WORK SESSION: A work session will be held at 6:00 p.m. in Conference Room #3, Second Floor, of
the Farmington City Hall, 160 South Main Street. The work session will be to give an update on the Special
Assessment Area (SAA) and to answer any questions the City Council may have on agenda items. The
public is welcome to attend.

FARMINGTON CITY COUNCIL MEETING
NOTICE AND AGENDA

Notice is hereby given that the City Council of Farmington City will hold a

regular City Council meeting on Tuesday, November 15, 2016, at 7:00 p.m. The meeting
will be held at the Farmington City Hall, 160 South Main Street, Farmington, Utah.

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

The agenda for the meeting shall be as follows:
CALL TO ORDER:
7:00  Roll Call (Opening Comments/Invocation) Pledge of Allegiance
NEW BUSINESS:
7:05  Construction Options for 650 West Street Improvement Project
7:45  Street Cross Section Approval for the 650 West Street Improvement Project
8:30  Design Engineer for the 650 West Street Improvement Project
SUMMARY ACTION:
8:35  Minute Motion Approving Summary Action List
1. Resolution and Agreement with Davis Metro Narcotics Task Force
GOVERNING BODY REPORTS:
8:40  City Manager Report
1. Police Monthly Activity Report for October
8:45 City Council Committee Reports
9:00 Mayor Talbot & City Council Reports

ADJOURN



CLOSED SESSION

Minute motion adjourning to closed session, if necessary, for reasons permitted by
law.

DATED this 10th day of November, 2016.

FARMINGTON CITY CORPORATION

*PLEASE NOTE: Times listed for each agenda item are estimates only and should not
be construed to be binding on the City Council.

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, individuals needing special
accommodations (including auxiliary communicative aids and services) during this
meeting, should notify Holly Gadd, City Recorder, 451-2383 x 203, at least 24 hours prior
to the meeting.



CITY COUNCILEAGENDA

For Council Meeting:
November 15, 2016

SUBJECT: Roll Call (Opening Comments/Invocation) Pledge of Allegiance

It is requested that City Council Member Brigham Mellor give the invocation
to the meeting and it is requested that Mayor Jim Talbot lead the audience in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

NOTE: Appointments must be scheduled 14 days prior to Council Meetings; discussion
items should be submitted 7 days prior to Council meeting.



CITY COUNGIL AGENDA

For Council Meeting:
November 15, 2016

SUBJE CT: Construction Options for 650 West Street Improvement Project

ACTION TO BE CONSIDERED:

Approve by motion option 1 or 2 as contained in the background portion of this report.

GENERAL INFORMATION:

See enclosed staff report prepared by Chad Boshell, City Engineer.

NOTE: Appointments must be scheduled 14 days prior to Council Meetings; discussion
items should be submitted 7 days prior to Council meeting.
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City Council Staff Report
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council
From: Chad Boshell, City Engineer
Date: November 15, 2016
SUBIJECT: OPTIONS TO CONSTRUCT 650 WEST STREET IMPROVEMENT
PROJECT
RECCOMENDATION

Approve by motion option 1 or 2 as contained in the background portion of this report.
BACKGROUND

Throughout the SAA process for the 650 West Improvement Project City Staff has developed a
possible alternative to construct the project if the SAA is voted down. The streets in this area need to
be reconstructed and improved to meet the demands that will occur with the high school and other
developments and growth. The SAA was recommended as a way to get the improvements
constructed, provide a financing option for residents with extension agreements, have the remaining
residents pay for a portion of the improvements, and with a substantial portion of the costs covered
from other City sources so as to complete all of the roads in the area. Without the SAA the total
construction cost of the project has not changed, below is the cost of the project and the funds that
can be allocated to it:

Total project construction cost - $4.2 million
City General fund - $574,000
City Prop 1 (2 years) - $550,000
City Impact fees - $968.864
Miller Meadows - $133.334
High School Frontage (DSD) - $509,887
Tiger Grant - $700.000
Unfunded (SAA Portion) - $763.915

If the City allocates the funds that they had been willing to commit towards the SAA and along with
the funds listed above there is still a shortfall of $763,915. This shortfall does not include any
bonding and financing costs that could occur depending on how the City funds the project.

The City still has approximately 53 extension agreements that can be called throughout the project.
The cost assessed to each resident with an extension agreement is different depending on whether
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they live in the Tiger Grant boundary and on their specific extension agreement. Below are two
options that involve calling the extension agreements:

1. Call the extension agreements in their entirety, it is estimated that anywhere from $500,000 —
600,000 could be paid by these agreements. If the extension agreements are called the
shortfall that the City would have to contribute is approximately $270,000.

2, Call the extension agreements in their entirety but have the City’s Prop 1 funds allocated to
cover the asphalt portion of each respective extension agreement. Those residents on 650
West and Glovers would not have pay for all of the sidewalk due to the Tiger Grant but the
residents will need to cover the City’s 20% match. It is estimated that the extension
agreements could pay between $250,000-300,000 leaving the City with a shortfall of
approximately $600,000.

The extension agreement costs all vary depending on the wording of the agreement. The estimates
include the curb, gutter, sidewalk, and asphalt extension with the associated items needed to
complete those listed in the agreement.

[t is proposed that whether or not the SAA passes, that the City design and bid the project as soon as
possible to capture a favorable bid. As outlined in option 2 the City will construct the project by
using the above funding and calling on the extension agreements along the roads in the current SAA
boundary. After the project bids, if there is still a funding shortfall as estimated, the project will then
decrease its scope and focus on completing the 650 West and Glovers Lane portions only.

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION

None

Respectively Submitted Reviewed and Concur
A b Jf) T fAIR

Chad Boshell Dave Millheim

City Engineer City Manager



C 'Y e OUINIC LI SAGENIDIA

For Council Meeting:
November 15, 2016

SUBJE CT: Street Cross Section Approval for the 650 West Street Improvement
Project

ACTION TO BE CONSIDERED:

See enclosed staff report for recommendation.

GENERAL INFORMATION:

See enclosed staff report prepared by Chad Boshell, City Engineer.

NOTE: Appointments must be scheduled 14 days prior to Council Meetings; discussion
items should be submitted 7 days prior to Council meeting.
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City Council Staff Report

To: Honorable Mayor and City Council

From: Chad Boshell, City Engineer

Date: November 15,2016

SUBJECT:  CONSIDER APPROVAL OF THE STREET CROSS SECTION FOR THE 650
WEST STREET IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

RECOMMENDATION

Approve one of the following street cross sections for the 650 West Street Improvement Project:

1. Approve the following street cross sections :

a.

o o

Glovers Lane from the Legacy overpass to Country Lane shall be the standard 80’
ROW with sidewalk per Exhibit B.

650 West shall be the standard 66° ROW with sidewalk per Exhibit A.

500 South shall be the standard 66° ROW with sidewalk per Exhibit A.

1100 West shall be improved on the remaining portions on the west side only and
leave the east side un touched until we have clarity on the future road issues. The
west side side treatments will adhere to the standard 80° ROW.

OR

2. Approve the following street cross sections :

d.

b.

Glovers Lane from the Legacy overpass to Country Lane shall be the standard 80’
ROW with sidewalk per Exhibit B.

650 West shall be the standard 66° ROW per Exhibit A with sidewalk on the east
side and an equestrian trail on the west from Glovers Lane to 500 South.

500 South shall be the standard 66 ROW per Exhibit A with sidewalk on the south
and trail on the north.

1100 West shall be improved on the remaining portions on the west side only and
leave the east side un touched until we have clarity on the future road issues. The
west side side treatments will adhere to the standard 80° ROW.

BACKGROUND

City staff has had three meetings with various residents that live on 650 West and 1100 West to
discuss concerns about the SAA and the street improvements. Much of the discussions have been
about the cross sections of the roads in the SAA. City Staff and its consultants need direction from
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the City Council on the cross section of the roads so that design can commence and any additional
ROW be purchased. The following discussion will focus on each road in the SAA and discuss some
of the concerns and desires of the residents in the area.

Glovers Lane is a major collector road which will have an 80" ROW with 52 of asphalt and
sidewalks on both sides. Exhibit B is the planned cross section for this street. Staff is not aware of
any concerns from the residents regarding the proposed cross section. Due to the intents and use of
Glovers Lane to convey people to the Frontage Road. 650 West, 1100 West, and 1525 West staff
recommends using the cross section depicted in Exhibit B.

The discussions with the residents about 650 West, 500 South, and 1100 West were much different
with many varied opinions and ideas on what the cross sections should be. Below is a list of
concerns and desires that were discussed:

e There should be a rural feel to the road and area.

e Some did not want curb and gutter.

e Some wanted rolled curb or a cross gutter as the curb.

e Some were okay with the standard cross section,

* Some wanted a wider street while others wanted a narrower one.

o They all agreed that the road should be striped.

e Roads in Park City were mentioned quite a bit which does not have curb and gutter and
asphalt trails.

e Some wanted equestrian trails of some kind.

e It was discussed to only have sidewalk on one side with nothing on the other.

To summarize the discussions we had with the residents is that there exists a lot of uncertainty in
what to expect with the finished product with a lot of different visions of what it should look like.

No matter what is chosen for a cross section, you are not going to reach a neighborhood consensus.
To accurately make a decision on the cross section of these roads the following needs to considered:

e 650 West and 1100 West are at a minimum minor collector streets with 1100 West becoming
a major collector in the future. These routes have been planned to be collector roads for
many years and will convey a lot of traffic each day.

* 500 South is planned to be a minor collector road and should remain that way as it is the only
east-west connection between Clark Lane and Glovers Lane.

e Curb and gutter is needed to manage storm water, create boundaries, protect asphalt, protect
private property, manage parking, and contain vehicular traffic.

e Park strips are used for aesthetic purposes and snow storage in the winter.

 Sidewalk is needed for the Canyon Creek Elementary School kids and for the new high
school students.

The desire by some residences to keep the rural feel on 650 West by not having curb and gutter does
not match what the City has been allowing in West Farmington. 650 West, 1100 West, and 500
South need to be improved with curb, gutter, and sidewalk for the safety of the pedestrians and
school children. improve and maintain projected vehicular volumes while maintaining and increasing
safety, and to improve storm water drainage. Attached are pictures of roads in Park City and Holiday



that do not have curb and gutter, these roads have different uses, traffic volumes, and locations. In
Farmington the Summerset Subdivision and portions of Main Street do not have curb and gutter. The
City does not and has refused to take over ownership and maintenance of the Summerset storm drain
due to the lack of curb and gutter, These areas pose problems for the City to maintain adequate
storm drain and to maintain the roads. The City has for many years tried to get the rest of Main
Street improved.

Much discussion and some desire has been shown to have equestrian trails installed with the project.
There are two recommendations for street cross sections in this report, the second one includes
equestrian trails. If equestrian trails are selected than the City Council needs to make a commitment
to have them at some point in the future installed along one side of the following roads: 650 West
from Glovers Lane to 500 South, 500 South on the north side, 1100 West from 500 South to the D&
RG trail on the east side, and on future improvements along 1525 West, 1100 West on the west side
and Glovers Lane from 650 West to the west on the south side of the road. Due to the available
ROW the equestrian trails could only be 5° wide to allow for a park strip with mow curbs to contain
the trail. It is not recommended to use asphalt for the trail as it is difficult to install and maintaina 5°
wide asphalt trail, City Staff recommends using a crushed gravel for the trail. During parts of the
winter the trail would not be usable for pedestrians due to the inability to shovel / plow a gravel trail.
A5’ equestrian trail is probably too narrow but widening it would eliminate the park strip or need
additional ROW, both of which could have negative consequences for the abutting homeowners.

With the new schools. parks, and development the majority of the residents in the area would use the
sidewalks rather than equestrian trails. The west side of Farmington has changed, it is not the same
rural area that it once was to the disappointment of many residents. There are not as many residents
living the rural lifestyle with horses and other animals. History demonstrates if trends continue the
majority of those with horses will move on at some point in the future. If trails are installed and at a
later date the City Council wants to install sidewalk the cost of the sidewalk will be shouldered by
the entire City. The extension agreements will only pay for the improvements once whether it is
sidewalk or trails and the Tiger Grant is a onetime affair. After meeting with many of the residents,
considering their concerns, and weighing the pros and cons and future development City Staff
recommends approving option 1, installing sidewalk on both sides of the roads.

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION

1. Exhibit A — 66 ROW

2. Exhibit B — 80’ ROW

3. Pictures

Respectively Submitted Reviewed and Concur
ld 4 W Pose ftl

Chad Boshell Dave Millheim

City Engineer City Manager
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Figure 1: Farmington City at 1525 West — 66 ROW

Figure 2: Farmington City at 1525 West — 66° ROW




Figure 3: Farmington City at the Frontage Road and Glovers Lane




Figure 5: Park City
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CITY COUNEIE AGENDA

For Council Meeting:
November 15, 2016

SUBJE CT: Design Engineer for the 650 West Street Improvement Project

ACTION TO BE CONSIDERED:

Approve design services and contract for the 650 West Street Improvement Project to
CRS Engineers for the amount of $57,975.

GENERAL INFORMATION:

See enclosed staff report prepared by Chad Boshell, City Engineer.

NOTE: Appointments must be scheduled 14 days prior to Council Meetings; discussion
items should be submitted 7 days prior to Council meeting.
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City Council Staff Report

To: Honorable Mayor and City Council
From: Chad Boshell, City Engineer
Date: November 15, 2016

SUBJECT:  CONSIDER APPROVAL FOR THE DESIGN ENGINEER FOR THE 650
WEST STREET IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

RECOMMENDATION

Approve design services and contract for the 650 West Street Improvement Project to CRS Engineers
for the amount of $57,975,

BACKGROUND

The City received two proposals to design the 650 Street Improvement Projecl. The work includes
design of the road and all improvements as detailed in the current SAA boundaries. Davis County
School District has already completed the design of the majority of the work along the [rontage of the
high school, the selected engineers will coordinate work with the Districts engineer. Below is a list
of the two proposals that were received:

o JUB-$189,900
o CRS-$57,975

The project design is planned to be done by the end of January and bid during February of 2017.
City staff recommends awarding the design engineering for the 650 West Street Improvement Project

to CRS Engineers

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION

1. Proposal

2. Contract

Respectively Submitted Reviewed and Concur_
LS b Ml oy A

Chad Boshell Dave Millheim

City Enginecer City Manager
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%E RS ERGINEERS PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT
DS 2060 East 2100 South, Salt Lake City, Utah 84109
PH 801-359-5565 / FX 801-359-4272

FARMINGTON CITY COPRORATICN (“CLIENT"), HEREBY AUTHORIZES CRS CONSULTING ENGINEERS, INCORPORATED

("ENGINEER"), A UTAH CORPORATION, TO PROVIDE THE SERVICES DESCRIBED BELOW SUBJECT TO THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS SET
FORTH BELOW.

L CUENTisat: povide/D _ Copomions __ Ponenstip@  soferoprietorship 0
A.  CLIENT INFORMATION: B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Client Name: FARMINGTON CITY CORPORA TION Project Name and Location.

Representative: CHAD BOSHELL | FRRINGTON A

Address: 720 WEST CLARK | ANF Estimated Begin/End Dates:
FARMINGTON UT 84025 NOVEMBER 2016/ UNDETERMINED

Phone: 801-457-2383 CRS Project No.{TBD)

C. ENGINEER'S SERVICES:

ENGINEER shall provide the services set forth below or within the Scope of Services attached hereto and by this reference made 2
part hereof. Services not expressly set forth below or within attached Scope of Services or otherwise incidental ta or implicit in those
services, as determined solely by ENGINEER, are not a service of ENGINEER.

Description of Services: SURVEY AND ENGINEERING DESIGN SERVICES FOR THE ROADWAY SECTIONS COMPRISING
FARMINGTON SAA AS DESCRIBED IN THE PROPOSAL DATED NOVEMBER 4, 2016 ATTACHED HERETO
AND MARKED EXHIBIT A.

D. COMPENSATION:

ENGINEER shall be compensated as described in this paragraph D and within the Scope of Services attached hereto and by this
reference made a part hereof, and Article 1 herein. CLIENT shall pay a retainer fee of _s n/a_prior to commencement of ENGINEER'S
services. Said fee shall be applied to the final invoice for services provided hereunder. In the event there is conflict between the

compensation provision of this paragraph D and the Scope of Services, this paragraph D and Article 1 herein shall control.

LUMP SUM PROJECT IN THE AMOUNT OF FIFTY-SEVEN THOUSAND NINE HUNDRED SEVENTY-FIVE {557,975.00) DOLLARS.

HAVING READ, UNDERSTOOD AND AGREED TO THE FOREGOING, AND THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS SET FORTH ON THE REVERSE
SIDE HEREOF, CLIENT AND ENGINEER, 8Y AND THROUGH THEIR AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVES, HAVE SUBSCRIBED THEIR NAMES
HERETO EFFECTIVE THE LAST DATE APPEARING BELOW.

FARMINGTON CITY CORPCRATION CRS CONSULTING ENGINEERS INCORPORATED
Authorized Signature Authorized Signature

By (piint): By (print): Matt Hirst

Title (print): Title (print): President

Date: Date:



1.1 R rsab

ARTICLE 1. COMPENSATION

Cxpen Reimbursable expenses include all expenditures made by or on
behalf of ENGINEER In performing its setvices heteunder and in the interest of the project

1.2 Broyress Payments. CLIENT will be involced at the end of the first calendar month following

the effective date of this Agreement and at the end of each calendar month tnereafter.
Invoices shall reflect billing for work petfarmed by ENGINEER duiing the month invoiced
Payment on an invoice is due upon recespl of the invoice by CLIENT. Payments via ¢redit
card will only be accepted for the specified amount Including the processing fee of 3.25%
incurred by ENGINEER from the credit card company. In the event of a dispute regarding an
invoice, CLIENT shall pay all undisputed amounts 25 per this Article and dispured amaunts
shall be reserved far resalution.

1.4 Lale Payment/Collection, ENGINEER may assess a carrying charge of 1.5 percent per month

on pragress payments hot made within thinty (36) days of the date of invoice, which charge
CLIENT warrants will be paid on demand. ENGINEER may, in its sole discretion and withou:
natice, suspend ar ferminate ils setvices under this Agreement should CLIENT net pay the
amount invoiced within forty-five (45) days of the date of invoice. FNGINFFR further
reserves the right to withhold fram CLIENT any instruments of ENGINEER's service, or
copias therecf, developed for CLIENT under this Agreement pending payment on CLIENT's
outstanding indebtedness, If it becomes necessary to refer the account to a collection
agency CLIENT agree ta pay all costs, nol limited ta, attarney's fees, court casts, costs of
preparng decuments for court and callection agency fees, whether incurred by ‘ling a
lawsuit or otherwlse.

| 4 Fstimates of Compensation. Estimates of ENGINEER'S compensation or fee whare surveying

seivices are to be provided only represent ENGIMEER's apinien given the then cxlsting
infarmation and circumstances and are not binding upon ENGINEER. Actual compensation
or fee for surveying services may vary substantially depending upon conditions beyond
CNGINEER's knowledge or contrel, including but not limited to adverse weather, lack of
2dequate monumentation ar contral, and/or sire conditions

ARTICLE 2. SPECIAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS

1.1 Additional Services. Services not expressly or implicitly included with those herein specified,

as determined by ENGINEER, are not covered by this Agreement, Such services may be
provided only upen the execution of an amendment in compliance with this Agreement.

2.2 Consteuction Estimates, Estimates of construction cost, material quantities and construction

1.

3

lime estimates provided by ENGINEER under this Agreement represent its opinion and are
subject lo change and are contingent upon factors over which ENGINEER has ho control
ENGINEER makes na warranty, express or implied, as to the acciracy of such estimates

Construction Services, Except as may be expressly provided by this Agreement, CLIENT
recognizes that ENGINEER's compensation for any services rendered during constiuction
contemplates one (1) construction contract being let and construction completion within
the time peried set forth herein. Should the period for construction be exceeded through
no fault of ENGINEER or moze than one (1) construction contract be let, ENGINEER's
compensation shall be increased for <ervires rendered in relation to such additional
conhact(s) ar heyond sald time period. ENGINEER Is not respensible for the means,
methods or sequences of construction nor for the safety of workers o1 others at the
construction site. Construction review services are neither exhaustive nor continuaus and
consist of periodic visits to the project site intended only to determine whether
canstruction is In general conformance with canstruction contract dacuments. ENGINEER Is
not responsible for the perforrmance er non-performance of the construction contracter or
its subcontractor(s).

2.4 Terminstion, This Agreement may be terminated by either party upon written notice sheuld

the other party fail substantially to perferm in accordance with this Agreement thtough no
fault of the party initiating the termination. This Agreement may be terminated by CLIENT
upun seven (7] deys writlen nolice to ENGINEER in the event thal the Project Is
permanently abandoned. If this Agreement is terminated through no fault of the
ENGINEER, CLIENT shall pay ENGINEER for services performed and Reimbursable Expenses
incurred in accordance with this Agreement and, upon request, a Termination Adjustment
equaling fifteen petcent (15%,) of the estimated fee remaining to be earned at the time of
fermination to account for ENGINEER's rescheduling adjustments, reassignment of
persennel and related costs incurred due to termination. If this Agreement is terminated hy
CLIENT for cause, CLIENT shall pay ENGINFFR for <ervices performed and Reimbursable
Fxpenses incurred in accordance with this Agreement,

2.5 Representalives, ENGINEER and CLIENT shall designate in wiriting a person authorized to act

as their Representative. Said Representative shall receive and examine documents
submitted by the olher party and shall interpret and define policies and render decisions
and authorizations pramptly to prevent unreasonable delay in the pragress of the Project

2.6 Prohitition Against Hiring, Duning the term of this contract ENGINELR and CLIENT shall be

prahibited from hiring or otherwise retaining, in any capacity, each other's personnel, This
applies to employees and others under cantract at any level.

2.7 Limitation_of Liability. CLIENT agrees to limit the liability of [NGINCER and ENGINEER's

consultants, employees and dgenis 1o CLIENT and to all contraciors, subcantractors and 1o
all other persons which may arise from or be due directly or Indirectly to any strict ITabllity,
breach of contract or other duty and/or any professional or other negligent act, errar and/or
omission of ENGINEER and/or ENGINEER's consultants, employees or agents in connection
with the performance of services o this Project, such that the total aggregate liabiity of
ENGINEER and ENGINEER's consultants, employees and agents to those named shall not
exceed the total contract value or One Hundred Thausand Dollars (5100,000.00), whichever
Is the lesser total amount. For the purpases of camputing the tatal angragate liahility ta he
limited hereunder. the total aggregate llability shall include the attorneys fees and costs of
litigation reasonably incurred by ENGINEER and ENGINEER's consultants, employees and
agents in the defense af such claims. Sald limit of liability may be Increased prior to the
execution of this Agreement up to ENGINEER's then effective professional liability
insurance limits upon CLIENT's written request and payment of an additional fee a5 agreed
upon by both patties.

28 Qwnership_of Documents, All plans, specifications, tracings, notes, data and other

documents, including electronic media/disks, are instruments of professional service and

ENGINEER shall retain the ownership and all common law, statlutory and other reserved
tights, including copyright, In such data and documents. Such instruments are
nrepared and intended only foruse as an inteyrated set on e patticular project and for
the fimited purposes specified. Modification or use on other projects of such
Instruments of service, or caples thereof, vathout ENGINEER'S prior express written
consent shall be at CLIENI™s sole risk. CLIENT shall hold harmless, indemnily and
defend ENGINESR and ENGINEER's consuliants, employees and agents from and
4gainst any and ail claims and/or liability arising out of any such non-permissive
madification or use. Final project deliverable(s) are centingent upon receipt of full
payment.

2.9 CLIENT Information. ENGINEER and ENGINEER's consultants shall have the right to rely
on any and all information supplied to ENGINEER or ENGINEER's consultants by or
through CLIENT, and shall not have a duty 1o verily the accuracy of such information
unless othewise expressly agreed herein. CUENT shall disclose information or
knowledge of hazardous materials an the project site. CLIENT shall hotd harmless,
indemnify and defend ENGINEER and ENGINFFR's consultants, employees and agents
from and agains! any claims and/er liability ralated, directly or indirectly, to
ENGINEER's or ENGINEER's consultant’s use of of reliance upon any such informatien.

2.10 Record Drawings, Any Record Drawings called for herein will be developed based
upon bid specifications and plans as modified by actual construction. Information
related Lo such modifications may be proviced by others, including the Canstuction
Contractor, who is o document sqich maodificatlons as part of its performance.
ENGINEER may rely upon such information and is not responsible for the accuracy of
such information as it affects Lhe Record Drawings. Record Drawings seive to
docyment substantial aiterations between bid plans and actual constniction and do
not document minor alterations or differences

211 Site Access, CLIENT shall secute rights of access for ENGINEER

to all property
reasonably necessary 1a the perfarmance of ENGINEER's services

i . GENE RMS o S
3.1 Applicable Law. This Agreement shal|

the laws of the State of Utah,

3.2 Asslgnment: Subicentradling, Nelther CLIENT nar ENGINEER shali asslgn lts interest in
this Agreement without the written consent of the other, except that ENGINEER may
subcontract any portion of its services without such consent. CLIENT is primarily
respensible for the campensation aof any person(s) providing such subcontracted
services and such person(s) shall have a right of action directly against CLIENT far
CLIENT'S nonpayment, This Agreement shall be binding upon and inure to the benefit
of the successors, assigns or any ather tansferees of the signataries hereto. Fxrepr as
expressly provided in this paragraph, no rights or henefits are conferred to third
parties by this Agreement.

1.3 Force Majeure. Any delay or default in the performance of any obligation of either
party under this Agreement resulling fram any cause(s) (excluding financial inability)
beyord said party's reasonable control shall not be deemed a breach of this Agreement.
The occurtence of any such event shall suspend the abligation of said party as lang as
perfarmance Is delayed or prevented therehy.

3.4 Attorney s pees. In the event of CLIENT's default, CLIENT shal) pay all costs incurred by
ENGINEER as a result of said default, includ ng reasonable attorney’s fees, whether
incurted through Tnitiation of leqal proceedings or otherwise.

3.5 Severability, Waiver, In the event any term, condition or other pravision(s) or any
portion thereof of this Agreemeni is held 1o be unenfarcezble, the remaining
provisions or portions shall remain valid and binding upon the parties One of mare
walver of any Lerm, candition or other pravision of this Agreement by cither party shalf
not be construed as a walver of a subsequent breach of the same or any other
provision,

3.6 Amendments; Merger, This Agreement may be amended orily by written Instrument
expressly referrirg hereto and duly signed by the partles. This Agreement constitutes
the entire and integrated Agreement between the parties hereto and supetsedes all
prior negotiations, representations and/or agreements, written or cral,

be interpreted and enforced in and according to

ICLE 4. CONFIDI LI

4.1 Confidential Informatian. Confidential Information means any information disclosed by
either party to the other patty, either directly or indirectly. In wniting, orally, or by
Inspection of tangible objects (including, without limitation decuments, samples,
equipment, drawings, etc) that is designated as “Trade Secret”, “Confidential”,
"Proprietary” or some similar designation, cr is of such a nature or has been disclosed
in such a manncr that it should be obvious to the receiving party that such is claimed
confidential. Canfidential Information includes without limitation a disclosing party's
trade secrets, know-how, intelleciual property, and proprietary Information,

4.2 Non-Use and Non-Disclosuce. Fach party agrees nat ta use any Confidential Information
of the other party for any purpose other than intended as pertains to the Scope of
Services defined herein, Each party agrees not to disclose any Canfidential
Informatlan of the other party ta employees or third partles except those who are
required ro have Lhe information in order to complete the services as defined in the
Scope of Services.



@E CRS ENGINEERS

November 4, 2016

Chad Boshell P.E.
Farmington City Engineer
720W Clark Ln.
Farmington, UT 84025

Re: Fee Proposal for Farmington SAA

Dear Chad,

CRS appreciates the opportunity to provide survey and engineering design services for the roadway sections
comprising Farmington SAA. We are uniquely qualified with our recent experience within the SAA boundary, that
CRS offers unsurpassed value to the project. Our involvement in the following reflects our knowledge of the area,
as well as the intricacies that may arise during the design and construction of this project.

o Roadway and utility improvement design for DSD High School #10 both (Glovers Lane and 650 West)
e 650 West roadway design and construction staking to extend roadway improvements from the charter
school to the south property line of Farmington Recreation Center

e Right-of-way research and construction staking to relocate Rocky Mountain Power electric power poles to
the east side of 650 West in conjunction with Farmington Recreation Center

e Legacy Parkway utility relocations, particularly near the Glovers | ane bridge

o Farmington Creek Box Culvert Bridge and roadway improvements at 500 South and 1100 West

¢ 30 years' experience as Farmington City Engineer

e 650 West and 1100 West force main replacement designs for Central Davis Sewer District that impact the
SAA corridor. Force main relocation bidding decuments will be issued to interested contractors on
November 9, 2016 with construction competed in 2017

o Traffic Study performed by CRS at the intersection of 650 West and Glovers Lane
Please refer to the attached exhibit which identifies the design and construction limits for the project.

Project Understanding

Recent development in and around the area of the SAA has created the need for roadway improvements to
handle the increased traffic. For simplicity, we will divide the varicus aspects of the work into the following
components:

1. Signalized Intersection 650 W and Glovers Ln - A new signal will be constructed at the intersection of
650 West and Glovers Lane. CRS will coordinate with Rocky Mountain Power to determine the best
location for the signal’s power source. The signal will be designed to accommodate pedestrians on all four
corners to allow access to and from the new high school.

AGo0 B 2100 5 | Salt cake City U1 B4T0Y9 | Phone: 801 £59.5565 | Fax: 801,359 427 | crsengineers.com



Existing Roadway Improvements to Remain - Existing roadway improvements, i.e., curb & gutter,
sidewalk and adequate asphalt pavement sections, have previously been constructed and are scheduled
to remain. Existing roadway improvements to remain are denoted by a “green” highlighted line on the
attached Exhibit. Although the improvements are existing, they will be surveyed with the existing
conditions field survey work, providing valuable information for the overall roadway design process,
Design will tie into the existing pavement and curb and gutter as shown on Exhibit drawing to remain.

Roadway Design @ DSD High School #10 Frontage - Under a contract between CRS and Davis School
District, CRS has submitted design drawings for the roadway and utility improvements design for the east
and north sides of 650 West and Glovers Lane respectfully. CRS currently has completed the majority of
the design within the frontage of the new high school which will allow us to complete this area quickly
and with less expense to Farmington City. Additional work associated with this area will include the
survey of the driveway approaches and utility ties for the south side of the road.

SAA (New) Roadway Improvements - New roadway improvements are denoted by a "blue” highlighted
line on the attached Exhibit. The new road improvements will include the following design items:

o Existing Conditions and Topographic Survey

e Prepare Road Demolition Plans (includes requited existing property improvements within the
tight of-way)

e Prepare Road Improvements and Grading Plans per City Standards (includes residential walk and
driveway tie-ins)

® Prepare signal design drawings for 650 West - Glovers Lane intersection

* Prepare Road Utility Plans (includes relocation of fire hydrants, water meters, secondary wate,
service turnouts, adjust valves boxes and manholes to grade, mailbox relocations, and storm drain
plan and profile design)

= Prepare Roadway Striping and Signage Plan(s)

e Prepare Technical Specifications and Bid Documents

e Coordination with Jurisdictional Autharities Regarding Various Impacts, i.e,, utility
conflicts/relacations, permits for construction across UTA right-of-way, Davis County Public
Works/Flood Control for storm drainage outfall to Farmington Creek, notifications to various
petroleum and gas pipeline companies regarding new roadway improvements at pipeline
crossings

» Property/Deed Research to determine right-of-way



Project Design Scope of Work

Upon Notice to Proceed, CRS will commence right-of-way research and determinations concurrent with existing
conditions and topographic field survey work. CAD base mapping will follow shortly after survey data begins to be
uploaded in the project files.

1

Site Survey ~ Measure topography and utilities for the 2.5 miles of roadway along Glovers Lane from the
west bridge abutment over Legacy Highway to Country Lane, 650 West from a point 1200 feet south of
Glovers Lane to the Rec. Center improvements, 500 South from 650 West to 1100 West, and 1100 West
from 500 South te the existing curb on the east side of the road just north of the rail trail crossing (See
Attachment 1).

Topography will be measured at 50-foot intervals and to a paint 10 feet beyond the apparent existing
right of way lines to provide adequate surface data for the roadway design. Utilities will also be located
and invert elevations measured for roadway design.

Some of this right-of-way has title from previous deeds and dedications; however, the majority of road
right-of-way on these streets has no existing title. It exists as a gap between property owners. [t is essential
that the existing right-of-way be determined by researching deeds for all 139 adjoining properties, along
with any surveys, plats, ownership maps, and other critical documents which define the location of the
existing right-of-way. These documents will be reviewed, plotted, and compared to occupation lines
measured on the ground in order to protect the property rights of the county and all adjoining land
owners, This is a detailed and painstaking process but it is critical that it be done at this point to avoid
conflict later on.

Acquisition Documents have been excluded from this proposal. City will do outreach notification to
residents, providing notification of survey mapping in the area and assist in obtaining access to private
property where needed for mapping.

Design Drawings - As soon as the right of way has been determined, and approved, roadway, utilities and
grading designs will commence. Concurrent with the design, demoalition plans will be prepared that
identify existing improvements which must be removed and/or relocated to construct the work of the
project. All plans and profiles will be prepared at a 1 inch = 20 feet scale in accordance with City
standards. We anticipate there will be approximately 40 sheets in the drawing set,

* Plan and profile sheet will be created for all of the roads, drawings will include grading and
elevation information as required for contractor to build.

o Utility plans will include storm drainage system design(s), relocation of fire hydrants, adjusting
valve boxes and manholes to grade, and irrigation water service turnout relocations/extensions.

¢ ARoad Striping and Signage Plan will be prepared as coordinated through Farmington City.

+ Technical specification will be prepared in accordance with Farmington City standard
specifications and jurisdictional utility companies previously listed. The boiler plate section of the
project bid documents will be coordinated with Farmington City.

« Project design reviews will be held with the City at the 60%, 90% and 100% levels. CRS will
prepare and submit (3) sets of documents to the City for these review milestones,



3. Outof Scope Work - The following items arc excluded from the scope of work but could be completed if
requested:

e Utility relocations if required for Rocky Mountain Power, Questar, Comcast, Century Link, Weber
Basin Water Conservancy District, Central Davis Sewer, or similar other utilities

¢ Bridge modifications at 500 $ and Farmington Creek

o  Right-of way acquisition

o Easement preparation

e Construction staking

e Construction ohservations

e Work related to the design and construction of the signal at 650 West and Glover Lane

«  We have assumed that Bid documents will be released to Bidders via electronic methods. Costs ta
print and bind hard copy Bid Document sets to said Bidders will be paid by the City.

Project Schedule and Cost

We will perform the scope of work for a lump sum fee of $57,975. Work on this project can proceed on
November 16, following acceptance by Farmington City Council at the November 15 meeting. Bidding documents
will be prepared and ready for issue by February 1, 2017. Additional work requested and authorized by you that is
notincluded in the scope of work listed above will be billed on a time and materials basis.

We look forward to working with you en this sensitive, high-profile project. Please call me if you have any
questions regarding this proposal.

Sincerely, Sincerely,

CRS Engineers CRS Engineers

Doug Cromar, P.E. Gregory Nelson, P.E,

Senior Project Manager Site Development Manager

(801) 557-3627 (801) 792-7730
Doug.cromar@crsengineers.com Gregory.nelson@crsengineers.com

Attached Exhibit
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CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

For Council Meeting:
November 15. 2016

SUBJE CT: Minute Motion Approving Summary Action List

1. Resolution and Agreement with Davis Metro Narcotics Task Force

NOTE: Appointments must be scheduled 14 days prior to Council Meetings; discussion
items should be submitted 7 days prior to Council meeting.



FARMINGTON CITY  HissTue

BRETT ANDERSON
Douc ANDERSON
Joun Briton
Briguam N. MELLOR

Cory R. RiTz
RM I N G T _O CITY COUNCIL
&Q\A{ Dave MILLHEIM

HisToric BEGINNINGS » 1847

CITY MANAGER

City Council Staff Report

To: Mayor and City Council

From: Holly Gadd

Date: November 9, 2016

SUBJECT: RESOLUTION AND AGREEMENT WITH DAVIS METRO
NARCOTICS STRIKE FORCE

RECOMMENDATION

Approve the attached Resolution and Agreement with Davis Metro Narcotics Strike
Force.

BACKGROUND

Each year the Strike Force is required to submit an Equitable Sharing Agreement and
Certification form on line in order to be compliant with the disbursements of Equitable
Sharing funds. This year, the US Department of Justice is also requiring all Task Forces
submit their Interlocal Cooperation Agreement in writing, signed, and dated this year by
all participating agencies and to be reviewed and updated annually with new signatures.

Respectfully Submitted Review & Concur
—7 et pf—
L AP
Dave Millheim
City Recorder City Manager

160 S Mam < P.O. Box 160 * FarmingTon, UT 84025
Prone (801) 451-2383 - Fax (801) 451-2747
www.farmington.utah.gov



i pGENy Davis County Sheriffs Office  City of Fruit Heights Syracuse Police Dept.

Bountiful Police Dept. Kaysville Police Dept. West Bountiful Police Dept.
Centerville Police Dept. Layton Police Dept. City of West Point
Clearfield Police Dept. North Salt Lake Police Dept. Woods Cross Police Dept.
Clinton Police Dept. City of South Weber Utah National Guard
Farmington Police Dept. Sunset Police Dept.

Davis County Chiefs of Police and Sheriff Richardson,

Each year our Strike Force is required to submit an Equitable Sharing Agreement and
Certification form in crder to be compliant with the disbursements of Equitable Sharing
funds. This year, the US Department of Justice requires each agency to complete this
agreement on-line. The Department of Justice is also requiring all Task Forces submit
their Interlocal Cooperation Agreement in writing, signed, and dated this year by all
participating agencies. In addition, they are requiring the Interlocal Agreement be
reviewed and updated annually with new signatures.

That being said, the last time we signed and dated the Interlocal Cooperation Agreement
was back in 2004. | worked with the Davis County Attorney's Office to review and update

the Interlocal Agreement, and it has been approved by Davis County Attorney Troy
Rawlings.

I need each of you to ensure this agreement is reviewed and signed by your respective
City Officials as soon as possible. The US Department of Justice required a newly
signed Interlocal Agreement to be submitted by the end of August 2016, which caught all
the Task Forces off guard. Our Strike Force is currently in a "non-compliant” status and
Equitable Sharing Disbursements to our Strike Force will be suspended until we submit
a freshly sighed Interlocal Agreement.

I have attached the Interlocal Cooperation Agreement along with a signature page. Once
the agreement is signed and dated by your City Officials, please email me a copy of the
signature page, which | will attach to the agreement and keep on file.

If you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me.
Respectfully,

- —

Lt. Shawn Horton
Commander Davis Metro Narcotics Strike Force

PO Box 602 Kaysville. Utah 84037 Telephone (801)336-355% Fax (R01) 336-3560



RESOLUTION 2016-

A RESOLUTION OF THE FARMINGTON CITY COUNCIL, AUTHORIZING THE
EXECUTION OF AN INTERLOCAL COOPERATION AGREEMENT BETWEEN
FARMINGTON CITY, DAVIS COUNTY, AND OTHER PARTICIPATING
MUNICIPALITIES, FOR THE CREATION AND AUTHORIZATION OF THE DAVIS
METRO NARCOTICS STRIKE FORCE.

WHEREAS, the Interlocal Cooperation Act, set forth at Utah Code Ann. § 11-13-101, et seq., as
amended, authorizes public agencies and political subdivisions of the State of Utah to enter into mutually
advantageous agreements for sharing services and facilities;

WHEREAS, Farmington City and the above-listed governmental entities desire to enter into an
interlocal cooperation agreement pursuant to the Interlocal Cooperation Act to provide for effective
investigation and prosecution of sales of controlled substances within their jurisdictions and other drug
enforcement services; and

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

Section 1. Agreement Approved. The Farmington City Council hereby accepts and
approves the attached Interlocal Agreement between Farmington City, Davis County and other
participating municipalities, for mutual drug enforcement services. '

Section 2. Mayor Authorized to Execute. The Farmington City Council hereby authorizes
the Mayor of Farmington City to sign and execute said Agreement for and on behalf of Farmington City
and to act in accordance with its terms.

Section 3. Effective Date. This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its
passage.

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF FARMINGTON CITY, STATE
OF UTAH, ON THIS 15™ DAY OF NOVEMBER, 2016.

FARMINGTON CITY

BY:

H. James Talbot, Mayor
ATTEST:

Holly Gadd, City Recorder



AGREEMENT NO. 2016-

INTERLOCAL COOPERATION AGREEMENT
DAVIS METRO NARCOTICS STRIKE FORCE

THIS INTERLOCAL COOPERATION AGREEMENT, is made and entered into by and between
DAVIS COUNTY, UTAH, a political subdivision of the State of Utah, Bountifiy] City,
Centerville City, Clearfield City, Clinton City, Farmington City, Fruit Heights City, Kaysville
City, Layton City, North Salt Lake City, South Weber City, Sunset City, Syracuse City, West
Bountiful City, West Point City, and Woods Cross City.

WITNESSETH

WHEREAS, 11-13-1 et seq., Utah Code Annotated, 1953, as amended, commonly known as the
Interlocal Cooperation Act, authorizes public agencies to enter joint agreements to provide
services, such as law enforcement services, that will maximize public resources and personnel to
benefit the general public’s welfare; and

WHEREAS, all of the parties hereto are public agencies as defined by the Interlocal Cooperation
Act; and

WHEREAS, all of the parties hereto have experienced within their jurisdictions a growing
problem concerning the production, manufacture, trade, and use of illegal controlled substances,

illegal gang-related activities, and major crimes within their jurisdictions, in violation of Federal
and State laws; and

WHEREAS, the parties desire to inter into an Interlocal Cooperation Agreement for their mutual
benefit and for the further purpose of more efficiently and effectively investigating and
prosecuting the sale, use and manufacturing of controlled substances, gang-related activities, and
similar major crimes that require specialized personnel on a regional basis.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises set forth herein the parties do
hereby agree as follows:

AGREEMENT
Section 1. Effective Date and Duration of Agreement
A. The Effective Date of this Agreement shall be on the earliest date after this Agreement

satisfies the requirements of Title 11, Chapter 13, Utah Code Annotated (the “Effective
Date™). This Agreement shall continue and remain in full force and effect for a period of
time not to exceed fifty years from the Effective Date of this Agreement (the “Term”),
unless terminated by the mutual consent of the parties or terminated in accordance with

the termination provisions contained herein. Each party shall review and update this
Agreement annually,

Section 2. Strike Force

A The parties, through this Agreement, hereby create the Davis Metro Narcotics Strike
Force (hereinafter “Strike Force™) for the purpose of investigating and prosecuting
violations of the controlled substances laws of the State of Utah and the United States of



America at all levels, and to coordinate and/or provide assistance to the member agencies
to combat gang-related activities and other major crimes within Davis County.

The Strike Force shall be managed by an Executive Board that shall consist of the
following members: The Chief of Police of each participating city’s law enforcement
department, the Davis County Sheriff, and the Davis County Attorney, ora designated
representative as appointed thereto. Executive Board participation is contingent upon
participation through assessment fees, or by providing personnel to the Strike Force.

Other local, state, or federal law enforcement agencies may attend the board meetings,

but shall not have voting status unless they provide funds or personnel to the Strike Force
as set forth above.

1. The Executive Board shall, through a two-thirds vote, appoint a Chairperson.

a.

The Chairperson shall preside over the Executive Board, call meetings as
necessary, administer the routine affairs of the Executive Board, and

enter into contracts as needed upon approved resolution of the Executive
Board.

2 The duties of the Executive Board shall be:

®

a.

b.

(1
2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

Review and coordinate the activities of the Strike Force generally,
Select a Strike Force Commander.

The Strike Force Commander shall be of Lieutenant rank or higher.
The Commander shall be in charge of directing Strike Force activities
subject to approval of the Chairman and the Executive Board.

The Commander shall be responsible for the administrative activities of
the Strike Force including, but not limited to, maintaining financial
records, coordinating agent training, secking and preparing Federal and
State Grants, and requesting appointment of agents, analysts, and other
support staff under the guidance and approval of the Executive Board.
The Commander shall select First Line Supervisors of a Sergeant rank or
higher who will be responsible for agent supervision, case management,
evaluating and supervising field operations, planning and conducting
training, assigning and supervising field training operations, and other
duties as assigned by the Commander.

The Commander shall perform such other duties as required by the
Executive Board.

Establish by-laws and operating policy as needed.

(1) By-laws are adopted, amended, or repealed by a two-thirds vote of those
present at a meeting of the Executive Board.

(2)Operating policy is acted upon as provided by the By-Laws.

Designation of Lead Agency.

The Executive Board will establish a Lead Agency from one of the
agencies that provides personnel to the Strike Force.
The Lead Agency will remain in place for a term determined by the



Executive Board, and/or as long as the parent jurisdiction will permit this
duty. The Utah Comumission on Criminal and Juvenile Jyustice OOy
requires a minimum of a four-year commitment from the Lead Agency,

c, The Lead Agency will manage the grant funding and other finances of
the Strike Foree according to its parent jurisdiction’s policies and
procedures.

C. The Strike Force shall primarily investigate crimes related to controlled substances. The

Strike Force has a duty to notify jurisdictions of all crimes discovered in the course of
investigation, except such notification may be delayed if, in the discretion of the Strike
Force First Line Supervisor, notification will hinder a current Strike Force investigation.

D. All employees assigned to the Strike Force, except as the Executive Board may otherwise
allow, shall be Category I Peace Officers as defined by the laws of Utah,

E. All of the participants acknowledge and agree that the territorial jurisdiction of the Strike
Force is the incorporated and unincorporated areas of Davis County. The participants
expressly consent to the investigations conducted by the Strike Force within their
geographical boundaries, provided that Strike Force investigators outside of the
jurisdiction in which an investigation is conducted shall not be considered agents of such
Jurisdiction nor shall such jurisdiction assume any liability for the actions of the Strike
Force except as provided in Section 3.

F. All participants may refer any narcotics investigation within their jurisdiction to the
Strike Force. The Strike Force may decline any case for cause.

Section 3. Participants
A Parties or participants to this agreement shall consist of two categories:
1. Manpower participants are those agencies that supply personnel to the Strike
Force.
2. Non-manpower participants are those agencies that do not supply personnel, but

do contribute funds for the operation of the Strike Force. Agencies that elect to
participate through the contribution of funds must comply at all times with the
current Assessment Fee Schedule established and approved by the Executive
Board.

3. All participants to this Agreement shall, through their representative on the
Executive Board, have voting status. Any reference in this A greement to an
action by vote or any action under by-law requiring a vote shall be done by
members of the Executive Board.

Section 4. Costs

A, The operation of the Strike Force shall be financed by available State and Federal funds
secured for such purposes, and by direct contributions of money, personnel, and
equipment by the parties to this agreement. The Strike Force Commander shall review
budget expenses and funding sources on a yearly basis and submit a proposed budget for
the coming fiscal year to the Executive Board for approval.



Each agency providing personnel shall absorb all costs associated with its participation,
All salaries including benefits and other obligations of officers and staff assigned to the
Strike Force shall be paid by the contributing jurisdiction with the €Xception of overtime.
Overtime is currently reimbursed through grant funding. Should grant funding cease, the
contributing agencies will be responsible for overtime. The Strike Force will provide
agents with vehicles, fuel, and routine vehicle maintenance. Vehicle insurance, however,
will be the responsibility of the contributing agency.

Any agent loaned to another agency may have all costs of that agent paid by the receiving
agency unless otherwise approved by the Executive Board.

The Executive Board may approve an operating fund for general costs incurred not
directly attributable to any participant herein. Any purchase that exceeds $7,500 that has
not been previously budgeted for out of program income must receive prior Board

approval. This does not apply to grant funding, which is governed by grant rules and
regulations.

The Strike Force office space is currently funded by a combination of grants and
assessment fees. Should grant funding cease, the Executive Board members shall provide
the needed office space for the Strike Force. The Executive Board may acquire facilities
as needed throughout the county.

The Executive Board shall determine on a yearly basis the appropriate leve] of funding to
be assessed to the agencies that do not provide personnel.

Section 5. Liability & Indemnification

A.

All parties to this Agreement are governmental entities under the Utah Governmental
Immunity Act of the Utah Code, Section 63G-7-101 et seq. 1953 (as amended)
(hereinafter, the “Act”). Nothing in this Agreement shall be construed to be a waiver by
any party of any protections, rights, or defenses applicable under the Act. It is not the
intent of any party to incur by agreement any liability for the negligent operations, acts,
or omissions of another party or any third party and nothing in this A greement shall be so
interpreted or construed. Each party agrees to indemnify and hold the other parties
harmless for any claim, injury, or damage arising out of or connected with the negligent
actions or omissions of such other party in connection with any activity contemplated by
this Agreement or the operation of the Davis Metro Narcotics Strike Force.

Agencies contributing personnel shall control and conduct the legal defense of its own
employees, but shall consult with other participants in any joint defense and shall advise
all other participants prior to settling or paying any claim.

Each party agrees to maintain insurance coverage or self-insurance during the term of
this Agreement.

Section 6. Participation by Outside Agencies

A.

Governmental entities from different jurisdictions outside Davis County that are not an
original party to this Agreement may join the Strike Force with formal approval from the
Executive Board. The Executive Board may offer investigative service to any
jurisdiction without granting membership status or provide such assistance as determined



appropriate by the Executive Board.

Section 7. Termination Provisions

A. This Agreement may be terminated prior to the completion of the Term by any of the
following actions:

1. The mutual written agreement of the Parties:

2. The Executive Board may recommend terminating this Agreement upon a two-
thirds vote. Termination shall be effective following a recommendation by the
Executive Board and by the passage of resolution by a maj ority of the govemning
bodies of the participants authorizing such termination.

3 Upon termination of this entire Agreement, all available pro gram funds (not grant
tunds) shall be distributed among the current members in proportion to their most
recent annual contribution. The costs associated with providing manpower to the
Strike Force will also factor into how the program funds are distributed,

Section 8. Withdrawal

A. Any party may withdraw upon providing thirty days written notice to the Board.

B. Upon withdrawal of any party, or termination of this Agreement, each party shall retain
any property that it provided to the Strike Force. Upon termination of this Agreement,
any property obtained in common, or through state or federal grants, shall be disposed of
in accordance with the applicable grant policies.

Section 9. Seizures

A. All seizures and forfeitures of property, funds, vehicles, etc., effected for violations of the
Controlled Substances Act or gang related activities shall be referred to the Strike Force

for follow-up and forfeiture proceedings in accordance with and pursuant to current State
and Federal Laws.

Section 10, Policies

A. All parties hereto agree that their personnel working in or with the Strike Force shall
follow Strike Force policy and procedures in the case of conflict with its policy and
procedure. If no Strike Force policy or procedure applies, each officer shall be bound by
his/her own department’s policies and procedures while acting for the Strike Force.

Section 11, Disciplinary Action

A, The Strike Force Supervisor may informally discipline an agent for minor
complaints/incidents. All complaints/incidents shall be recorded by the Strike Force first
line supervisor for evaluation purposes. The Strike Force Supervisor may also
recommend to the contributing agency and the Executive Board that an agent be removed
from the Strike Force.

B. All major complaints/incidents will be referred to the contributing agency, and any
formal discipline will be the responsibility of the contributing agency.



Section 12. Miscellaneous

A.

Each party and participant hereby represents and warrants that:

i It is a public agency or public entity within the meaning of the Interlocal
Cooperation Act; and

2. It is duly authorized to execute and perform this Interlocal A greement; and

3. There is no litigation or legal or governmental action, proceeding, inquiry or

investigation pending or threatened by governmental authorities or others or to
which such Participant is a party or to which any of its property is subject which
if determined adversely to such Participant would individually or in the aggregate
a) effect the validity or enforceability of this Interlocal Agreement, or b)
otherwise materially adversely affect the ability of such Participant to comply
with its obligations hereunder or the transactions contemplated hereby.

Executed copies of this Interlocal Agreement shall be placed on file in the office of the
Keeper of the Records of each of the Participants and shall remain on file for public
inspection during the term of this Interlocal Agreement.

This Agreement may be changed, modified or amended by written agreement of the
Participants, upon adoption of a resolution by each of the Participants and upon meeting
all other applicable requirements of the Interlocal Act.

This Interlocal Agreement shall become effective immediately upon the execution of a
resolution approving this Agreement by the govermning body of each of the Participants
and filing of duplicate originals with the official keeper of records of each party.

As required by UCA § 11-13-202.5, prior to and as a condition precedent to this
Agreement’s entry into force, it shall be submitted to an authorized attorney who shall
approve the Agreement upon finding that it is in proper form and compatible with the
laws of the State of Utah.

It is understood and agreed by the parties hereto that this agreement shall be governed by
the laws of the State of Utah both as to interpretation and performance.

If any provision of this agreement is held invalid, the remainder of this agreement shall
not be affected thereby as such a remainder would then continue to conform to the terms
and requirements of applicable law.

The captions and headings herein are for convenience of reference only and in no way
define, limit or describe the scope or intent of any sections or provisions of this
Agreement.

This Agreement is not intended to benefit any party or person not named as party hereto.

The parties hereto agree that this document contains the entire agreement and
understanding between the parties and constitutes their entire agreement and supersedes
any and all oral representations and agreements made by any party prior 1o the date
hereof regarding the subject matter herein.

The parties hereto agree to make good faith efforts in resolving any dispute arising out of



or in relation to this Agreement. Should the parties be unable to resolve a dispute and the
services of an attorney are required to enforce this Agreement, the defaulting party agrees
to pay reasonable attorney’s fees and costs.

L. Termination of this Agreement shall not extinguish or prejudice any Party’s right to
enforce this Agreement, or any term, provision, or promise under this Agreement,
regarding insurance, indemnification, defense, save or hold harmless, or damages, with
respect to any uncured breach or default of or under this Agreement.

M. Neither party hereto may assign this Agreement or any interest therein without first
obtaining the written consent of the other parties. Any attempt to assign any right or

privilege connected with this Agreement without prior written consent of the other parties
shall be void.

0. This Agreement may be executed in any number of counterparts, each of which when so
executed and delivered, shall be deemed an original, and all such counterparts taken
together shall constitute one and the same Agreement.

IN WITNESS WHEROF, the parties have executed multiple copies or counterparts of this
agreement, each of which will be deemed an original.

DAVIS COUNTY
Authorized by Resolution No. , authorized and passed on the day
of , 2016.
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
DAVIS COUNTY, UTAH
JOHN PETROFF, Jr., Chairman
ATTEST: CURTIS KOCH Reviewed as to form and compatibility with
Davis County Clerk / Auditor the laws of the State of Utah
By:
Davis County Clerk / Auditor COUNTY ATTORNEY



BOUNTIFUL CITY

Authorized by Resolution No. , authorized and passed on the
day of ,2016.
By:
Title:
Date:
ATTEST:

Reviewed as to form and compatibility with
the laws of the State of Utah

CITY RECORDER CITY ATTORNEY



CENTERVILLE CITY

Authorized by Resolution No. . authorized and passed on the
day of ,2016.
By:
Title:
Date:
ATTEST:

Reviewed as to form and compatibility with
the laws of the State of Utah

CITY RECORDER CITY ATTORNEY



CLEARFIELD CITY

Authorized by Resolution No, , authorized and passed gon the
day of , 2016.
By:
Title:
Date:
ATTEST:

Reviewed as to form and compatibility with
the laws of the State of Utah

CITY RECORDER CITY ATTORNEY

10



CLINTON CITY

Authorized by Resolution No. , authorized and passed on the

day of . 2016.
By:
Title:
Date:
ATTEST: Reviewed as to form and compatibility with
the laws of the State of Utah
CITY RECORDER CITY ATTORNEY

11



FARMINGTON CITY

Authorized by Resolution No. , authorized and passed on the

day of ,2016.
By:
Title:
Date:
ATTEST: Reviewed as to form and compatibility with
the laws of the State of Utah
CITY RECORDER CITY ATTORNEY

12



FRUIT HEIGHTS CITY

Authorized by Resolution No. . authorized and passed on the
day of , 2016,
By:
Title:
Date:
ATTEST:

Reviewed as to form and compatibility with
the laws of the State of Utah

CITY RECORDER CITY ATTORNEY

13



KAYSVILLE CITY

Authorized by Resolution No. . authorized and passed on the
day of , 2016,
By:
Title:
Date:
ATTEST:

Reviewed as to form and compatibility with
the laws of the State of Utah

CITY RECORDER CITY ATTORNEY

14



LAYTON CITY

Authorized by Resolution No. . authorized and passed on the

day of ,2016.
By:
Title:
Date:
ATTEST: Reviewed as to form and compatibility with
the laws of the State of Utah
CITY RECORDER CITY ATTORNEY

15



NORTH SALT LAKE CITY

Authorized by Resolution No. , authorized and passed on the

day of ,2016.
By:
Title:
Date:
ATTEST: Reviewed as to form and compatibility with
the laws of the State of Utah
CITY RECORDER CITY ATTORNEY

16



SOUTH WEBER CITY

Authorized by Resolution No. , authorized and passed on the

day of ,2016.
By:
Title:
Date:
ATTEST: Reviewed as to form and compatibility with
the laws of the State of Utah
CITY RECORDER CITY ATTORNEY

17



SUNSET CITY

Authorized by Resolution No. , authorized and passed on the
day of , 2016.
By:
Title:
Date:
ATTEST:

Reviewed as to form and compatibility with
the laws of the State of Utah

CITY RECORDER CITY ATTORNEY

18



SYRACUSE CITY

Authorized by Resolution No. , authorized and passed on the

day of ,2016.
By:
Title:
Date:
ATTEST: Reviewed as to form and compatibility with
the laws of the State of Utah
CITY RECORDER CITY ATTORNEY

19



WEST BOUNTIFUL CITY

Authorized by Resolution No. , authorized and passed on the
day of , 2016.
By:
Title:
Date:
ATTEST:

Reviewed as to form and compatibility with
the laws of the State of Utah

CITY RECORDER CITY ATTORNEY

20



WEST POINT CITY

Authorized by Resolution No. . authorized and passed on the
day of , 2016.
By:
Title:
Date:
ATTEST:

Reviewed as to form and compatibility with
the laws of the State of Utah

CITY RECORDER CITY ATTORNEY

21



WOODS CROSS CITY

Authorized by Resolution No. . authorized and passed on the
day of , 2016.
By:
Title:
Date:
ATTEST:

Reviewed as to form and compatibility with
the laws of the State of Utah

CITY RECORDER CITY ATTORNEY

22



CITY COUNCNEAGENDA

For Council Meeting:
November 15. 2016

SUBJE CT: City Manager Report

1. Police Monthly Activity Report for October

NOTE: Appointments must be scheduled 14 days prior to Council Meetings; discussion
items should be submitted 7 days prior to Council meeting.



910c/E/ L1 2101
ve 8¢ 9¢ 82 ¥S ge 4% 9€ 12> et suoday #
06 06 8L 69 Y. I8 09 6L £8 LL Buptiop suoiebpsenu)
14 6l 44 €e I I ¥ Ll 61 0c 3_>zo<\m><
174%:] 918 6101 8viLl ceol 6.6 c08 t473 (4574 0G. SINOH [EJ0 L
A4 01Se LS/¢ 688¢ 4517 00.e (Rt L¥Se 0Gee Evee el SanIAdY
ve €5 P4 Ly 4] 8g éc 6¢ Ge ve BUIo
b 0 0 9 ! 0 0 0 2l Zh Bunired
L Ll 6 L 02 8l €l se 14 el paads
IS €9 ¥9 19 98 98 9 ¥L 8 65 el L
g8 9Lt LEE 801 8cl 174 89 €0l acl €8 s8I [Bl0L suonelof
8¢ v IS ey 65 s 6y 9¢ 9 by ddns
Ll £e 12 LE 6% GE 81 e 8l 94 juspIodY
€51 OLL L9) ¥l vl 6cl S6 16 801 98 QW]
G8 96 oLt eVl LI SLL 48 90!t €L 9. 180140 sHodey [ejo |
GGe 6e¢ LOE Lcg 86¢ 9/¢ L0e Oce c0c L6} #OSED [BI10L
laquiaoaq] [teqwanon | Jeqoloo hequisidag| 1snbny Anp sunp Aepy [udy yolew | Arerugeq | Arenuep mﬁdﬂhmu
ortoy

Arewwns peoj ase) pue ALY - 9102
1wawedaq 991104 Aln uoibulwie




9L0e/e/ Lt 2i0c¢

19g 0L9e spoday #
018l Buniopn | suoneBisanu)
0902 1o /BAY
Y68 0t'€68 SINoY
z8esz  |02'sese [elo L SaNIAIOY,
01'8¢ lao
0e’e Bunyred
351 08'St paads
0L°L9 olfel |
[ssot 0850} 101 suonejln
06'Gy ddng
fee2 06°62 uapIaY
00°z2t awy
08001 18910 suoday
forsz 00°1Se wmmmo_
aLA OAY

"luon Arewwing - 9102 &2
juswipedsq 901104 AuD uojbuiie __.\g



CITY COUNGCIL AGENDA

For Council Meeting:
November 15, 2016

SUBJECT: City Council Committee Updates

ACTION TO BE CONSIDERED:

None.

GENERAL INFORMATION:

The City Council will give an update on the various committees they serve on.

NOTE: Appointments must be scheduled 14 days prior to Council Meetings; discussion
items should be submitted 7 days prior to Council meeting.



CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

For Council Meeting:
November 15, 2016

SUBJE CT: Mayor Talbot & City Council Reports

NOTE: Appointments must be scheduled 14 days prior to Council Meetings; discussion
items should be submitted 7 days prior to Council meeting.



Back up Information for the
Item Titled:

Cross Section Approval for the
650 West Street Improvement
Project
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City Council Staff Report

=

To: Honorable Mayor and City Council
From: David E. Petersen, Community Development Director
Date: October 18, 2016

SUBJECT: WEST FARMINGTON TRAILS AND SIDEWALKS ALONG
COLLECTOR STREETS (DISCUSSION ITEM ONLY)

REQUEST

Upon review by the Mayor and City Council of the issues set forth in the background
information below (and any other issue that may be raised by the governing body not included
in the background information), staff is seeking guidance and direction regarding the overall
street side treatment issues in west Farmington.

In 1996, the City adopted an objective in its General Plan to allow equestrian trails on one side
of collector streets in west Farmington and sidewalks on the other side. In 1998, however, the
Council modified this objective whereby the equestrian trail concept was replaced by an 11" +
wide “multi-use” trail.

A. QUESTION: Should the City amend its 1998 policy and provide, or cause to
developers/property owners to provide, sidewalk on one side of major and minor
collector streets and an equestrian trail only on the other side consistent with the 1996
amendment? [note: if the answer to this question is yes, the City can still install such
equestrian trails now and in the future in a very significant way (see enclosed map)].

[F NO
Issues:
. Will those who own and maintain horses move from west Farmington and will
the area lose its ambiance?
. Will the City Council be satisfied with the more suburban look an all sidewalk

scenario will provide? (If sidewalks are done on both sides).

180 & Mam « PO. Box 160 » FarMinaTon, UT 84025
Promg (801) 451-2383 « Fax (801) 451-2747
www farmington,utah gov



IF YES

IF NO

IF YES

Issues:

. Will the adjacent property owner be responsible for weed control, removal of
debris, etc. [note: in a sidewalk/parkstrip scenario the adjacent property owner
is responsible for weed removal and debris].

. Once poured, except for shaving off raised portions of concrete from time to
time, a sidewalk can remain in place for decades (unless cracked by a
contractor, etc.). Equestrian paths may be subject to erosion. How often must
the up-keep be done on such paths, and who is responsible?

. Are there any SWPPP issues that the City should be aware of?

0 What is a typical width for an equestrian trail?

. Can Equestrian trails and street trees exist on the same side of the road?
. Possible risk: If the community continues to become more suburban and

equestrian paths become un-used despite best efforts otherwise, will a future
City Council bemoan past City Council decisions if sidewalks were not installed
in the first place?—because under this scenario the future City Council may
have to replace equestrian facilities from monies generated from the general
fund at greater cost to the tax payer.

0 Are there any ADA issues regarding Equestrian trails?

QUESTION: Should the City continue its 1998 policy of 11' + multi-use trails on one
side of collector streets and sidewalks on the other, even though some sidewalks have
already been installed inconsistent with this policy?

Issues:

. Other options may be more attractive.

[ssues:

. Is the space set aside for side treatments on the City’s typical collector street
cross section wide enough to accommodate equestrians too?

. What is a reasonable width for the pedestrian/bicycle portion of such facilities?
Is it more expensive (or less) to construct than a sidewalk?

. If constructed of asphalt, is the long term maintenance thereof of multi-use pat
greater than concrete?

. The existing proposed cross section may not be that attractive—or add to

ambiance of the community.



C. QUESTION: Should the City amend the General Plan objective to provide allow for a
sidewalk option on both sides of the street?

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION

l. 1996 General Plan (GP) amendment (see attached).

2. Map showing existing situations not consistent with the 1996 GP amendment (see
attached).

3. Map showing where in west Farmington collector streets can still be configured to

allow sidewalk on one side and trail on the other (see attached).

The following are also attached:

4, 1998 GP amendment—Master Transportation Plan (MTP).

5. 1998 Farmington City Standards.

6. 2001 GP amendment.

7. 2005 GP amendment—MTP.

3. 2006 Farmington City Standards.

9. 2008 Farmington City Standards.

Respectively Submitted Review and Concur
£)yzD paite—
David Petersen Dave Millheim

Community Development Director City Manager
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1990 GP Amendment

FARMINGTON CITY, UTAH

ORDINANCE NO. 96-_46

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE FARMINGTON CITY
COMPREHENSIVE GENERAL PLAN RELATING TO A
TRANSPORTATION PLAN FOR WEST FARMINGTON.
WHEREAS, it has been determined that to promote the orderly growth of Farmington
City, to preserve property values, and to promote the health, safety, and general welfare of the
residents of the City, the General Plan of Farmington City should be amended to provide a more
specific transportation plan for West Farmington; and

WHEREAS, a detailed review has been made of the elements of the General Plan and
the recommendations contained herein have been coordinated with the Existing Plan and
emerging land uses within the community; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has held public hearings in which these
amendments were thoroughly reviewed and has recommended that this ordinance be approved
by the City Council; and

WHEREAS, the Farmington City Council has also held a public hearing pursuant to
notice and as required by law and deems it to be in the best interest of the health, safety, and
general welfare of the citizens of Farmington to make the changes proposed;

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF
FARMINGTON CITY, STATE OF UTAH:

Section 1.  General Plan Amendment. Chapter 8 of the Farmington City
Comprehensive General Plan is hereby amended as follows:

CHAPTER 8

TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION

The circulation system within Farmington consists of streets, sidewalks, some pedestrian
trails, railroads, mass transit, and two major highways. The circulation system is generally good
in the central part of town but breaks down in outlying areas. The foothill areas create special
challenges to circulation due to steep grades and the barriers created by the natural drainages
flowing out of the mountains. Another critical problem is created by the fact that the two major
highways running through the City, Interstate 15 and Highway 89, severely limit east/west
circulation.

The Farmington City Major Street Plan provides for a network of collector, and arterial
streets within the City. The plan identifies existing streets that should be improved to meet
specified widths and standards necessary in order for these streets to function as needed. The
plan also identifies recommended locations for future collector and arterial streets and designates
Interstate 15 and Highway 89 for major improvements. In regards to alignments for future
streets the Major Street Plan should be considered conceptual. Final alignments for future



Due to negative visual impacts and other degrading qualities, sound walls should not be
considered for traffic noise abatement.

0. Atypical street standards should be implemented in West Farmington to better
preserve and enhance the rural character of this area. Specific recommendations include the
following (see Figures One through Four):

West Farmington Street Standards

Minor Arterial |Major Collector **| Minor Collector

R-O-W width 100 ft. 66 ft. 60 ft.
Width to back of 69 ft. 39 ft. 36.5 ft.
curb
South and West  |PVC Fence, 8’ PVC Fence, & PVC Fence, §
Park Strip * Equestrian path, [Equestrian path, [Equestrian path

and 7.5’ planting [and 7.5 planting

strip/with trees strip/with trees
North and East 5’ sidewalk, 10.5" |5’ sidewalk, 7’ 5’ sidewalk, 10.5’
Park Strip (or flexible width) Iplanting strip/with |planting strip/with

planting strip/with jtrees trees

trees

* NOTE: On Clark Lane, the equestrian path shall be on the north side of

the R.O.W. east of 1100 West and on the south side of the R.O. W, west of
1100 West.

** Note: Major Collector standards differ for 1100 West Street, see Fig. 4.

Section 3.  Severability. If any provision of this ordinance is declared invalid by a
court of competent jurisdiction, the remainder shall not be affected thereby.

Section 4.  Effective Date. This ordinance shall take effect immediately upon

publication or posting or 30 days after passage by the City Council, whichever comes first.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Councﬂ of Farmington City, State of Utah, on
this __4th day of __ December

FARMINGTON CITY

:/_'_i_ /'z
/
_)‘]/"“";ﬁ‘{?—v—-i / SD Al
Gregory S Bg»ﬂ,\\Ma’o\r‘
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ATTEST: fla Scharg, 6ity Recorder

13



WEST FARMINGTON
SIDEWALK/ TRAIL

PLAN

JOGGING/BICTCLE
& EQUESTRIAN TRAIL
COMBINATION 5

COMBINATION

8 EQUAESTIAN TRAIL

SIDEWALK/BICYCLE

PATH

W/WHITE PVC RAIL
FENCE

RICHT OF WAY .
WIDENINGS 7o

STREET

PREPARED BT

BALEWILL WRAAEE bedlBbin

DATED: NOVEMEER 25, 1996
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1998 MastER Transperiatio Pany

functional classification, separate levels and associated control of access are implemented
or permitted. Different intensities of land uses adjacent to the streets are also typically
developed or permitted. Arterial streets are generally the main focus of planning since
their basic function and trip length typically requires travel from one community to the
next or between major regional facilities. In Farmington, Burke Lane is the only major
arterial, connecting US-89 and I-15 to Clark Lane and Main Street.

In evaluating the existing street conditions in Farmington for future conditions, several
changes to specific roadways were recommended to better accommodate future land uses
and traffic volumes. Also, several new alignments were evaluated in an effort to help
preserve the capacity of existing routes, serve new areas of development, and harmonize
with the planned regional improvements of Legacy Highway, US-89, and I-15. Specific
improvements are discussed in detail in the sections of the report that follow.

Typical Sections

Associated with each of the roadway functional classifications identified in Figure 9 are
corresponding typical sections that address street right-of-way and the street design within
the right-of-way. Typical sections for each of the six functional classifications are
presented in Figure 10,

Typical sections for the arterial and collector class roadways show two different options
for side treatments. The purpose of having two options is to add flexibility to the MTP.
In this way, as development occurs, each roadway can be developed to address the
specific landscaping, trails, and pedestrian needs along that particular road. The preferred
side treatment for a roadway should harmonize with the data in this MTP and any other
pertinent information such as trails, zoning, or land use master plans. Ultimately, the City
will have to determine the appropriate side treatment for each roadway as development
occurs.

At the intersections of major and minor arterials, future traffic volumes are expected to be
high enough to warrant additional turning lanes such as exclusive right turn lanes or dual
left tarn lanes. To accommodate these extra lanes, some localized intersection widening
will be required. Depending on the roadway cross section and development that exists at
these locations, the additional space will need to come from the side treatment (eliminating
or reducing the park strip and/or sidewalk widths) or by obtaining additional right-of-way.
The appropriate action will have to be determined by the City on a case by case basis as
the need arises.

It is appropriate at this time to discuss the typical sections as they relate to roadways in
the city that are presently constructed to standards different from those shown in Figure
10 such as 200 East/Main Street, the frontage roads, and most local roads. Improving
many of these streets to the standards identified in the MTP would be very expensive and

Farmington City Master Transportation Plan KF: March 1998
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would create, in most situations such as 200 East/Main Street, severe impacts due to the
large amounts and types of right-of-way that would have to be acquired. In these cases,
the functional classifications and typical sections should be applied more towards street
function and intended use rather than actual street widths. They should also be used to
guide any remaining spot development or redevelopment activities. Capacity
improvements on these streets, if needed, would primarily consist of localized street and
intersection improvements, traffic control improvements, and improved access
management. These streets will need to be evaluated on a case by case basis to determine
the actual feasibility and cost/benefit ratio of implementing the MTP typical sections.

Traffic Signals and Intersections

As Farmington grows and develops, several intersections will require capacity
improvements and signalization. Using the results of the travel demand modeling, several
intersections were identified where future traffic volumes were projected to be high
enough to warrant the installation of new signals or require significant capacity
improvements such as widening to provide additional turning lanes sometime in the next
20 years. An estimate of future signal locations needed throughout the city are shown in
Figure 11.

Five Leg Intersection (State Street/100 East/SR-106)

The five leg intersection located at State Street, 100 East and SR-106 deserves immediate
attention. There are several movements that are dangerous due to insufficient sight
distance and substandard geometrics through the intersection. Based on the large size of
the intersection (due to the number of legs and the directions from which they enter),
crossing times for several movements require long gaps in the traffic stream from both
directions and favorable traffic conditions in order to perform the desired movement.
Combined with the number of conflict points associated with a five leg intersection and the
relatively high speeds which drivers travel on the major through movement (SR-106), this
intersection has serious safety concerns.

A variety of corrective actions have been evaluated over the last few years to improve
intersection safety. These have primarily consisted of restricting and/or eliminating minor
movements in association with modified intersection lane geometrics, restriping, and
channelization. Due to access needs and potential effects on adjacent businesses, it was
considered infeasible to completely close one of the legs at this time. It was determined
that a combination of these corrective measures would be pursued to enhance the safety
and lower the speeds through the intersection.

The resulting intersection configuration and improvements are shown in Figure 12. The
improvements include using bulb-outs, a method of traffic calming, on the west, north and
south legs of the intersection. Intersection channelization in the form of a raised island
will be implemented on the east leg. Several conflict points will be eliminated by
restricting and eliminating certain movements. These include:

Farmington City Master Transportalion Pian 37 March 1998



@ 1998 Farminton City Stan dard

RESOLUTION 98- 36

A RESOLUTION ADOPTING AMENDED DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS
PROVIDING CONSTRUCTION SPECIFICATIONS FOR FARMINGTON
CITY

WHEREAS, the City Council of Farmington City has previously adopted
development standards which were last amended on February 15, 1995; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that it is necessary or desirable to
protect and promote the health, safety, and welfare of the citizens of Farmington City to
adopt amended development standards to supersede the prior development standards of
the City; and

WHEREAS, the City Engineer has recommended development standards for the
orderly operation and development of the City and the protection of its facilities for the
benefit of the residents of the City and the City Council has accepted those
recommendations;

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

Section 1. Adoption. The City Council of Farmington City hereby adopts the
Farmington City Development Standards as amended to October 7, 1998, which are
attached hereto as Exhibit "A" and by this reference made a part hereof. Copies of the
Development Standards shall be made available to City staff and other interested persons
in accordance with the policies and procedures of the City regarding records.

Section 2. Severability Clause. If any section, part, or provision of this
Resolution is held invalid or unenforceable, such invalidity or unenforceability shall not
affect any other portion of this Resolution, and all sections, parts, and provisions of this
Resolution shall be severable.

Section 3. Effective Date. This Resolution shall become effective immediately
upon its passage.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of Farmington City, State of Utah,
on this 7" day of October, 1998.
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FARMINGTON CITY, UTAH
ORDINANCE NO. 2001-43

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE FARMINGTON CITY
COMPREHENSIVE GENERAL PLAN BY DESIGNATING AN
AREA APPROXIMATELY 200 ACRES IN SIZE NORTH OF
CLARK LANE, WEST OF I-15, SOUTH OF SPRING CREEK,
AND EAST OF THE DRG&W R.R. TRACKS AS "MIXED
USE", AND AMENDING THE TEXT OF THE GENERAL
PLAN REGARDING THE SAME.

WHEREAS, Farmington City has previously adopted a Master Comprehensive General
Plan amended on June 16, 1993, including several amendments thereafter; and

WHEREAS, Farmington City has received an annexation petition (Application #A-3-00)
from several property owners requesting that the City annex approximately 470 acres of
unincorporated territory into the corporate limits of Farmington City, Davis County, Utah, located
north of Clark Lane, east of the DRG&W. R.R. tracks, south of Shepard Lane, and west of I-15;
and

WHEREAS, the Utah Department of Transportation has received records of decision fron
the Federal Highway Administration to construct a new I-15/Burke Lane interchange in
conjunction with the U.S. 89 and Legacy Highway construction projects; and

WHEREAS, the Utah Department of Transportation has commenced construction on said
interchange; and

WHEREAS, the City has determined that to promote the orderly growth of the City, and
to promote the health, safety and general welfare of the residents of the City, the Master
Comprehensive General Plan should be amended to create a "Mixed Use" area approximately 200

acres in size north of Clark Lane, west of I-15, south of Spring Creek, and east of the DRG&W
R.R. tracks; and

WHEREAS, in conjunction with the Farmington City Planning Department, the Planning
Commission has prepared and reviewed and proposed a General Plan amendment and has held all
appropriate public hearings before the Planning Commission in accordance with Utah law to obtain
public input regarding the proposed amendment to the General Plan; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed the proposed General Plan amendment
recommended by the Planning Commission and has held all appropriate public hearings before the
City Council in accordance with Utah law to obtain public input regarding the proposed
amendment to the General Plan; and

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to amend the Farmington City Comprehensive
General Plan;



NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF
FARMINGTON CITY, STATE OF UTAH:

Section 1.  Amendment. The Future Land Use Plan Map of the Farmington City
Comprehensive General Plan, which is attached hereto as Exhibit "A" and by this reference made
a part hereof, is hereby amended to designate approximately 200 acres of land north of Clark
Lane, west of I-15, south of Spring Creek, and east of the DRG&W R.R. tracks as "Mixed Use".

Section 2. Amendment. The Farmington City Comprehensive General Plan is hereby
amended to read in its entirety as set forth in Exhibit "B," attached hereto and incorporated herein
by this reference.

Section3.  Severability. Ifany section, subsection, clause, sentence or portion of this
Ordinance is declared, for any reason, to be unconstitutional, invalid, void or unlawful, such
decision shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of the Ordinance and such remaining
portions shall remain in full force and effect.

Section 4.  Omission not Waiver. The omission to specify or enumerate in this

Chapter those provisions of general law applicable to all cities shall not be construed as a waiver
of the benefits of any such provisions.

Section 5.  Effective Date. This Ordinance shall become effective five (5) days
after the date the Davis County Recorder records Farmington City Annexation Ordinance 2001-44
together with the annexation plat pertaining thereto pursuant to annexation petition #A-3-00,

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of Farmington City, State of Utah, on this
12" day of December, 2001.

FARMINGTON CITY
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7. The I-15 Corridor Study also recommends that a new interchange be constructed
in the vicinity of Glover Lane. If UDOT implements this recommendation it should be
accomplished by either a redesign of the existing South Farmington interchange or a new
interchange located far enough north of Glover Lane to minimize potential impacts on existing
residential development in that area. Any new interchange, or redesigned interchange, should
provide for access to West Farmington;

8. The Zoning Ordinance should be amended to more fully address and establish
access control standards and development standards.

9. Interstate 15 from the Kaysville City Limits to Lund Lane and U.S. 89 from Fruit
Heights to the Burke Lane Interchange are designated for major improvements.

10.  Noise abatement policy as established by UDOT should be adhered to for all land
uses prescribed in the General Plan next to freeways (high speed highways with full access control
such as I-15), expressways (high speed highways with limited access control such as U.S. 89),
the Legacy Highway, and any major retrofit projects along these or similar corridors.  In an
effort to reduce noise impact to residential areas adjacent to I-15, U.S. 89, and any future major
arterials, noise abatement measures shall be applied consisting of sufficient open space, with or
without dense landscaping, or earthen berms, with or without a minimal decorative wall, which
in combination shall achieve sound mitigation required subject to applicable law. Dense
landscaping should include a mixture of deciduous and evergreen trees and plant material.

Where residential structures already exist adjoining major arterials, a combination of dense
landscaping and rolling earthen berming should be encouraged-sound walls should only be
considered after all other noise mitigation alternatives, including but not limited to suggestions
found in this chapter, have been shown to be unfeasible as recommended by the Planning
Commission and approved by the City Council.

Sound mitigation for all new developments along major arterials shall not include sound
reflective material, including but not limited to concrete, masonry, and rock, etc., except when
shown conclusively by the developer that no other alternative is feasible. Under no circumstance
shall the wall portion of the sound mitigation exceed 8 feet in height.

9. Atypical street standards should be implemented in West Farmington to better
preserve and enhance the rural character of this area. Specific recommendations include the
following (see Figures One through Four):

West Farmington Street Standards

Minor Arterial |Major Collector **| Minor Collector

South and West 10' Multi-use Trail |11.5' Multi-use 11' Multi-use Trail
Park Strip * and 7.5' planting |Trail
strip/with trees

North and East 6' sidewalk, 11.5' (5" sidewalk, 6.5' |5' sidewalk, 6'

Park Strip (or flexible width) lplanting strip/with |planting strip/with
planting strip/with [trees trees
trees

gp-8-US 89/Shepard-igr 8-5 07/27/00



* NOTE: On Clark Lane, the equestrian path shall be on the north side of the
R.O.W. east of 1100 West and on the south side of the R.O.W. west of 1100
West.

12.  The collector system for west Farmington shall be designed to funnel traffic from
the west Farmington area to the Burke Lane intersection with direct connection to the freeways.
As part of this, the Clark Lane/1100 West Intersection should be established as identified on the
UDOT U.S. 89 EIS document and as also designated by the City on the Master Transportation
Plan. The intersection should be designed with free right turn movements and other features to
ensure easy access to the freeway by Farmington residents. Traffic flow through the State Street
or Shepard Lane overpasses should be minimized. Subject to receipt and review of traffic
engineering and related studies, the City will determine access for the newly constructed parkway
at appropriate intersections based upon traffic engineering and related studies approved by the
City.

13.  Traffic generated from light-manufacturing areas planned south of Glovers Lane
should be directed away from residential areas and should be guided on to I-15 and/or Legacy
Highway frontage roads north and south of the site. The City should consider road weight limit
standards and official truck routes designated by ordinance to further discourage truck traffic
trough residential neighborhoods.

14.  The City should work closely with UDOT to establish a traffic signal at Burke Lane
and Main Street.

LOCAL ACCESS

Another topic of discussion during the 1991-92 review of the City's General Plan has been
that of local access, particularly in the east Foothills. There are unique problems in these areas
due to the grades encountered and the fact that barriers exist in the form of canyons and streams
coming out of the mountains.

In the past, several subdivisions have been developed in the foothills in which all
circulation was self-contained, making no provision for connection to adjacent properties. This
is potentially a very dangerous situation. Time and again throughout this Plan life/safety concerns
have been discussed. These concerns are perhaps more important in relation to residential
development than anywhere else. In the event of any emergency, it is critical that adequate and
alternative access be provided. "Adequate" in this sense means roads that are improved to
minimum standards in terms of width, grade, and paving surface and for which there is assurance
that they will be maintained year around to provide safe passage. “Alternative” means that there
will be a sufficient number of access points into an area so that if an unforseen event makes one
point impassable, another point will be available.

Recommendations:

1. Farmington City should continue the development of adequate major and minor
collectors to carry traffic to and from the major arterial system.

2. A neighborhood specific transportation plan for new development should conform

conform with the Master Transportation Plan for the most advantageous development of adjoining
areas and the entire neighborhood or district. In the event a neighborhood specific transportation

gp-8-US 89/Shepard-lgr 8-6 07/27/00
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@ 2006 FArwnuIoN City Sten e, s

RESOLUTION 2006 -30

A RESOLUTION ADOPTING AMENDED DEVELOPMENT
STANDARDS INCREASING THE RADIUS FOR CUL-DE-
SACS AND OTHER MISCELLANEOUS CHANGES.

WHEREAS, the City Council of Farmington City has previously adopted development
standards which were last amended on January 22, 2003; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that it is necessary or desirable to protect
and promote the health, safety, and welfare of the citizens of Farmington City to adopt amended
development standards; and

WHEREAS, the City Engineer has recommended new standards for the orderly operation
and development of the City and the protection of its facilities for the benefit of the residents of
the City and the City Council has accepted this recommendation;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of Farmington City,
State of Utah, as follows:

Section 1. Adoption.  The City Council of Farmington City hereby adopts amended
Development Standards which are attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and by this reference made a
part hereof. Copies of the amended Development Standards shall be made available to City staff
and other interested persons in accordance with the policies and procedures of the City regarding
records. '

Section 2. Severability Clause. If any section, part, or provision of this Resolution
is held invalid or unenforceable, such invalidity or unenforceability shall not affect any other
portion of his Resolution, and all sections, parts, and provisions of this Resolution shall be
severable.

Section3.  Effective Date. This Resolution shall become effective immediately
upon its passage.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of Farmington City, State of Utah, on this
19* day of April, 2006.

FARMINGTON CITY
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2008 Fanminbsv City Sthendans,

RESOLUTION NO. 2008- 42

A RESOLUTION UPDATING AND AMENDING THE FARMINGTON
CITY DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS PERTAINING TO
CONSTRUCTION AND DEVELOPMENT WITHIN THE CITY.

WHEREAS, Farmington City has previously established standards and specifications,
known as the Farmington City Development Standards, to regulate construction and development
within the City; and

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to update and amend the Farmington City Standard
Details as recommended by the City Engineer in order to regulate the construction of public
improvements in a manner that utilizes the most current construction methods for the protection
of public safety and welfare;

NOW THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF
FARMINGTON, UTAH, AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Amendment. The City Council hereby adopts the updated and amended
Farmington City Development Standards as more particularly set forth in Exhibit “A_” attached
hereto and incorporated herein by this reference.

Section 2. Severability. If any section, clause or portion of this Resolution is declared
invalid by a court of competent jurisdiction, the remainder shall not be affected thereby and shall
remain in full force and effect.

Section 3. Effective Date. This Resolution shall become effective immediately.

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF FARMINGTON CITY,
STATE OF UTAH, ON THIS _ <574 DAY OF 47@,6 , 2008.

FARMINGTON CITY

By: %W\Lm\
@ Scott H@ﬁqm

ATTEST:

WM%XW

Margyt‘c@#, City Relorder

{}1\Res\construction standards 1 June 23, 2008
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