property owner.
Steve Sowby explained that a nuisance strip was usually created
because a property owner wanted to get an unfair advantage over
another in order to hold them hostage.
No one could get access
over that strip.
Councilmember Belmont asked if little tiny lots fit in with the
General Plan at this location.
City Planner Rod Despain explained that the General Plan was based
3

on a gross density format. In lieu of having the property devoted
to all 9, 000 square foot lots, the proposal here was to have
smaller lots with 25 percent open space.
City Recorder Richard Colborn explained that when the public
hearing was set, it was shown as being all commercial on the front
of the property with residential to the east. That had changed.
Rod Despain explained that the last plan, that was included in the
last draft of the annexation agreement, dealt with the change in
the design.
The proposed commercial was in the northwest corner
and the east and south part of the parcel would be in a residential
zone. When it was advertized, it was shown divided in an east/west
position.
There being no further comment, the hearing closed at 7:27p . m.
PUBLIC HEARING- 7:20P.M . -RECEIVING OF PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING
AMENDMENTS TO THE DEVELOPMENT CODE RELATING TO SETBACKS FOR MAIN &
ACCESSORY BUILDINGS, FIREWALL REQUIREMENTS, LOCATION OF ATTACHED
GARAGES ON CORNER LOTS IN RESIDENTIAL ZONES, AND PROVIDING FOR THE
ENFORCEMENT OF THESE AMENDMENTS
The American Fork City Council met in a third public hearing on
December 12, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:27p.m. Those
in attendance at the previous hearing were present at this hearing.
Mayor Barratt explained the purpose of the hearing was to receive
public comment regarding amendments to the Development Code
relating to setbacks for main & accessory buildings, firewall
requirements, and location of attached garages on corner lots in
residential zones. He asked for comments.
Councilmember Belmont asked what precipitated the change .
Rod Despain noted the Development Code as currently written dealing
with accessory buildings and the placement of accessory buildings
on property lines, required a fire resistant wall of a two-hour
rating or greater. That was patterned after the Uniform Building
Code (UBC) that was in effect at the time that was passed.
Subsequently, the UBC had changed and lessened that requirement .
There was a circumstance where that was pointed out.
The
requirements should be consistent.
As they got into the issue
there were some wording changes that needed to be made in all of
the zones. This was concurrent with the 1997 UBC .
Paul Walgren asked if the fire wall was required whether or not
there were adjoining structures.
Howard Denney noted that it used to be a two-hour fire wall and now
it would be a one hour fire wall.
Mr. Walgren asked what kind of restrictions would be on his corner
lot.
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Rod Despain explained that the requirement of a fire wall was
triggered when the structure was constructed within 5 feet of the
property line.
If it was more than 5 feet , a fire wall was not
required.
Mr . Walgren asked for further information.
Mayor Barratt stated that they would get him a copy of the zone
requirements .
There being no additional comments, the hearing adjourned at 7:40
p . m.
REGULAR SESSION
The American Fork City Council met in a regular session on December
12, 2000, in the City Hall, commencing at 7:41p.m. Those present
included Mayor Ted Barratt, Council members Juel Belmont, Keith
Blake, Don Hampton, Tom Hunter, and Ricky Storrs. Others present
included Carl Wanlass, Richard Colborn, Howard Denney, Rod Despain,
Terry Fox, Kevin Bennett, Jay Christensen, Mark Bartholomew, Mr. &
Mrs. Bill Jacob, Ray Lamoreaux, Jack Barratt, Jess Green, Steve
Sowby, George Brown, Daniel Copper, Lorraine Vance, Janice Otteson,
Barbara Christiansen, Scouts from Troop 15, and 15 citizens .
The Boy Scouts in attendance led the audience in the Pledge of
Allegiance and Councilman Hampton offered the prayer.
TWENTY MINUTE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD - LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES PER
PERSON
Janice Otteson asked for a separate green arrow for left turns from
State Street onto First East.
City Engineer Howard Denney explained that was a UDOT controlled
intersection.
The contact person at UDOT was Mr. Doug Bassett,
227-8000.
Councilman Storrs noted that the same situation existed at 1100
East State and should be looked at as well.
Mayor Barratt noted that the State was aware of those situations.
Councilman Hampton
something as well.

added

that

the

City

staff

could

initiate

George Brown reported that he had talked with Orem City about sewer
lift stations. They had some bad experiences. Now they had rather
strict specifications. One cost approximately $250,000 to install
and had their own sources of power. It cost about $10,000 per year
in additional employee expense to maintain one.
Also, the pumps
were about $10,000 to replace.
George Brown asked about the road network with the new Pleasant
Grove interchange. They were going to make certain concessions to
5

tie into our existing roads .
Mayor Barratt stated that the City did have input into that.
Howard Denney stated that the interchange project would come to our
860 East Street in line with 1500 South (6400 North-County).
George Brown asked if the Sam White Lane overpass, 1100 South (6800
North-County), was going to be left open.
Mayor Barratt responded that it had not yet been determined .
George Brown commented that an east-west route was very critical.
Councilman Hampton added that it was emphasized in the recent joint
work session with the Planning Commission. They would all be doing
what they could.
Mayor Barratt stated that he was the representative to the Council
of Governments (COG) and they would be meeting on February 15,
2001, to go over the road network. They were well of aware of the
importance of maintaining the overpass .
There would be a ground
breaking for the new interchange tomorrow .
Bill Jacob stated that about a year and a half ago the Council
adopted a policy of 25 cents per copy.
He was informed that the
Library as charging five cents per copy.
Mayor Barratt stated that he was aware that there was a disparity
there and it would be addressed at a future meeting.
PRESENTATION OF THE COALITION
GOVERNOR'S FAMILY AWARD

FOR

UTAH

FAMILIES

"COMMUNITY"

Mayor Barratt asked the Literacy Center Volunteers and those
involved there to come forward. He explained that on November 21,
2000, he had the opportunity to represent American Fork City in
receiving an award given by First Lady Jackie Leavitt and Governor
Leavitt because of the work done in conjunction with the Literacy
Center.
These individuals had given part of themselves to the
Community and have imbedded and instilled with those whom they work
with a desire to reach beyond where they were at today and had
given them vision to see the horizon and how to arrive there.
Their work had touched Lt. Governor Olene Walker when she was here
at the dedication of the Library. There was general applause .
Mayor Barratt noted that the Statue would be placed in the Library.
It read, Coalition for Utah Families "Community" Governor's Family
Award, American Fork Community of Promise, Michael 0. Leavitt,
Governor of the State of Utah, November 2000.
REPORT BY MAYOR BARRATT ON HERITAGE MANAGEMENT
Mayor Barratt reported that the City had not received any
communication from Heritage as far as their auditors or thei r
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individuals that were going through the billing.
They have not
completed it. Mayor Barratt, Councilman Hampton, and Carl Wanlass,
had met and have contracted with their own private CPA.
Kevin Bennett reported that he did receive a call.
counsel had been out of the country.

Their legal

Mayor Barratt explained that on December 4, 2000, a Notice of
Default and a Demand to Cure letter had been sent to Heritage.
They had until January 16, 2001, to remedy the past due interest.
Bill Jacob asked how much that was .
Mayor Barratt responded that it was just under $20,000.
Bill Jacob asked for a copy of the letter.
had sent a previous Letter of Default.
Mayor Barratt answered that
December 4, 2000.

He asked if the Mayor

the Letter of Default was

sent on

Bill Jacob stated that they have been discussing it for months.
Mayor Barratt stated that Heritage had paid the past due amount and
the huge problem they had a few months ago had shrunk down. They
were working toward a solution and the City wanted to help them
reach that solution. As of December 4, 2000, it was felt that the
issuance of a Letter of Default was needed.
Bill Jacob stated that the public gets confused when a couple of
years ago a guy did not pay his $35 business license and the City
prosecuted him. Why was this taking so long?
Mayor Barratt stated that it was no different.
The City went as
far as they could with him and they will go just as far as they
could with Heritage. American Fork would do whatever they could to
help you.
REPORT OF THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR
The City Administrator had nothing to report at this time.
COUNCIL REPORTS
Councilman Hunter had nothing to report at this time.
Councilmember Belmont reported that the Seniors had their annual
Christmas dinner on Saturday, December 2, 2000, at the High School.
One-hundred-eighty were in attendance.
Councilman Hampton reported on the Arts Council's efforts.
American Fork could be proud of the very high quality, first class
entertainment in the City.
On Saturday, the American Fork
Community Choir and the American Fork Children's Choir performed at
Forbes School under the direction of Merilee Barratt and Laura
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Dunn.
On Sunday, the American Fork Symphony accompanied by the
Utah Valley Hand Bell Choir performed at the High School.
Last
night at the Community Presbyterian Church, the Utah Valley Skyline
Chorus, in Barbershop Style, performed.
This would be an annual
program under the direction of the Cemetery Committee.
Councilman Hampton asked that the Cemetery Committee give a report
at the January 9, 2001, Council meeting.
Councilman Hampton expressed his appreciation to Mayor Barratt and
to the Councilmembers for their dedication.
They gave a lot of
hours unselfishly to the end of doing what they honestly felt was
the best, as did he, for the Community. He gave special thanks to
City Administrator, Carl Wanlass and to Richard Colborn and to all
the Staff. He added that sometimes things may be done that others
did not feel should be done, but they were trying.
For the most
part they did what was best for the City.
He thanked them for
their service. It was an honor for him to serve with this Council .
Councilman Blake thanked Councilman Hampton for those sentiments.
Councilman Blake reported that the City had received a letter back
from Metricom stating that they have declined their franchise. If
there were members of the public that would like to see this avenue
pursued, it would be helpful to have their input.
Councilman Storrs stated that earlier today the Youth Council met
at WalMart for a Sub for Santa Project. They could be proud of the
youth in this town in the way they represent themselves.
Councilman Storrs complimented the Police Department, Emergency
Medical Services, and the Fire Department on the recent accident
with multiple injuries on I-15. He complimented Lt. Gary Caldwell
as he was first on the scene.
It was a tough situation with the
prisoners that were in the van that rolled over. American Fork can
be proud of how well they handled that situation.
There was
general applause.
MAYOR'S REPORT
Mayor Barratt explained that he had met with Larry Ellertson who
was the manager of Utah Power in American Fork and that he had
mentioned to him that the crisis that was projected as far as power
was concerned had seemed to have subsided somewhat. It did not get
quite as cold as anticipated and it looked like services would come
on line in California within the next couple of days.
Mr.
Ellertson expressed his appreciation of the citizens of American
Fork for trying to conserve power during that crisis.
Mayor Barratt agreed that the Christmas concerts were remarkable .
His out of town guests were very impressed.
ACTION · ITEMS
Mayor Barratt asked that prior to entertaining questions, that the
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Council have an understanding of the issues and get clarification .
After they have had that opportunity, comments and questions would
then be received.
He asked that those individuals who had
questions or comments come to the podium.
They would then take
discussion back to the Council and take action at that time.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE COOPER AND HANSEN ANNEXATION CONSISTING OF
9. 71 ACRES AT 410 NORTH 1100 EAST INCLUDING THE ORDINANCE OF
ANNEXATION, PLACEMENT OF THE PROPERTY INTO THE R1-9000 ZONE, AND
ALSO THE ANNEXATION AGREEMENT
Mayor Barratt stated that this was a subject of one of the earlier
public hearings.
Councilman Hunter reported that the Planning Commission has asked
that this item be deleted from the action agenda until they can get
some issues worked out on the concept plan with the LDS Church .
Councilman Hampton moved to delete this item from the action items
on this agenda and to refer it back to the Planning Commission to
be brought forward at a future date. Councilman Blake seconded the
motion. All were in favor.

Jack Barratt asked if the public hearing on the zoning would be
repeated.
Mayor Barratt responded if the zone did not change, another hearing
would not be held.
Rod Despain explained that action on the annexation,
annexation agreement would be an agenda item.

zoning,

and

Mayor Barratt informed the audience that action items five and
eight had been deleted from the agenda.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE LAMOREAUX NO. 2 ANNEXATION CONSISTING OF
6.75 ACRES AT 1750 NORTH 900 EAST INCLUDING THE ORDINANCE OF
ANNEXATION, PLACEMENT OF THE PROPERTY INTO THE R1-9000 AND THE GC-2
ZONES, AND ALSO THE ANNEXATION AGREEMENT
Mayor Barratt stated that this was the subject of an earlier public
hearing.
Councilman Hampton asked if there was an inadequacy of the notice.
Mayor Barratt asked if the draft they received was different from
the one earlier.
Rod Despain stated that it was. He explained that the map used for
the hearing did not reflect the current plan. The commercial area
was shown to the west and residential to the east.
The current
plan intends that commercial be located in the northwest portion
and residential to the south and east.
Kevin Bennett noted that what was put in his packet showed lot
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sizes about 7500 square feet.
There was a concern of the size of
the development in that it did not meet the minimum area PUD
requirements. A finding would be needed by the Council that there
was some significant, unique reason that made it so. There were a
number of issues.
Howard Denney declared that he was family friends with Eldon
Roberts who was in partnership with those that held the protection
strip. He added that some time ago, Cedar Hills came to American
Fork when the roadway along the north was being planned and asked
if that was an appropriate location and cross section.
At this
point in time, the City was annexing that road and then according
to this plan, turning their back to it. Every other time, the City
required full dedication and improvements.
Steve Sowby, representing Ray Lamoreaux, stated that on November 1,
2000, the Planning Commission approved the PUD concept plan with
the housing to the south and east that he had prepared.
They
approved the R1- 9000 zone.
It did conform to the General Plan.
Immediately after the meeting he prepared a plan with some changes
as requested and presented that to staff. He did not know why it
did not get advertized that way.
The applicant and himself had
done everything in detail that the Planning Commission had
suggested. He did not want to see it delayed too long.
Mayor Barratt stated that the draft that he had was dated 12-12 2000.
Rod Despain stated that there were some changes that came after the
information was placed in the packets.
Councilman Hunter moved to defer the annexation and zone change
request back to the Planning Commission and staff for clarification
of the questions on zoning compliance, undersized PUD area,
adequacy of notice on the zone hearing, and acceptance by the
applicant of the terms of annexation.
Councilmember Belmont
seconded the motion.

Councilman Hampton asked what needed to be done.
Mayor Barratt asked if this would be addressed by the Planning
Commission at their meeting on the 20th.
Rod Despain stated that it was not on the agenda, but it could be
so amended.
Mr. Sowby identified that one of the issues was the
notice.
That could be taken care of.
That was one thing.
The
Planning Commission did recommend the annexation concept plan as
shown. The question was whether or not the plan that was approved
conformed to the Ordinance and what position the Council may take
on that.
There may be a discrepancy.
It needed to be again
advertized and placed on the next agenda and between now and then
the Planning Commission would review it.
Mr. Despain continued that the water for the annexation had been
conveyed and it was a question of the detail. He asked the Council
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to review the annexation agreement in detail.
He suspected that
there would only be a change in the annexation concept plan.
All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE DEVELOPMENT CODE
RELATING TO SETBACKS FOR MAIN & ACCESSORY BUILDINGS
FIREWALL
REQUIREMENTS
LOCATION OF ATTACHED GARAGES ON CORNER LOTS IN
RESIDENTIAL ZONES
AND PROVIDING FOR THE ENFORCEMENT OF THESE
AMENDMENTS
I

I

I

Mayor Barratt stated that this item was also the subject of an
earlier public hearing.
He asked if there were any additional
questions or comments.
Councilman Hampton requested that when the documents come to the
Council that they designate what was changed.
Rod Despain responded that in this case it was felt that because of
the number of changes that a replacement document was more
appropriate.
Councilman Hampton moved to adopt Ordinance No. 2000-12-40 amending
the Development Code relating to setbacks for main and accessory
buildings, firewall requirements, location of attached garages on
corner lots in residential zones, and providing for the enforcement
of these amendments.
Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion.
All were in favor.

PRESENTATION AND ACTION ON THE COOPER-ROBERTS EVALUATION OF THE
EXISTING PUBLIC SAFETY BUILDING
Wally Cooper reviewed with the Council the study and the
conclusions.
He apologized for getting it to them a little late.
In their evaluation they used several comparisons.
They looked at a 15 to 20 year life for the building and a 25 to 30
year life.
He explained that FEMA set a standard to arrive at a
cost for collapse prevention.
They could expect in the 15 to 20 life, a remodel cost of about $86
per square foot.
In this scenario, in a geologic event, loss of
life would be prevented, but the building would not be useable.
For the 25 to 30 year life of the building, a more extensive
upgrade would be necessary. This could cost as high as $186.00 per
square foot but the building would be useable after a geologic
event. A newly constructed building would last at least this long.
In order to compare apples to apples, the comparison would need to
be between the 25 to 30-year fix and new construction.
Councilman Hampton observed that it was apparent that for the long
term they needed to demolish and rebuild.
He suggested a public
hearing would be in order to determine a location.
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Councilman Storrs commented that they were looking at basically the
same scenario as what they looked at with the library .
Councilman Blake acknowledged the thoroughness of the study. The
hazardous materials abatement should probably be done regardless.
The cost appeared to be about $85,000.
Mr. Cooper added that there were a lot more qualified contractors
now and one would be able to go to competitive bids.
Howard Denney asked if the remodel included access for vehicles.
Mr. Cooper responded that it was an interior remodel only.
still had all the fire apparatus bumper to bumper.
In
comparables that were recited, they were on one floor.

It
the

Richard Colborn asked about the building costs for new.
Mr. Cooper answered that it was around $122 per square foot and it
was for what new structures had been constructed for.
It did not
include soft costs which were for land acquisition, engineer fees,
and architect fees.
Mayor Barratt asked if there were further questions.
Councilman
hearing.

Hampton

stated

that

they

needed

to

have

a

public

Councilmember Belmont suggested that the hearing be held on a
Tuesday night prior to the meeting as people did not come on the
other nights.
She congratulated Mr. Cooper on his study.
Mayor Barratt called for a motion to accept the
authorize staff to prepare for public hearings.

study and to

Councilman Blake moved to accept the study done by Cooper-Roberts
and authorize staff to prepare for public hearings.
Councilman
Storrs seconded the motion. All were in favor.

Councilman
expected.

Hampton

asked

how

soon

the

public

hearings

were

Mayor Barratt answered March or April.
Jay Christensen asked why it would be so long. He suggested that
it be in the latter part of January.
Councilmembers Hampton,
Storrs, and Blake concurred.
Mayor Barratt responded that he would take that into consideration.
Bill Jacob commented that they would have a public hearing.
concern that surfaced was where would it be located.

One

Mayor Barratt agreed that the public needed to know and the City
would need some time to study that . Part of the Council retreat in
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February would be on this.
Bill Jacob felt that public input prior to the retreat would be
helpful to the Council. If this building was to be located on the
same piece of ground, it would be difficult.
This needed to be
brought before the public.
Mayor Barratt agreed.
to do.

There was some work that the Council needed

Bill Jacob added that the sale of the Heritage played a big part as
well. The newspaper couched the $133,000 for the security system
in the design of the building.
Intermediating costs were not a
savings but a reduction of building.
It was a replacement of
priorities. He encouraged the Council to get the Heritage sold.
REVIEW AND ACCEPTANCE OF THE FINANCIAL AUDIT FOR FISCAL YEAR ENDING
JUNE 30, 2000
This item was removed from the agenda.
REVIEW
AND
ACTION
ON
SUBDIVISIONS,
COMMERCIAL
PROJECTS,
CONDOMINIUMS, AND PUD'S INCLUDING 1) PLAT APPROVAL; 2) METHOD OF
SATISFACTION OF WATER RIGHTS REQUIREMENTS; 3) POSTING OF AN
IMPROVEMENT BOND OR SETTING OF A TIME FRAME FOR IMPROVEMENT
INSTALLATION; AND 4) AUTHORIZATION TO SIGN THE FINAL PLAT AND
ACCEPTANCE OF ALL DEDICATIONS TO THE PUBLIC AND TO HAVE THE PLAT
RECORDED
a.

Review and action on an amended plat for Lot 1 Automall Plat
Subdivision at 500 East 1000 South
Councilman Hampton moved to approve the amended final plat of
Lot 1 Automall Subdivision - Plat A, and to authorize the
Mayor and Council to sign the plat, accept the dedications and
have the plat recorded, subject to technical corrections to
the title block and signature block of the plat, as directed
by the City Engineer. Councilman Storrs seconded the motion.
All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A CONTRACT WITH FRANDSEN
IRRIGATION STUDY

&

Kevin Bennett recommended
provided today.

draft

the

adoption of

the

NOBLE FOR AN
that

was

Councilman Hampton commented that in the earlier Council meeting
when Frandsen & Noble were selected, Frandsen & Noble made the
commitment to include within the cost, a consideration of the
observations that were made in that meeting and are in the minutes
of the November 14, 2000, Council meeting essentially by Howard
Denney and George Brown. He wanted to make sure that was still a
part of the deal.
Richard Noble was present and stated that it was.
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Councilman Hampton moved to approve the Frandsen & Noble agreement
on the condition that pages 19 and 20 of the November 14, 2000,
Council meeting where those comments were made be included within
the same price. Councilman Blake seconded the motion.

Richard Noble addressed the Council noting that Frandsen & Noble
had enjoyed being in the City for a dozen years and were committed
in doing a good job for the City. They were part of the community
and wanted to be here for a long time. They had met numerous times
with the City Engineer, Howard Denney, and other staff members and
had discussed this project.
He had a good understanding of what
was required.
Mr. Noble raised a concern regarding the November 14, 2000, meeting
where the integrating this study with a study of treatment
facilities for surface water for culinary purposes was talked
about. He believed in the meeting that Mr. Denney stated that was
beyond the scope.
Councilman Hampton observed that statement was
minutes that it was beyond the scope.

included in the

Mr . Noble stated that they felt it was beyond the scope and would
not be doing that.
All were in favor.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON A RESOLUTION REGARDING AN INTERLOCAL EMS
AGREEMENT WITH LONE PEAK PUBLIC SAFETY DISTRICT
This item was deleted from the agenda .
REVIEW AND ACTION PROVIDING FOR A 2% COST OF LIVING AND PERFORMANCE
EVALUATION WAGE INCREASES FOR EMPLOYEES
Mayor Barratt explained that it would mean approximately $50 per
month increase for full time employees.
Part time employees with
five years or more work experience with the City would also receive
the 2%.
Councilman Storrs moved approval of a 2% cost of
performance evaluation wage increase for employees.
Hunter seconded the motion.

Councilmember
process.

Belmont

asked

about

the

performance

living and
Councilman

evaluation

Carl Wanlass stated that every employee was evaluated.
Councilman Hampton stated that he was impressed with the
recommendation of Mr. Wanlass to the effect that the departments
themselves were willing to squeeze and cooperate so this was
possible.
Councilman Blake asked when it would take effect.
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Mr. Wanlass
January.

responded

that

it

would

be

the

first

payroll

in

All were in favor.

REPORT AND ACTION ON CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS ITEMS INCLUDING CHANGE
ORDERS
There were no change orders.
REPORT AND ACTION ON PLANNING COMMISSION ITEMS
Councilman Hunter reported that the Planning Commission at their
December 6, 2000, meeting approved a change in use for the North
Hampton House Reception Center at 190 West 300 North; approved the
preliminary plat for the Richard's Apartments Plat B at 84 North
250 West; approved with conditions a site plan for a sign at Hart's
Car Wash at 585 East State Road; approved with conditions a site
plan for an LDS Chapel at 507 West 700 North; approved with
conditions the subdivision of Lot 1, American Fork Automall
Subdivision at 500 East 1000 South; approved a zone change request
at 1095 North 200 East back to the RA-1 zone; approved with
conditions the preliminary and final plats of the Fairway Acres
Estates at 1095 North 200 East; approved a site plan for Alpine
Sleep Center at 52 North 1100 East; approved the site plan for the
4.5 million gallon water tank at 1530 North 1100 East; discussed
the annexation agreement for the Ivona Robinson Annexation at 575
East 1500 South; discussed the annexation agreement for the Roberts
Annexation at 610 North 1100 East; discussed the annexation
agreement for the Stratton Annexation at 1650 North 900 East; and
discussed a new annexation concept plan for the Cooper and Hansen
Annexation at 410 North 1100 East.
As a result of this meeting the following public hearings should be
set for January 9, 2001:
6:30p.m. 6:40p.m. 6:50p.m. Councilman
hearing be
7:00 p.m.
hearing be
1750 North

Receiving of public comment on a site plan for the
Alpine Sleep Center at 52 North 1100 East.
Receiving of public comment on a site plan for the
North Hampton House Reception Center at 190 North
300 West.
Receiving of public comment on a change in zone
back to the RA-1 zone at 1095 North 200 East.

Hunter requested that on January 23, 2001, a public
set for the Mountain Meadow PUD at 370 South 400 West at
and, also, on January 9, 2001, at 6:20 p.m. a public
set for the zoning of the Lamoreaux No. 2 Annexation at
900 East that was discussed earlier.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE NOVEMBER 28, 2000, MINUTES
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the November 28, 2000, minutes
with some housecleaning items.
(They included on page 2, line 13,
deletion of the word "all." On page 9, line 16, change "their" to
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"our."}
favor.

Councilmember Belmont seconded the motion.

REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE NOVEMBER 29,
MINUTES

2000,

All were in

CC/PC JOINT SESSION

Councilman Hampton moved approval of the November 29, 2000, joint
City Council/Planning Commission work session minutes with some
housecleaning items.
{The included on page 3, line 47, insert the
words, "and zoning" after "densities." On page 8, line 11, delete
the word "some."}
Councilman Hunter seconded the motion. Voting
was as follows: Aye, Councilmembers Hampton, Hunter, Belmont, and
Blake. Abstain, Councilman Storrs. The motion carried.
REVIEW AND ACTION ON THE DECEMBER 7, 2000, WORK SESSION MINUTES
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the December 7, 2000, work
session minutes with the deletion of the word "a" on page 3, line
53. Councilman Blake seconded the motion. Voting was as follows:
Aye,
Councilmembers Hampton,
Blake,
and Storrs.
Abstain,
Councilmembers Belmont and Hunter. The motion carried.
FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT INCLUDING ACTION ON THE APPROVAL OF CITY
BILLS FOR PAYMENT
Councilmember Belmont reported that the Finance Committee had
reviewed the City bills for payment, the purchase requests over
$1,000, and also the manual cash expenses.
Councilman Hampton moved approval of the City bills for payment,
the purchase requests over $1,000, and the manual cash expenses as
reviewed by the Finance Committee. Councilman Blake seconded the
motion. All were in favor.
Councilman Hampton expressed appreciation to Councilmember Belmont
for conducting the Finance Committee in his absence.
ADJOURNMENT
Mayor Barratt wished all a Merry Christmas noting that the Council
would not meet again until next year. He encouraged them to enjoy
their families during this Holiday Season.
Councilman Blake noted that 2001 marked the beginning of a new
century.
Councilman Blake moved adjournment at 9:10p.m.
seconded the motion. All were in favor.

L

f!A.

©Jl

Richard M. Colborn
City Recorder
16

Councilman Storrs

