
NOTICE AND AGENDA  
Notice is hereby given that the City Council of the City of Santaquin will hold a City Council Meeting on 
Tuesday, October 15, 2019 in the Court Room, 275 W Main, upper level at 6:00 pm. 
 
1. ROLL CALL 
2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
3. INVOCATION/INSPIRATIONAL THOUGHT 
4. DECLARATION OF ANY CONFLICT OF INTEREST 
5. CONSENT AGENDA 

a. Minutes:   
1. October 1, 2019 – Council Meeting Minutes 

b. Bills:   
1. $1,108,232.58 

c. Consent Action Items: 
1. Approval of an “Assignment of the Ahlin Annexation Development Agreement to D.R. Horton” 
2. Approval of an Out of State Training/Travel Request for Cpl. Rich Glenn (FEMA Training) 
3. Ordinance 10-05-2019 “An Ordinance Repealing Title 2 Chapter 8: Senior Citizens Board” 

6. PUBLIC FORUM, BID OPENINGS, AWARDS, AND APPOINTMENTS 
7. FORMAL PUBLIC HEARING 
8. BUSINESS LICENSES 
9. NEW BUSINESS & ADOPTION OF ORDINANCES AND RESOLUTIONS 

a. Public Meeting – Reading of the Arguments For & Against the Recreation/Aquatic Center Bond with 
Public Comment Period Regarding the Arguments on the Bond 

b. Ordinance 10-02-2019 “An Ordinance Amending Santaquin City Code Which Will Provide 
Predetermined Fencing Options that are Required in Multi-Family Developments” 

c. Ordinance 10-03-2019 “An Ordinance Amending Santaquin City Code Regarding the Approval 
Process for a Secondary Driveway” 

d. Ordinance 10-04-2019 “An Ordinance Establishing Santaquin City Code 7-1-11 Prohibiting 
Commercial Vehicles Over 4 Axels on Restricted Roads” (e.g. The New Summit Ridge Pkwy Extension) 

e. Resolution 10-05-2019 “A Resolution Amending the Uniform Bail Schedule” 
f. Discussion and Possible Action Regarding Emergency Watershed Protection (EWP) 
g. Discussion and Possible Action Regarding the Naming of the Recreation Departments Sports and 

Events Building near the Rodeo Grounds 
h. Discussion and Possible Action Regarding the Santaquin City Flag 

10. CONVENE OF THE SANTAQUIN COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AGENCY BOARD  
11. CONVENE OF THE LOCAL BUILDING AUTHORITY OF SANTAQUIN CITY 
12. CONVENE OF THE SANTAQUIN WATER DISTRICT 
13. WORK MEETING 
14. PETITIONS AND COMMUNICATIONS 
15. REPORTS OF OFFICERS, STAFF, BOARDS, AND COMMITTEES 

a. City Manager Reeves 
b. Community Development Director Bond 
c. City Engineer Beagley 

16. REPORTS BY MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS  
a. Council Members 
b. Mayor Hunsaker 

17. EXECUTIVE SESSION (May be called to discuss the character, professional competence, or physical 
or mental health of an individual)  

18. EXECUTIVE SESSION (May be called to discuss the pending or reasonably imminent litigation, and/or 
purchase, exchange, or lease of real property) 

19. ADJOURNMENT  
If you are planning to attend this Public Meeting and, due to a disability, need assistance in understanding 
or participating in the meeting, please notify the City ten or more hours in advance and we will, within 
reason, provide what assistance may be required. 

 
 
 
 
 



CERTIFICATE OF MAILING/POSTING 
The undersigned duly appointed City Recorder for the municipality of Santaquin City hereby certifies that a 
copy of the foregoing Notice and Agenda was e-mailed to the Payson Chronicle, Payson, UT, 84651, 
posted on www.santaquin.org, as well as posted on the State of Utah’s Public Website.       
 
 
 BY:  _______________________________     
 K. Aaron Shirley, City Recorder                                      

http://www.santaquin.org/
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     Tuesday, October 1st, 2019 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES 
 

 
 
 

The meeting was called to order by Mayor Kirk Hunsaker at 6:00 p.m.  

Council Members Attending: Mayor Kirk Hunsaker, Council Member Chelsea Rowley, Council 
Member Betsy Montoya, Council Member Lynn Meacham (attended electronically only for Resolution 
10-04-2019 “A Resolution Approving a Development Agreement with CJM Limited Liability Limited 
Partnership Regarding the Orchard Lane Commercial Development Area”), and Council Member 
Nicholas Miller. 

Other’s Attending: City Manager Benjamin Reeves, Community Development Director Jason Bond, 
City Engineer Norm Beagley, Legal Counsel Brett Rich 
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
Led by Jake Kester 
 
INVOCATION/INSPIRATIONAL THOUGHT 
Bryan Mecham offered an invocation. 
 
DECLARATION OF ANY CONFLICT OF INTEREST 
Mayor Hunsaker declares that he is an employee of Vancon who is doing a number of projects in the 
city. 
 
CONSENT AGENDA 
 
Minutes:  September 17, 2019 – Council Meeting Minutes 
 
Bills:  $1,526,525.45 
 
Consent Action Items: 

o Out of State Training Request – John Bradley  
o Out of State Training Request – Ryan Lind & Roger Beckman 
o Acceptance of Right of Way (ROW) Dedication – Kellie Robbins 
o Resolution 10-01-2019, “A Resolution Approving a Service Agreement with First 

Professional Service Corporation to Provide Fire/EMS Department Billing/Invoicing 
Services” 

o Resolution 10-02-2019 “A Resolution Establishing the Voter Participation Map for 
Santaquin City to be Compliant with Utah State House Bill 119” 

 
Motion:  Council Member Miller motioned to approve the consent agenda. 
 Council Member Montoya seconded the motion. 
 
Roll Call: Council Member Rowley  Aye 

Council Member Montoya Aye 
Council Member Miller  Aye 

 
 Motion passes 3-0  
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PUBLIC FORUM, AWARD 
 
Penny Reeves announced the Volunteer of the Month Award going to Waylon Pruitt and said: 
 
“Waylon Pruitt is our Orchard Days Car Show Chairman and Volunteer of the Month for October 2019. 
He worked very hard to make sure that every detail was attended which makes the Car Show a fun 
family event for our community. He has chaired the event for the past three years. Each year he starts 
contacting the numerous sponsors in January and spends the next several months collecting the 
donations. The tangible donations are raffled off the day of the show, which generates additional 
proceeds. 100% of the proceeds are donated to charity each year. In 2018, the funds were given to the 
Make-A-Wish Foundation to help four children. This year the proceeds were given to the Primary 
Children’s Hospital for four different families. His wife Heather helps him each year with the treasury 
duties and collecting donations. Waylon is a father of two children and has lived in Santaquin for about 
six years. Waylon stated that he volunteers to support the Car Show for the kids in the city to show 
them they can accomplish their dreams. Waylon is described by our Recreation employees as having 
a bottomless heart and great passion for the Car Show. Thank you Waylon for all your hard work to 
make the Car Show a success. 
 
Waylon stated that he was grateful to the city and to his growing number of sponsors. His wife and kids 
push him to do these events and he is glad that he did.  
 
Mayor Hunsaker presented the volunteer of the month of award to Waylon and his family. 
 
The Payson-Santaquin Chamber of Commerce announced their Business of the Month is Mountain 
View Hospital who is very involved in the community. D’layne Bing accepted the award on behalf of 
Mountain View Hospital and said some words of appreciation. Their goal is to treat each one of their 
patients like a close family member.  The culture in the hospital to have a positive impact upon their 
patients drives her to get up in the morning. 
 
Future events in the Payson-Santaquin Chamber of Commerce include the October 9th, “One Step 
Forward” night to promote small businesses in the area and help residents in those communities to 
shop local. 
 
Mayor Hunsaker presented the Payson-Santaquin Chamber of Commerce Business of the Month 
award to D’layne Bing on behalf of Mountain View Hospital in Payson. 
 
BUSINESS LICENSES 
 
Jason Bond talked about increases in residential units in 2019, which include 122 new single-family 
homes and 55 multi-family units.  This represents an increase of 24 units over last year at this time. 
There were two new business licenses to report for the past month, which include: Steffy Lou’s Sweets 
and Next Energy Alliance.  
 
NEW BUSINESS & ADOPTION OF ORDINANCES AND RESOLUTIONS 
 

Resolution 10-03-2019 “A Resolution in Support of the American Legion Auxiliary Post 84.” 
 

City Manager Reeves explained that the Mayor was approached by the American Legion and 
asked for support of their organization, which supports our nation’s veterans.  He proceeded to 
read the resolution in its entirety. 
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Council Member Montoya requested that a spelling error be corrected but was otherwise in full 
support of the resolution. 

 
Motion:  Council Member Montoya motioned to pass Resolution 10-03-2019 “A Resolution in 

Support of the Santaquin American Legion Auxiliary Post 84.”  Seconded by Council 
Member Rowley. 

 
Roll Call:       Council Member Rowley      Aye          

   Council Member Montoya   Aye           
   Council Member Miller           Aye 
    
   Motioned passed 3-0 

 
 
Resolution 10-04-2019 “A Resolution Approving a Development Agreement with CJM Limited 
Liability Limited Partnership Regarding the Orchard Lane Commercial Development Area” 

 
Council Member Mecham phoned into the meeting for this agenda item. City Manager Reeves 
stated that this agreement was 10-years in the making and expressed gratitude to those on both 
sides who worked hard to make this happen.  
 
Mr. Mark Ridley shared a few words on how excited he is to work with the city to get the project 
moving forward. October 18th is the planned groundbreaking for the development.  
 
Council Member Montoya expressed concern that fall break was the 17th and 18th of October 
and would conflict with the groundbreaking.  
 
Mr. Ridley said that it would work to move the groundbreaking to a few days earlier if possible. 
 
Mayor Hunsaker asked if Mr. Ridley had a contractor on board and he responded that he did.  
Mayor Hunsaker said that he was very grateful for the work that made this agreement and project 
possible. 
 
Council Member Montoya expressed her excitement for this agreement to go through. 

 
Motion:  Council Member Montoya motioned to adopt Resolution 10-04-2019 “A Resolution 

Approving a Development Agreement with CJM Limited Liability Limited Partnership 
Regarding the Orchard Lane Commercial Development Area.” Council Member Rowley 
seconded the motion. 

 
 
Roll Call: Council Member Rowley               Aye 
  Council Member Montoya             Aye 
  Council Member Mecham   Aye 
  Council Member Miller           Aye 

    
   The motion passed 4-0 

 
City Engineer Norm Beagley made a comment that the construction of the road would start 
before the groundbreaking and the council should not be concerned or confused if dirt was seen 
being moved. 
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Ordinance 10-01-2019 “An Ordinance Amending the General Plan of Santaquin City which 
updates the Moderate Income Housing Element and Circulation Element to be Compliant with 
Utah State Senate Bill 34” 
 
Community Development Director Bond stated the city’s intentions to become more compliant 
with state code (Senate Bill 34) by updating the city’s moderate income housing section of the 
general plan. This effort updated the city’s numbers but did not require a drastic change to the 
overall plan. Director Bond extended his appreciation to City Planner Ryan Harris who took the 
lead on this project and asked Mr. Harris to present his update to the City Council. 
 
Mr. Harris reviewed the updated numbers and indicated that they were based off Low Income 
Levels Based on Household Size taken from the Department of Housing and Urban 
Development (HUDD) with Annual Median Income (AMI) in Santaquin.  Today this number is 
$79,600. Expounding on the update he showed how Low, Very Low, and Extremely Low income 
designations were based on both income and household size. Mr. Harris then showed reviewed 
Households by Income Levels in Santaquin reviewed Figures 1 through Figures 4 that broke 
down housing types. He showed the Affordability Summary for 2019, which illustrated h cost-
burdens and showed percentages of household income spent on housing.  He explained his 
assumptions on his Maximum Mortgage Loan Amount column, which was based on a 30-year 
mortgage. Figure 5 showed Affordability of Homes for Sale in September 2019 in Santaquin City 
based on his Affordability Summary and housing expense burden on income.  
 
Community Development Director Bond clarified that these AMI’s and households within 
affordability ranges were only a snapshot in time, for September 2019, and did not represent 
Santaquin longitudinally over time. Mr. Harris  add to Director Bond’s comments by sharing an 
anecdote on how he saw low cost rentals that got leased just the next day illustrating that there 
are drastic fluctuations day to day on the availability of housing that is considered Affordable by 
HUDD. 
 
Mr. Harris continued by showing how lower AMI correlates with higher percentages of household 
income spent on housing – 30% to 50%. Any percentage greater than 30% is considered to be 
“Cost-Burdened” which means that the housing is consuming a disproportionate amount of 
income. If housing is not consuming more than 30% of income based on AMI’s and housing 
prices, then it is not considered Cost-Burdened and is considered Affordable. 
 
Council Member Miller asked about where the assumptions were coming from and how the 
Average Median Incomes (AMI’s) were calculated. 
 
Director Bond explained that the AMI information came from the 2017 census and that Mr. Harris 
designed the tables in such a way that when the 2020 census information becomes available 
the new numbers could easily be plugged into the tables to update the AMI figures.  
 
Mr. Harris demonstrated the new goals and policies that were developed to be compliant with 
state legislation, which provides a list of state approved goals and policies and requires local 
municipalities to adopt at least three items from the list to meet the new moderate income 
housing law. The State of Utah recommends it would be a best practice if local municipalities 
adopt more than three policy minimum.  Santaquin City chose to adopt an additional fourth policy 
to meet this standard.  
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Director Bond clarified that this moderate income housing plan is a simply a set of goals and 
does not have any solid numeric requirements established by state law.  What is mandated is 
that local municipalities must develop goals, policies, and strategies to meet the specific needs 
of that community and allow for more affordable housing options. Director Bond reiterated his 
appreciation for Mr. Harris for all his work on this ordinance. 
 
Motion:  Council Member Montoya motioned to adopt Ordinance 10-01-2019 “An Ordinance 

Amending the General Plan of Santaquin City which updates the Moderate Income 
Housing Element and Circulation Element to be Compliant with Utah State Senate Bill 
34” providing for codification and correction of Scribner’s error, severability, and an 
effective date for the ordinance. Council Member Rowley seconded the motion. 

 
Roll Call: Council Member Rowley               Aye 
  Council Member Montoya             Aye 
  Council Member Miller           Aye 
   
  The motion passed 3-0 
 

 
WORK MEETING 
 
     Discussion regarding the Ekins Annexation petition. 
 

Community Development Director Bond introduced Ms. Julie Smith, the representative for owners, 
Mr. John Ogden and Mr. Martin White of the Ekins property, and explained that while the council 
has seen the first draft of the development agreement that this presentation would allow the council 
to gain a deeper understanding of the vision behind this development. She stated that it was her 
hope that the council could ask questions so that concerns could be resolved and that the council 
could set a date for a public hearing on the annexation. 
 
Mayor Hunsaker yielded time to Ms. Smith to share Ekins development group presentation.  
 
Ms. Smith verified that the council had a copy of the latest development agreement and the group 
proceeded into their presentation.  
 
Mr. Ogden began the presentation by showing a municipal map and showed where the annexation 
would take place. He shared population projection information from a study conducted by the 
University of Utah, which projects that Utah County’s population will grow by 400,000 people in the 
next 15 years and by over 1,000,000 in the next 35 years. He shared that affordable housing is one 
of the biggest challenges that face the State of Utah and Utah County. Mr. Ogden referenced the 
previous agenda item in the council meeting when city staff reviewed the affordable housing update.  
He shared an anecdote of a friend who has been looking for a single family home for under $300,000 
in south Utah County and has been unsuccessful.  Mr. Ogden used this anecdote to illustrate their 
goal to bring affordable housing to the Santaquin and southern Utah County areas so people can 
afford to live in a single family residence.  
 
Mr. Ogden stated that the project size is 802 total acres with 162 acres already annexed into 
Santaquin City.  Approximately 80 acres is cut off from the rest of the property in the Summit Ridge 
area. The annexation includes 721 acres of a vested mine according to Utah Code 17-41-501/502. 
Sections of the acreage can be converted from the vested mine into other uses, if desired. He 
showed a map of the total project area, which contains a mix of different types of uses including 
open space, commercial, mining, pond and detention basin, and various housing zones. He also 
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showed a map of the old mining zone and their proposal to convert the old mine into a new 
community park as well as for another residential zone for housing. He demonstrated different 
housing styles that would be in the proposed housing zone and surrounding community. He talked 
about the preservation of the cave by BYU and by the State of Utah.   He indicated that the proposed 
development would include landscaping with rock features and other products characteristic of the 
mining origins of the community.  
 
The  proposed 13.5-acre regional park was designed to be similar to the Creekside Park in Alpine, 
Utah and includes large open green space, six pickle ball courts, playground, sand volleyball, 
restrooms, and a pavilion that would tie into the trail system within the Santaquin community. Mr. 
Ogden proceeded to show a virtual walkthrough of the proposed community including the entrance, 
roadway off US-6 Main Street, and the trails alongside the road. They also plan to construct two 
playgrounds.  One for ages 2-5 and a second for ages 6-12. The open space and pressurized 
irrigation pond could be used as a recreational amenity for fishing and paddle boarding. Mr. Ogden 
pointed out where the mine would be relocated to the Chaffin Quarry to the west.  It is anticipated 
that this area would also be a development at some point in the future. He showed how close he 
personally lived next to a mine in Alpine City, which is about 700 yards away to point out that there 
are $500,000 plus homes lining the mine without any impacts to those home owners. Mayor 
Hunsaker asked if there was hard rock in the mine in Alpine near the homes and Mr. Ogden replied 
“No that it was all alluvial material.”  He also indicated that the area around the knob on their 
Santaquin property would be shaved off and that it is alluvial material that could be scooped out. 
Mayor Hunsaker asked for clarification if there was blasting in the Alpine mine and Ms. Smith 
responded, “No, there was not.” Mr. Ogden continued talking about what it is like living next to a 
mine.  He said, the multi-million dollar homes next to the mine were not impacted.  He also showed 
where the mine on the Santaquin property would be in relation to the Summit Ridge Development.  
 
As a second example, Mr. Ogden showed a picture a tree lined buffer along highway 189 near Deer 
Creek on the way to Heber.  He showed pictures of how the berms and trees blocked the view of 
the mine from the outside.  He stated that those pictures demonstrated what Granite Construction 
had achieved in their mining operations and what they could do in Santaquin so that are not seen 
or noticed by the surrounding community. Mr. Ogden indicated that they chose to partner with 
Granite Construction because they had been recognized as one of the most ethical companies in 
the world. If there are any issues that the city has with the mine, it would be easy to talk with Granite 
Construction and get those resolved quickly. Mr. Ogden assured the council that their group would 
only work with the best partners to achieve the best results in the proposed community.  He 
reiterated that their current mining operations had zero complaints in the last year “proving how 
[they] can be good neighbors”.  
 
In summary, Mr. Ogden stated the goals of the development included: 
 

• Six units per acre  
• Relocate existing mining operations to the west 
• Offer amenities including parks, trails, and detention basins for recreation purposes  
• Provide affordable housing 
• Bring in the rooftops needed to support a commercial and retail base 

 
Mr. Ogden asked if the council had any questions on the slideshow presentation.  Mayor Hunsaker 
said their questions had to do with the development agreement itself. 
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Community Development Director Bond asked what would happen to the 80-acres of the property 
currently in the Summit Ridge area and if that would be subject to, or a part of, the Summit Ridge 
Development Agreement already in place? 
 
Mr. Ogden responded that it is their intent to remove this 80-acre part of their property out of the 
Summit Ridge Development Agreement and have it become subject to the proposed Ekins 
Orchards Development and its corresponding annexation agreement. 
 
Council Member Miller asked if that means there is a chunk of Summit Ridge cut out of the Summit 
Ridge Development Agreement and what that would mean? City Manager Reeves commented that 
if that happened, the city would have to take a look at the original Summit Ridge Development 
Agreement and determine if that is legally possible. 
 
Mayor Hunsaker asked if Summit Ridge would be a partner with the Pressurized Irrigation Pond 
construction since it would be shared by Summit Ridge and their proposed development. Mr. Ogden 
said, “No, they would not since Summit Ridge is separately owned. Mayor Hunsaker asked if the 
pond would supply Summit Ridge as well as their development and Mr. Ogden responded “Yes, it 
could.” 
 
Engineer Beagley stated that the Ekins proposal is showing the Pressurized Irrigation Pond 
corresponds with what is currently shown in the City’s Pressurized Irrigation Master Plan, but it 
would have to be studied and modeled to determine if it could supply the Summit Ridge area. 
 
Mayor Hunsaker asked Director Bond’s opinion on the development.  Director Bond said the city 
had not had a chance to look at the specifics of the development and how it would work with city 
code.  However, he indicated that developments, like the Ekins Annexation proposal, that are 
constructed within the Planned Community (PC) zone had considerable flexibility, which allows for 
customization. Before he and his staff complete a full review of the proposal, Director Bond stated 
that he wanted to hear the opinions of the city council and wanted their direction with regard to the 
issues they wanted him to address. 
 
Mr. Ogden clarified that the detention pond was not in the current version of the proposed 
annexation agreement.  However, he stated that it would be added to the updated agreement. 
 
Council Member Rowley had questions about zoning in the proposed agreement and what would 
happen to the “Critical Environment” zoning currently in place with Utah County. Director Bond 
responded that if the land is annexed into Santaquin, county zoning would no longer apply. Instead, 
the property would be subject to the zoning established by Santaquin City within the annexation 
agreement. 
 
Council Member Montoya ask if the density levels of the Summit Ridge Development could be 
compared to the proposed Ekins Development density request. City Engineer Beagley stated that 
that the Summit Ridge Development was about 2,000 acres at the onset and that equates to about 
1.6 units per acre. Council Member Montoya clarified that the Summit Ridge Agreement was about 
double the acreage and half the units per acre when compared to the Ekins Annexation Agreement. 
Montoya then proceeded with her concerns with the Ekins Annexation Development Agreement.  
These concerns are bullet pointed below.  Discussion related to these bullet points immediately 
follows the itemized list: 
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Council Member Montoya’s concerns included the following: 
 
• Density – The proposal is for 6-units per acre.  She is concerned that this is too high of an 

average unit per acre density.  She asked that a bubble chart of proposed units per acre for 
each area of the development be submitted with the proposal. 

• Trailer Park & Storage Units – The language of the proposal includes trailer parks and 
commercial storage unit facilities.  She indicated that she did not approve of the construction 
of a new trailer park and she would need more information on the commercial storage unit 
facility before she would consider or approve of this type of use. 

• County Council – The language of the proposed agreement states “County Council”.  She 
indicated that she is not sure what a County Council is as the county is governed by a County 
Commission.  Perhaps the use of this language is an error that needs to be corrected. 

• Boundary Expansion – The language of the proposed agreement has a provision that would 
allow the Ekins Development to automatically expand its boundaries.  Council Member 
Montoya indicated that she did not like the idea of binding future city councils and stated that 
it may be not legal to do so.  This language needs to be reviewed carefully. 

• No Local Mining Regulations – The agreement has a provision that states that the mine would 
not be regulated at all by the city.  This language cited a bill by the state legislature called the 
Essential Materials Bill.  She would like city staff to review that bill and determine what the city 
is allowed to regulate and what the city is not allowed to regulate. 

• Flag Lots – There is a provision that states that flag lots will be allowed.  However, flag lots are 
no longer allow in Santaquin City. 

• Sidewalks - The proposed agreement states there would not be sidewalks on both sides of the 
road.  Council Member Montoya indicted that she does not agree with this provision and 
compared that point to what had occurred in the Summit Ridge Development. She said the 
council had learned from that development standard and should not repeat past mistakes. 

• Side Setbacks - Side setbacks are set at 5 feet, which is not consistent with city code.  This 
needs to be looked at carefully. 

• Cul-de-saq Length – The proposed agreement establishes the maximum cul-de-saq length at 
1000 feet.  City code only allows for a 250-foot maximum.  This would need to be changed in 
the proposed agreement. 

• Connectors Agreement – This section of the proposed agreement needs to be reviewed very 
carefully. 

• Water Dedication – The proposed agreement indicates that water shares would be retained by 
the Ekins Development owners with the exception of well water on private property that would 
be turned over to the city.  This provision needs to look carefully in relation to city water policies 
and whether their proposal fits with city’s general plan for water. 

• PID Financing – While the State of Utah now allows for the use of Public Infrastructure 
Development (PID) financing, Council Member Montoya is concerned that use of PIDs  might 
affect housing affordability by placing a burden on future residents of the Ekins Development. 

• Reimbursements – The proposed agreement contemplates that all public improvements 
located within the project, including the regional park, are subject to reimbursement by the city. 

• Upsizing of Infrastructure – The proposal states that if the developer is required to abide by 
and upgrade infrastructure sizes according to master plans, then the city will pay for the upsize.  
This should be carefully reviewed in accordance with state code and city policies. 

• Sunset Clause - The length of the proposed Ekins Development Agreement is 40 years, which 
is twice the duration of similar agreements used elsewhere in the community. 40 years, 
appears to be excessive. 

 
Council Member Montoya stated that she was concerned with the proposed density of 6-units per 
acreage as well as the proposed trailer park and storage unit facility. She is also concerned with the 
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provision that stated that a future council would be forced to allow developer to add land if needed.  
She did not like the idea of binding future councils to this particular point. She also expressed 
concern with the point that stated that there should not be sidewalks on both sides of the road, which 
has not been a good standard within the Summit Ridge Development. The water dedication 
language in the agreement also brought her concern. Lastly, she asked what exactly a PID is. 
 
Community Development Director Bond responded that PID is a new financing tool for 
infrastructure. City Manager Reeves responded that PIDs have become a highly discussed topic 
amongst the city manager community. Similar to a SID which funds improvements on specific 
parcels with the permission of the landowners, PIDs will allow the development community the ability 
to bond for public improvements.  However, PIDs will obligate the future purchasers of newly 
constructed residential units for those improvements.  The advantages are that infrastructure can 
be immediately funded with the capital acquired through this tool.  However, the disadvantages 
include having an extra property tax included on top of their normal property tax for those new 
residents.  Another disadvantage is that it will impact the city’s ability to bond since those residents 
are already burdened by additional property tax.  Often the duration of the bonds are also longer 
than the useable life of the improvements, such as roads with have a ten-year usable life before 
they need to be maintained. Finally, it creates a new governmental taxing entity or taxing authority 
that would administer the tax. 
 
Mayor Hunsaker asked for clarification on who administers that property tax to cover the bond in 
case of a PID. City Manager Reeves responded that initially it would be the Ekins Developers but 
then would be taken over in time by the newly formed governmental taxing authority the city would 
have to create. Manager Reeves stated that a PID are a tool that can be used to put in infrastructure 
upfront but at the cost and burden to a home owner over a 20 to 30 year period can be more costly 
in the long run.  
 
Council Member Montoya said the council would have to be careful in approving PIDs especially 
when looking through the lens of housing affordability.  It would add an extra property tax line item 
that might cancel out the affordability efforts. She also did not like a provision that the city would be 
subject to providing reimbursement for parks, detention basins, and other amenities added to the 
development. 
 
Engineer Beagley clarified that reimbursement provision are provided for in the capital improvement 
plan with impact fees that could be used to pay back a developer.  However, he agreed the language 
needed to be revised to not have the agreement lump all the amenities together.  Mr. Ogden stated 
the city would not be on the hook for the cost of the park. He further clarified that reimbursements 
would only apply if it were determined to benefit areas outside of the Ekins Development area. City 
Manager Reeves agreed that this section on reimbursement to either the developer or the PID would 
have to be fleshed out. 
 
Council Member Montoya said that if the city is on the hook for the reimbursement of a pond then 
the council needs to be careful in their consideration. Council Member Montoya then stated her 
concerns with the city paying for upgrades or upsizes to the sewer system if the upsized lines is 
needed by the developer.  The developer should be required to abide by the city’s sewer master 
plan. 
 
Engineer Beagley stated that this was provided for in the city’s master plan and is covered by impact 
fees which  could be used to pay for any such upgrade or upsizing depending on who the sewer 
upgrades or upsizing benefits.  He indicated that the cost of upsizing lines would be allocated 
proportionally to any areas by said improvements. 
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Council Member Montoya stated that a 40-year agreement was too long of time for her. Also, she 
was under the impression from the previous presentation provided by the Ekins Development group 
that the east mine would not continue to be mined.  However, she has since learned that this idea 
was not accurate and she wanted clarification. Council Member Montoya then shared her thoughts 
about the vested mining use and stated that any rights to regulate the mining the city could hold on 
to should be held on to. 
 
Ms. Smith responded to Council Member Montoya and stated that the concern on the 6-unit per 
acre is not exclusive to the entire Ekins Development.  Rather, the 6-units per acre is a target of 
average unit per acre density and stated there would be some areas that would be 1 to 3 units per 
acre. It sounds dense but most of the high density would be along US-6 Main Street. 
 
Council Member Montoya asked if the density per acre could be outlined more clearly in the 
agreement using a bubble chart instead of the overall density for the development being approved 
for 6-units per acre.  She also asked if staff agreed with this request. 
 
Engineer Beagley stated that the densest area in the city in terms of units per acre is Foothill Village 
which is 167 acres with 534 units or 3.2 units per acre for comparison and reference. 
 
Ms. Smith asked about the density of the apartments that were being built near city hall.  Engineer 
Beagley said that those apartments were built in the RC zone which has up to 25 units per acre but 
that the city was phasing that out and moving away from such a high density of units per acre. Ms. 
Smith restated that not all of the Ekins Development would be at that 6-units per acre and the 
majority would be 4 to 5 units per acre. Engineer Beagley responded that in other communities 4-6 
units per acre might not seem like high density, but in Santaquin it is very high density.  
 
Mr. Ogden asked if the north end of the Summit Ridge development were all 6,000 to 8,000 square 
feet lots.  Engineer Beagley stated that was correct but clarified that the Stone Hollow development 
is adjacent to the Sunset Development with ¾ acre lots just to the south that are just about equal in 
number. Mr. Ogden then stated that their proposal was similar to what already existed in that area. 
 
Mr. White asked from the audience what was designated as high density in Summit Ridge and City 
Engineer Beagley stated that multi-family high density was around 160 acres.  He further explained 
that high density was classified in Summit Ridge as 6-8 units per acre. Mayor Hunsaker asked Mr. 
White to come up to the podium if he was going to continue to speak. 
 
City Engineer Beagley stated that the Ekins Development essentially doubled the number of units 
in the entire city in about half the acreage as compared to other developments currently under 
construction throughout the city. 
 
Director Bond said this was a huge development.  If approved under a PC Zone, there would be a 
lot of flexibility and variation from the development code of the city per the agreement. However, the 
city does not want another Summit Ridge Development Agreement that is essentially a separate 
code from the existing city code.  Instead, it would be best if the construction standards of the Ekins 
Development follow the city’s existing code and standards.  Council Member Montoya stated for 
that reason she did not feel comfortable with the overall 6-units per acre as an average. Council 
Member Rowley agreed with Council Member Montoya’s statement. 
 
Ms. Smith talked about a development in Orem City where an SID was used to help create more 
affordable housing by spreading the cost out over 30-years.  However, those costs were not paid 
by the new homebuyer upfront.  Rather, the cost for the infrastructure improvements was spread 
out over time without increasing the initial cost of the home.  
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Council Member Montoya asked “Do the home owners pay interest on that?”  
 
Ms. Smith responded that residents do not pay interest on the bond.  The bond company buys the 
bonds as contracted by the developer, which is then paid by higher property taxes for those 
residents for xx number of years. Instead of having a huge upfront cost, the cost would be spread 
out over time. 
 
Council Member Montoya thanked Ms. Smith for her explanation of the PID and wanted the city’s 
legal counsel to take a look at this option and talk to other cities who used this tool. 
 
Engineer Beagley stated that the purpose of the work session is to seek the council’s direction 
before engaging the city’s legal counsel so that the city would not unnecessarily expend funds for 
legal fees reviewing several different iterations of this agreement. 
 
Regarding the 40 year sunset to the agreement, Ms. Smith stated that the size and scope of this 
project was very large and would last many years to absorb 300 to 400 lots per year.  As such, 40-
years was not an unreasonable amount of time for the agreement. 
 
Council Member Montoya asked if it was reasonable for the development agreement to include a 
timeline that would illustrate the timing of the mining vs. the housing development.  Manager Reeves 
stated that this timeline would likely be market driven.  Ms. Smith added that if a recession comes 
then no one would likely buy homes in the development.  It would be difficult to put a timeline into 
the agreement, as it cannot be predicted with any amount of certainty. 
 
Council Member Rowley said she was concerned with development looking like Summit Ridge near 
the chapel where there was no sidewalk and narrow roads and it was harder for snowplows to get 
through.  She asked how road width was determined. 
 
Engineer Beagley stated that it comes down to the PC Zoning and what is agreed upon with the 
developer in the Development Agreement. He reiterated what was said by Community Development 
Director Bond, that the city wants refer to city code and city standards as much as possible.  City 
code provides for a road to be 55 feet wide, which includes curb, gutter, sidewalk(s), planter strip(s) 
and the actual road. The newer parts of Summit Ridge moved away from those narrow roads with 
no sidewalk. 
 
Council Member Miller asked if the standard road cross section was 55 feet and City Engineer 
Beagley responded that there were several options within the code depending on the location and 
circumstance. Council Member Miller then asked what the minimum road width was and Engineer 
Beagley responded that it was 55 feet. Council Member Miller then said that he was not opposed to 
sidewalks on one side if that means that the development can get a wider road. 
 
Community Development Director Bond stated that the city council, mayor, and staff had inherited 
past development agreements that had issues and that staff will provide recommendations for this 
agreement using lessons learned from those prior examples. The biggest lesson we can learn from 
the past is that it is best if we stick to road cross sections outlined in our city code as much as 
possible. City Manager Reeves said that he agreed that wider roads are better for snowplows but 
to remember that the more you widen a road, the more asphalt you have to take care of and the 
more expense for the homeowners who are coming in and purchasing so there is a balance to 
consider. 
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Mr. Ogden said that they would like to put in sidewalks where it makes sense but there was nothing 
in the proposed agreement that stated the development would go against city code when it came to 
road standards. Director Bond said that can be laid out in the agreement and that perhaps a trail 
can be negotiated in lieu of a sidewalk in some cases.  However, he reiterated that the main concern 
was that in the Summit Ridge Development where there was nowhere to walk except on the road 
and that issue should not be repeated in this development agreement. 
 
Mr. White stated that he was grateful for Council Member Montoya’s questions but that this was an 
agreement with the city and an agreement requires give and take. In his opinion, this development 
will benefit the city and he is proud of the development.  He is excited and wants it to move it forward 
as he feels it would be a great addition to the city. Mr. White stated that he was proud of the partners 
he had on board including Granite Construction. He expressed disappointment that the city’s legal 
counsel had not reviewed the agreement as of yet. He expressed that he needs to move forward in 
making a decision as to whether to use his property for farming and mining or mining and 
development. He reiterated that it would be impossible for this development to happen without the 
export of mining material.  While the city could mandate lower density in the housing, this expensive 
project will create high value real estate. 
 
Mr. Ogden stated they were willing to donate any water shares that they had but in previous 
discussions with city staff, there was uncertainty as to what water shares the city could use.  As 
such, they put into the agreement that any well water would be dedicated to the city, as they knew 
for sure that this source of water could be used by the city. The city staff said they would have to 
check if they could use some shares of Strawberry Water that comes through the Highline Canal 
but East Jordan Canal shares could not be used in the city and the developer would have to retain 
those particular shares.  
 
City Manager Reeves stated that from his point of view, the city will have to begin using water from 
the Strawberry Highline Canal as soon as the city annexes north of the Highline Canal.  Engineer 
Beagley stated that he agreed but that the original language of those Strawberry Highline water 
rights are tied to the land and cannot be piped to other areas.  We need to figure out how to make 
those water shares work for the city once the city annexes to the north. Reeves stated they cannot 
assign a dollar amount for water shares  within the development agreement.  Instead, water values 
need to be tied a schedule established by the Council that may be modified from time to time.  Mr. 
Ogden said they could tie the water fees to a schedule.  City Engineer Beagley agreed.  He further 
stated that between the well water, the potential use of Strawberry Highline water, and the payment 
for Central Utah Water, that the development should have the water it needs. 
 
City Manager Reeves stated that the city council should itemize all of their concerns into one list to 
give to the development group to address and modify in the next iteration of the agreement. 
 
Council Member Miller asked about the knob that would be excavated and asked how the material 
would be taken out of there. Mr. Ogden responded that currently it goes out on highway 6.  
 
Mayor Hunsaker asked if the Council was willing to look at densities or units per acreage and 
adjusting that in return for more amenities or vice-versa. 
 
Council Member Miller said his main concern was the number of units per acreage.  
 
City Manager Reeves agreed with Council Member Miller’s opinion and stated that it would be 
beneficial if the development group would provide the requested bubble chart laying out densities 
in each of the areas of the development. This would clarify what the council should expect. He 
reiterated Mayor Hunsaker’s sentiments of having “give and take” in the negotiations.  He also 
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pointed out how in Summit Ridge, which has 1.6 units per acre,  the city put in the park while in 
Foothill Village where there is a higher density of units per acre,  the developer will put in the park.  
The only measuring stick we can use in evaluating the Ekins Annexation proposal is developments 
like Summit Ridge and Foothill Village. 
 
Council Member Miller expressed concern that those two development examples were not enough 
to go off of and they needed a standard flat number of units per acre to use as a basis. 
 
Engineer Beagley stated that in Summit Ridge there is a maximum number of units of 2600 units 
with a bubble chart that designates use to certain areas. 
 
Council Member Montoya agreed we need a more spelled out designation of areas and units per 
acre such as a bubble chart. We want something we are proud of in years to come.  She reminded 
the council that we are accountable to the current residents not future residents. 
 
City Manager Reeves asked the council to also keep in mind that the future staff and council 
successors will inherit this project.  As such, we need to ensure that it is well thought out and that 
the language is drafted carefully. 
 
Council Member Miller said he would consider increased density for amenities. 
 
Mr. White said that the north end of the Summit Ridge has 6-8 unit per acre and said that their 
proposed development plan would be similar. 
 
Council Member Rowley said that the council did not like that part of the Summit Ridge development.  
Engineer and Beagley said that the acreage ratio of the north end did not exist evenly across Summit 
Ridge, which is much lower.  As such, the staff and council want to see a bubble chart that spells 
out the anticipated densities in the agreement 
 
Mr. White said that Alpine City had to spend $2 to $3 Million to build their park of comparable size 
and amenities to Ekins development proposed park and with the densities they have requested, his 
group would provide it free because they want to leave something positive for the community. 
 
Council Member Miller said that is great but what is the timeline for the park and development? 
What if the economy goes down?  Will that timeline be extended? 
 
Mr. White said that he cannot predict what the economy will be like and the developer is taking a 
risk with this proposal.  However, he would be willing to look at completing the park on, or before, 
the 700th unit is completed.  
 
Ms. Smith asked how they should spell out units per acre. She suggested they could spell out that 
low density is not less than XX, medium density will be no more than XX, and high density will be 
no more than XX.  
 
Council Member Montoya stated that with the economy and market demand in mind that the 
agreement could provide for flexibility. If the market demands lower density housing, then you could 
reduce the units per acreage but not increase it. 
 
City Manager Reeves said the city needs to dive into the language of the Summit Ridge 
Development Agreement and whether the Ekins parcels can be legally withdrawn or not. He 
suggested that it would be good if plats are approved in harmony with the Summit Ridge 
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Development. Merging the two development areas also eliminates the “800 acre” requirement for 
PC zone eligibility.  
 
Mr. Ogden said that the city staff had said in the past that they would not like to duplicate or 
perpetuate the Summit Ridge Development.  Manager Reeves agreed that the Summit Ridge 
Development Agreement is complex, however he also pointed out that at least the staff knows the 
Summit Ridge Agreement. 
 
Mr. White said that he wanted to table the 80-acre discussion and said he purposely did not bring 
attorneys tonight.  He did not want his property part of the Summit Ridge Development. He then 
said determining if his 80-acre parcel can be removed from the Summit Ridge Development is a 
discussion for the attorneys of both sides to look at and not do that here in this meeting. 
 
Community Development Director Bond said that the city and the staff are not saying what can and 
cannot be done, but he wanted to acknowledge that there are hurdles that need to be addressed 
before an agreement can be finalized. He then asked the question “Does the Mayor and Council 
feel like they have enough information to have a public hearing going and scheduled?”  Many on 
the council said “No” in unison.  Council Member Montoya said that she first wants a specific bubble 
chart on the densities.  She also wants to an answer to the legal question as to whether there is a 
right for the Ekins to step away from the Summit Ridge Development Agreement. 
 
Community Development Director Bond said he wanted to schedule the Granite asphalt plant tour.  
Council Member Montoya asked how long the tour would take. Mr. White said that it would take 
about an hour up and down with anticipated traffic and one-hour tour. Council Member Montoya 
asked what times work and Mr. White responded that they could accommodate any request.  
 
Council Member Montoya asked what day and time would work for the rest of the council. October 
10th at 2:00 p.m. in the afternoon was agreed upon by the Council. 
 
Mayor Hunsaker expressed gratitude to Mr. Ogden and Ms. Smith for their presentation and 
information. 
 
Council Member Miller asked what could be done with the 80-acres. 
 
City Manager Reeves said staff could take a look at Summit Ridge Development Agreement to 
determine their rights.   
 
Council Member Rowley requested a 5-minute recess. Mayor Hunsaker approved. 

 
REPORTS OF OFFICERS, STAFF, BOARDS, AND COMMITTEES 

 
City Manager Reeves –  
 
Events: Manager Reeves indicated the groundbreaking for the grocery store would take place on 
the 14th of October. Leisure Services Director John Bradley said the soccer field grand opening 
would be at 9:30 a.m. on Saturday October 12th.  He indicated that there would be a field ribbon 
cutting with seats for VIPs.  The Mayor will say a few words and hand out plaques.  There would be 
music, donuts, and other food potentially. He also indicated that flag football will be going so the 
fields will be full. Lastly, he suggested that the council might lump the recreation offices building 
ribbon cutting and the Summit Ridge Parkway ribbon cutting on the 26th of October at 9:00 am and 
10:00 am respectively. The council agreed with his recommendation.  Council Member Rowley 
asked if they needed an hour between the two events on the 26th of October. John Bradley said 
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“Yes, they would just to get everything in place and make sure the roads are safety secured by 
public safety.” City Manager Reeves stated that it was anticipated that the city council could cook 
and hand out hot dogs in the park for the events on the 26th. Director Bradley said that by the end 
of October all the groundbreakings should be done. 
 
Council Member Rowley asked if there will be a park rule signs installed so that people do not bring 
their dogs and such into the new soccer fields.  City Manager Reeves said that is a good point and 
that there are park rule signs at other parks.  They will look into getting one for the new soccer fields. 
He also said that, in conjunction with the city’s goals for agritourism, that staff had been thinking of 
a name for the new park “The Harvest View Sports Complex” and had already reserved a handful 
of domain names just in case. The Council expressed approval of the name. 
 
Manager Reeves talked about putting up signage prohibiting commercial vehicles over 4-axels to 
reduce wear and tear on the new portions of Summit Ridge Parkway. Staff is recommending that 
stop signs be put in at the convergence of the parkway and Summit Ridge neighborhood because 
the new road would have speed concerns. Also Reeves expressed that with the new traffic from 
Summit Ridge Parkway, there was a concern with parking in front of the chapel and proposed 
making it red curbing.  Council Member Montoya would like to see some red curbing along Main 
Street and Reeves responded that they would have to work with UDOT as it is a state road. 
 
City Manager Reeves stated that staff was about to send out the booklet and the voter information 
pamphlet on the proposed recreation/aquatics center. Reeves reviewed and showed the booklet to 
the Council and the Council expressed their support. 
 
Community Development Director Bond -  
 
Director Bond indicated that there would be two public hearings coming up in Planning Commission.  
The first is on approved fence types within the city and the 2nd is in regard to administrative approvals 
on secondary driveway requests.  
 
 
City Engineer Beagley –  
 
Summit Ridge Parkway Extension is nearing completion with curb and gutter that will be finished on 
October 2nd. He said that Bennett will start paving the day after that.  
 
Mayor Hunsaker asked about Summit Ridge Parkway road density. Beagley responded that the 
density would not be to UDOT standards and therefore the City does not want large trucks on the 
road.  This will preserve the longevity of the road. 
 
Mayor Hunsaker asked about a letter from McMullen Engineering regarding the debris basin 
reconstruction at the mouth of the canyon. Engineer Beagles reported on the meeting at C.S. Lewis 
held by NRCS.  He further indicated that the contract is between Utah County and USDA with 
McMullen Engineering. 

 
 
REPORTS BY MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS  
 
Council Member Rowley gave compliments to the Public Works Crews who installed the new 
playground. She also asked about the city calendar that Penny is making.  Manager Reeves responded 
that, where possible, winners of city photo contest would be used in the calendar.  However, some of 
the winning pictures are not large enough or of a high enough quality to allow for mass printing. 
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Council Member Montoya thanked Chief Hurst for the traffic information on trips along 900 South and 
asked if the trip count was high.  Chief Hurst said it does not seem high as it relates to other 
neighborhoods, but that it might be higher than what the residents in that area are used to. Average 
speeds were 12 mph and quite lower than what the residents were saying. 
 
Council Member Montoya said the Youth City Council was working on a new city flag and the mock ups 
should be in tomorrow. It was hard to find a company that would design a flag and then allow for 
changes without further charges after the fact. She wants the Council to make recommendations.  
 
Council Member Rowley asked if youth can join the Youth City Council throughout the year or if they 
can join mid-year.  Council Member Montoya said that they could join midyear and that they should 
contact Suzy to join.  
 
Council Member Miller reported that the soccer season is finishing up.  He also said that the Recreation 
Department got their mid-summer surveys back and things were looking good. Flag football is up and 
going. Volleyball changed coaching requirements and now there are more coaches than needed which 
is good. 
 
Mayor Hunsaker thanked Chief Lind and Hurst for being at the Council meeting. 
 
   
ADJOURNMENT  
 

At 9:00 pm Council Member Rowley moved to adjourn. Council Member Montoya seconded the 
motion. The vote was as follows: 
 
Council Member Rowley Aye 
Council Member Montoya Aye  
Council Member Mecham Aye 
Council Member Miller Aye 
 
 
The motion passed with a 4 to 0 vote. 

 

 

_____________________________           ________________________________    
Kirk Hunsaker, Mayor         Aaron Shirley, City Recorder  
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MEMORANDUM 

To:  Santaquin City Mayor & Council 
From:  Benjamin A. Reeves, Santaquin City Manager 
Date:  October 15, 2019 

Subject: 5.c.1. Assignment of Ahlin Annexation Development Agreement to             
D.R. Horton 

 

Mayor & Council,  

Several years ago, Santaquin City entered into an Annexation/Development Agreement for the 
Ahlin Property (Commonly known as Foothill Village).  Over the years, the property has changed 
hands due to bankruptcies and purchases. (e.g. Purple Sage & Zions Bank, Jimmy DeGraffenried, 
Salisbury).  The property is currently under development by Salisbury (i.e. horizontal construction of 
infrastructure) and D.R. Horton (i.e. vertical construction of homes).  

D.R. Horton is in the process of acquiring full ownership and full responsibility for the Foothill 
Development along with all of its requirements (e.g. paving of the frontage road, etc.).  However, it 
was discovered that there is a provision within the original agreement, which requires City 
Council’s formal acknowledgement and approval of the “Assignment” of the ownership into the 
name of new owners.  This provision also affords the opportunity for the council the 
opportunity to review the financial viability of the new owners to ensure they have the 
wherewithal to complete the developer’s obligations as outlined in the agreement.  
Unfortunately, this formal act of the council was never performed in the past for any of the 
transferals of ownership to this date.   

Where D.R. Horton is the largest builder of residential homes in the U.S., the city staff has no 
concerns with their financial ability to complete the developer’s obligations.  As such, staff 
recommends City Council approval of the “Assignment of the Ahlin Annexation Development 
Agreement to D.R. Horton.” 

 



  

 

 

 

 

 

 

MEMORANDUM 
October 11, 2019 

To:  Santaquin City Mayor and City Council 

From:  Norm Beagley, City Engineer       

RE:   Foothill Village Development Agreement Assignment  

 

Mayor and Council Members, 

 

Within the original, executed (2000) annexation and development agreement for the Ahlin 

Annexation (later known as the Foothill Village Subdivision), section 16 “Assignment” reads: 

 

“This agreement may not be assigned by the Applicant without the express written approval of 

the City.  The City shall require the assigned to be able to demonstrate financial ability to 

complete the development.” 

 

It is the intent of this section of the development agreement that the City obtains assurance that 

any assignee has the financial ability to complete the project per the executed annexation and 

development agreement.   

 

DR Horton intends to purchase all of the remaining undeveloped portions of the Ahlin 

Annexation and Development (I.e. Foothill Village Subdivision) from Salisbury Land 

Development, LLC and thereby would become an “assignee” and to the terms of the original 

annexation and development agreement and all amendments thereto. 

 

DR Horton, as one of America’s largest homebuilders, has the financial capability to complete 

the development. 

 

No other terms of the original annexation/development agreement or the two amendments (2014 

& 2019) are subject to change or negotiation under this assignment.   

 

I am happy to answer any questions you may have on the project and regarding this change 

order.   

 

 

 

 

Recommended Motion: 

 

I make a motion that the Santaquin City Council consents to the assignment of the Ahlin 

Annexation and Development Agreement from Salisbury Land Development, LLC to DR 

Horton, Inc. 









ORDINANCE NO. 10-05-2019 

 
AN ORDINANCE REPEALING TITLE 2 CHAPTER 8 SENIOR CITIZENS BOARD, 
PROVIDING FOR CODIFICATION, CORRECTION OF SCRIVENER’S ERRORS, 

SEVERABILITY, AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 
 

WHEREAS, Santaquin City is a fourth class city in the State of Utah and is 
required to post the agendas and meeting minutes of all boards of the city that are 
formed by ordinance; and 

WHEREAS, the Senior Citizens Center Board is a board formed by Santaquin 
City Ordinance 05-08-2015.  

WHEREAS the Senior Citizens Center Board has struggled to fill vacant 
positions for the (10) member board; and 

WHEREAS, the Senior Citizens Center Board has struggled to consistently meet 
due in part to these vacancies; and 

WHEREAS, official Santaquin City Boards, such as the Senior Citizens Board,  
should be posting agenda and minutes; which is not happening due to inconsistent 
meetings; and 

WHEREAS, the Senior Citizens Center can continue to meet on an as needed 
bases “informally” as advisory committee, not formed by ordinance, to the Recreation 
Board; and 

WHEREAS, the Leisure Services Director will serve as staff liaison representing 
both Senior Citizens informal advisory committee and to the official Recreation Board. 

 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 

OF SANTAQUIN, UTAH AS FOLLOWS: 
 

Section I.  “Title 2 Chapter 8: Senior Citizens Board” shall be repealed and 
stricken in its entirety. 
 
Section II. Contrary Provisions Repealed. Any and all other provisions of the Santaquin 
City Code that are contrary to the provisions of this Ordinance are hereby repealed.  
 
Section III. Codification, Inclusion in the Code, and Scrivener’s Errors. It is the intent of 
the City Council that the provisions of this ordinance be made part of the Santaquin City 
Code as adopted, that sections of this ordinance may be re-numbered or re-lettered, 
and that the word ordinance may be changed to section, chapter, or other such 
appropriate word or phrase in order to accomplish such intent regardless of whether 



such inclusion in a code is accomplished. Typographical errors which do not affect the 
intent of this ordinance may be authorized by the City without need of public hearing by 
its filing a corrected or re-codified copy of the same with the City Recorder.  
 
Section IV. Severability. If any section, phrase, sentence, or portion of this ordinance is 
for any reason held invalid or unconstitutional by any court of competent jurisdiction, 
such portion shall be deemed a separate, distinct, and independent provision, and such 
holding shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions thereof.  
 
Section V. Posting and Effective Date. Prior to 5:00 p.m. on October 16, 2019, the City 
Recorder shall: (a) deposit a copy of this ordinance in the official records of the City; 
and (b) post a copy of this ordinance in City Hall. This ordinance shall become effective 
at 5:00 p.m. on October 16, 2019.  

 
PASSED AND ADOPTED this 15th day of October, 2019. 

 
        __________________________ 

  Kirk Hunsaker, Mayor 
 
     Councilmember Elizabeth Montoya Voted   ___ 

Councilmember Lynn Mecham   Voted   ___ 
Councilmember Keith Broadhead   Voted   ___ 
Councilmember Nick Miller    Voted   ___ 
Councilmember Chelsea Rowley    Voted   ___ 

 
ATTEST: 
  
_______________________________                                                                     
K. Aaron Shirley, City Recorder 
 
 
 
  



 
STATE OF UTAH      ) 

    ) ss. 
COUNTY OF UTAH              ) 
 

I, K. AARON SHIRLEY, City Recorder of Santaquin City, Utah, do hereby certify 
and declare that the above and foregoing is a true, full, and correct copy of an ordinance 
passed by the City Council of Santaquin City, Utah, on the 15th day of October, 2019, 
entitled  

 
“AN ORDINANCE REPEALING TITLE 2 CHAPTER 8 SENIOR CITIZENS BOARD, 
PROVIDING FOR CODIFICATION, CORRECTION OF SCRIVENER’S ERRORS, 
SEVERABILITY, AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE.” 
 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the Corporate 
Seal of Santaquin City Utah this 15th day of October, 2019. 
 
 
 
 

 
_____________________________ 
K. AARON SHIRLEY 
Santaquin City Recorder 

 
(SEAL) 
 
 

 
 
 
 
  



AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING 
 
STATE OF UTAH      ) 

    ) ss. 
COUNTY OF UTAH              ) 
 
 I, K. AARON SHIRLEY, City Recorder of Santaquin City, Utah, do hereby certify 
and declare that I posted on the Santaquin City Website, Public Notices Website of the 
State of Utah and in the Santaquin City Hall, 275 West Main Street, Santaquin, Utah 
84655, which is attached hereto on the 15th day of October 2019. 
 
I further certify that copies of the ordinance so posted were true and correct copies of 
said ordinance. 
 
 
 
________________________________ 
K. AARON SHIRLEY 
Santaquin City Recorder 
 
 
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ___ day of ________, 
20__, by K. AARON SHIRLEY. 
 
 
My Commission Expires: 

________________________________ 
Notary Public 

 
 
Residing at:  Utah County 
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Building Permit Report 
October 15, 2019

New Single Family RDU New Multi Family RDU New Commercial Spaces



New Business Licenses 

 

Name   Owner  Address   Description    BL# 

TM Crushing LLC  John D. Hadfield The Hills Summit Ridge       Processing Aggregate Materials and Sales            BL-4469 

Wallcutz   Anita Orr  624 S. 350 E.    Selling Vinyl Decals on Etsy                BL-4470 

The Dog Groomer  Tawnya Going  439 S. 200 W.    Dog Groomer                                                              BL-4471 

               

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR 
The city of Santaquin has many qualities, the best of all are the people. One of the joys of serving in our city is meeting 
our people and getting to know them. When the people of Santaquin come together, each willing to do their part, we can 
accomplish amazing things and unlock the possibilities of Santaquin for future generations. This requires investment 
from each member of the community.  
One of the most common concerns we have heard from residents in recent years is that of improving our recreation 
facilities and programs.  
After a great deal of feedback from residents, and much discussion, the city council has chosen to place a proposed 
recreation center and aquatic facility on the November 2019 ballot. The cost of the bond not to exceed $12 million. The 
decision to place a bond on the ballot was not made lightly. After considering the positive impacts that this facility will 
have in our community, we are in favor of this bond for the following reasons: 

• Community driven- the idea of a recreation center and pool was brought to the council by residents of our city.   
• Survey results- 88.9% of those who responded to community surveys requested a recreation center with a pool as 

their number one recreation desire.  
• Supporting our seniors- This facility will provide a safe and healthy meeting place for the seniors of our 

community. The current senior facility has bats, mice, the roof leaks and the foundation is cracked. It is not 
seismic and is not ADA accessible.  

• Investing in our youth- there are tremendous benefits which come to youth through recreation activities and 
increased engagement of youth within our own community.  

• Job creation- The proposed facility will create approximately 200 jobs in our city, most of which will be part 
time and create in- town employment opportunities for our youth.  

• Benefits to every community member- the facility creates enhanced recreation opportunities by offering a place 
to gather together, strengthen community ties and improve health. 

• Provide enough programming space- our programs and activities currently exceed space needed for growth. 
• Location- the proposed structure, located at 580 West Main Street, is an ideal location for members of the entire 

community to reasonably access.  
• Repurpose an existing building- we will take a structure that is currently unused and make it a gathering place 

for our community including a pool, kid’s water play area, indoor walking track, gym space, classroom space and 
multi-purpose room with kitchen space.  

• Attract additional businesses- the creation of this facility will increase the quality of life for residents and attract 
commercial business to our city.  

• Individual resident costs- Individual tax costs will go down as our city grows. 
 
Santaquin is an amazing place to live! We support investing in the family and in social capital of our community by 
not only maintaining but improving the quality of life for each of our residents. 
 

Santaquin City Council 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

REBUTTAL 

While the City Council and Staff have spent a great deal of effort championing this facility, we doubt that its viability and 
benefits can live up to the vision. 

• Senior Center- The City admits that it hasn’t been able to properly maintain the current Senior Center. How can 
we now trust them to maintain a $12,000,000 facility with an estimated $266,000 annual operational deficit? 

• Jobs- Springville’s Rec Center also employees around 200 people, but they pay actual wages of $1,237,646 a 
year - $230,000 more than our City’s proposed budget for this Rec Center of $1,000,000.  Operational costs have 
been severely underestimated when compared to similar facilities. 

• Community Benefit- While about 20% of our residents might use the facility, 100% of us have to pay for it, 
regardless of ability to pay. 

• Additional Businesses- Cities build Rec Centers AFTER they have businesses and a Sales/RAP tax base to pay 
for it.  They don’t spend money they don’t have to build Rec Centers with only hopes that it might attract 
businesses. 

Santaquin is an amazing place to live, especially when we look out for each other.  This bond will lower our ability to 
invest in our public needs – police, fire, city buildings, etc. – in the future by lowering our bond capacity from $20 
million to $8 million.   
“It is human nature to want it and want it now; it is also a sign of immaturity. Being willing to delay pleasure for a greater 
result is a sign of maturity.” –Dave Ramsey  



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ARGUMENT IN AGAINST 

Would you increase your total household debt by 60% to put in a pool and nice home gym, knowing that it comes with 
maintenance costs, and with only the hopes that you might find a new source of income to pay that maintenance each 
month?  Of course not, yet this is what the City will be doing with the $12,000,000 bond for a Rec Center. 

The City claims that this bond will “only cost you $0.60 a day,” for the average household.  Even if true, that is still about 
$250 a year in property taxes. Unfortunately, over the past few years Utah County has increased our Assessed Home 
Values by about 40% which has served to raise the amount of property taxes we are required to pay each year.  Many in 
Santaquin are barely making ends meet as it is, while others are relying on Government or Church assistance to take care 
of basic necessities. Imagine you are on a fixed income, as many of our residents are. How do you pay for these 
increases? Will a new Recreation Center improve their quality of life, or will an increase overburden them, forcing them 
to make decisions to cut necessities like medications or food for their family? 

The City has promised the $12,000,000 bond is all the money the city will need to build the Recreation Center.  However, 
the City has many current projects that are over-budget. The current recreation building was supposed to have a $350,000 
remodel this year, but ended up costing over $1,000,000.  The new soccer fields were supposed to cost $736,000, but are 
now up to $1,200,000 with no final cost actually estimated. Due to these miscalculations and other overages, other needed 
improvements and infrastructure are being postponed or just ignored.  Can we honestly believe that a Recreation Center 
that was originally quoted to cost $19,900,000 will be built for only $12,000,000? One City official even said “cold hard 
numbers you can’t have until actual build out”. 

The City projects the Recreation Center will run a $266,000 annual deficit.  The City ended last year with a surplus of just 
~$255,000. The City proposes to use its surplus for three years to fund this deficit. In other words, the City will have no 
surplus for actual needs over the next three years, and is already spending new tax revenues it has not yet received. These 
funds are better used towards current City needs like additional fire stations, a City office building, road improvement, 
etc. Instead of funding these needs with surplus and future revenue, the Recreation Center bond forces future needs to be 
funded by future bonds or tax/fee increases. The Recreation Center will be just the first tax increase of many. 

Oftentimes, what’s good for the goose IS NOT what’s good for the gander.  We plead that you look outside yourself and 
what might be good for you, and understand that many in our community cannot afford the tax increase or the use of the 
facility. 

Jeff Siddoway Jeremy Hurst  JaNae Morgan  Misty Herbert Dustin Holden          
685 Stone Brook Cir. 499 Slate Dr.  P.O. Box 371, 81 S. 300 W. 120 N. 300 W.  1330 Sageberry Dr.             
Santaquin, UT 84655 Santaquin, UT 84655 Santaquin, UT 84655  Santaquin, UT 84655 Santaquin, UT 84655   
(801) 735-4579 (801) 637-9551 (801) 830-0978  (801) 787-0956 (385) 434-1430 
jmsiddoway@gmail.com pirate7212@gmail.com Janae.morgan67@gmail.com Bronco4tj@gmail.com Holden.dustin@gmail.com  

 

  REBUTTAL 
 

Strong communities are built on solid foundations. The people of Santaquin are the strongest part of our foundation. The 
people are resilient, service oriented and family minded. Our city’s wise financial management decisions are also part of 
that foundation. You may read the entire budget at www.santaquin.org  

In response to the published argument against the proposed recreation center/aquatic facility here are the facts: 

• The remodel of the old public works shed into a recreation building was bid out at $607,246, not including 
engineering/design, landscaping, furnishings, and signage. The total remodel came to $795,775. This is one 
example of a beautiful repurposing of an existing building.  

• The soccer fields were bid out at $945,241 and the City Council chose to improve this project by adding 
restrooms, fencing and lighting bringing the total to $1.2 million. This decision was made because there were 
funds to cover the improvements (each new home pays into the park impact fee fund, current balance $418,000).  

• The surplus we have shown at the end of each fiscal year has gone into our rainy-day funds, which are capped by 
the state at 25% of total budget. We are currently at 22.5%.  

• This project would meet the facility and programming needs of our children, adults, seniors and families.  
  

The city council chose to place the recreation center on the ballot because we believe voters can decide for themselves 
whether investing in our recreation department, and the social capital of our city, is investment they want the city to make. 
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NOTICE 
A PUBLIC MEETING TO PRESENT THE ARGUMENTS WILL BE HELD ON 
TUESDAY, OCTOBER 15TH, 2019 AT 6:00 P.M. AT THE SANTAQUIN CITY 
COUNCIL CHAMBERS, 275 WEST MAIN STREET, SANTAQUIN, UT 84655 
(2ND FLOOR) 



 

ORDINANCE NO. 10-02-2019 
 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SANTAQUIN CITY CODE WHICH WILL PROVIDE 

PREDETERMINED FENCING OPTIONS THAT ARE REQUIRED IN MULTI-FAMILY 

DEVELOPMENTS, PROVIDING FOR CODIFICATION, CORRECTION OF 

SCRIVENER’S ERRORS, SEVERABILITY, AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE FOR THE 

ORDINANCE. 
 

WHEREAS, the City of Santaquin is a fourth class city of the state of Utah; and  
 

WHEREAS, the City Council has specific authority pursuant to Title 10, Chapter 9a Utah Code Ann. 

(1953 as amended) to adopt a zoning plan including an ordinance and map which divide the 

municipality into districts or zones and within such districts to regulate the erection, construction, 

reconstruction, alteration, repair and uses of buildings and structures and the uses of land; and 
 

WHEREAS, the state legislature has granted general welfare power to the City Council, 

independent, apart from, and in addition to, its specific grants of legislative authority, which enables 

the city to pass ordinances which are reasonably and appropriately related to the objectives of that 

power, i.e. providing for the public safety, health, morals, and welfare; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to amend Santaquin City Code Title 10 Chapter 6 Section 6C5 

and amend Title 10 Chapter 7M Section 11I which will provide predetermined fencing options that 

are required in multi-family developments; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Santaquin City Planning Commission held a public hearing on October 8, 2019, 

which hearing was preceded by the posting of public notice in at least three public places within the 

City limits of Santaquin City, and which notice of public hearing was published in a newspaper in 

accordance with Section 10-9a-205 of the Utah State Code; and 
 

WHEREAS, after the noted public hearing, the Santaquin City Planning Commission forwarded a 

recommendation to the City Council; 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of Santaquin City, State of Utah, 

as follows:  
 

Section I.  Amendments  

Title 10 Chapter 6 Section 6C5 is amended as follows: (underlined text is added, stricken text is deleted) 

 

5. Fences And Walls: Developments shall install a six foot (6’) decorative wall, to be reviewed and 

approved by the Architectural Review Committee (ARC), constructed of stone, masonry, or concrete 

along the perimeter of the development.  City suggested walls include the following: 

 



 

 
 

 

 
 



 

 

 

 

 

The ARC may grant exceptions to this requirement on a case-by-case basis if it finds that the 

exception is in the best interest of Santaquin City.  Perimeter landscaping must be in accordance with 

the city adopted buffering standards. Chainlink and vinyl are is not allowed as a fencing material in 

front yards.  The Architectural Review Committee (ARC) may grant exceptions to fencing 

requirements on a case-by-case basis if it finds that the exception is in the best interest of Santaquin 

City.   

Title 10 Chapter 7M Section 11I is amended as follows: (underlined text is added, stricken text is deleted) 



 
 

I. Fences And Walls: Developments shall install a six foot (6’) decorative wall, to be reviewed and 

approved by the Architectural Review Committee (ARC), constructed of stone, masonry, or concrete 

along the perimeter of the development.  City suggested walls include the following: 

 

 
 



 

 

 

 



 

 

 

The ARC may grant exceptions to this requirement on a case-by-case basis if it finds that the 

exception is in the best interest of Santaquin City.  Perimeter landscaping must be in accordance with 

the city adopted buffering standards. Chainlink and vinyl are is not allowed as a fencing material in 

front yards.  The Architectural Review Committee (ARC) may grant exceptions to fencing 

requirements on a case-by-case basis if it finds that the exception is in the best interest of Santaquin 

City.  
 

Section II.  Severability 

If any part of this ordinance or the application thereof to any person or circumstances shall, for any 

reason, be adjudged by a court of competent jurisdiction to be unconstitutional or invalid, such 

judgment shall not affect, impair of invalidate the remainder of this ordinance or the application 

thereof to other persons and circumstances, but shall be confined to its operation to the section, 

subdivision, sentence or part of the section and the persons and circumstances directly involved in 

the controversy in which such judgment shall have been rendered.  It is hereby declared to be the 

intent of the City Council that this section would have been adopted if such invalid section, 

provisions, subdivision, sentence or part of a section or application had not been included.  
 

Section III.  Contrary Provisions Repealed 

Any and all other provisions of the Santaquin City Code that are contrary to the provisions of this 

Ordinance are hereby repealed. 
 

Section IV.  Codification, Inclusion in the Code, and Scrivener’s Errors   
It is the intent of the City Council that the provisions of this ordinance be made part of the Santaquin 

City Code as adopted, that sections of this ordinance may be re-numbered or re-lettered, and that the 

word ordinance may be changed to section, chapter, or other such appropriate word or phrase in order 

to accomplish such intent regardless of whether such inclusion in a code is accomplished.    

Typographical errors which do not affect the intent of this ordinance may be authorized by the City 

without need of public hearing by its filing a corrected or re-codified copy of the same with the City 

Recorder. 
 



 

Section V.  Posting and Effective Date   

This ordinance shall become effective at 5:00 p.m. on Wednesday, October 16, 2019.  Prior to that 

time, the City Recorder shall deposit a copy of this ordinance in the official records of the City and 

place a copy of this ordinance in three places within the City.  
 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 15th day of October 2019. 

 

 

________________________________ 

  Kirk Hunsaker, Mayor 
 

 Councilmember Elizabeth Montoya          Voted   ___ 

 Councilmember Lynn Mecham          Voted   ___ 

 Councilmember Keith Broadhead             Voted   ___ 

 Councilmember Nick Miller           Voted   ___ 

 Councilmember Chelsea Rowley                Voted   ___ 

 

ATTEST: 

 

_______________________________                                                                     

K. Aaron Shirley, City Recorder 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
STATE OF UTAH      ) 

    ) ss. 
COUNTY OF UTAH              ) 
 

I, K. AARON SHIRLEY, City Recorder of Santaquin City, Utah, do hereby certify and 
declare that the above and foregoing is a true, full, and correct copy of an ordinance passed 
by the City Council of Santaquin City, Utah, on the 15th day of October, 2019, entitled  

 
“AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SANTAQUIN CITY CODE WHICH WILL PROVIDE 

PREDETERMINED FENCING OPTIONS THAT ARE REQUIRED IN MULTI-FAMILY 

DEVELOPMENTS, PROVIDING FOR CODIFICATION, CORRECTION OF 

SCRIVENER’S ERRORS, SEVERABILITY, AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE FOR THE 

ORDINANCE.” 

 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the Corporate 
Seal of Santaquin City Utah this 15th day of October, 2019. 
 
 
 
 

 
_____________________________ 
K. AARON SHIRLEY 
Santaquin City Recorder 

 
(SEAL) 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 

AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING 
 
STATE OF UTAH      ) 

    ) ss. 
COUNTY OF UTAH              ) 
 
 I, K. AARON SHIRLEY, City Recorder of Santaquin City, Utah, do hereby certify 
and declare that I posted in three (3) public places the ordinance, which is attached hereto 
on the 15th day of October, 2019. 
 

The three places are as follows: 
 
1. Zions Bank 
2. Post Office 
3. City Office 

 
I further certify that copies of the ordinance so posted were true and correct copies of said 
ordinance. 
 
 
 
________________________________ 
K. AARON SHIRLEY 
Santaquin City Recorder 
 
 
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ___ day of ________, 20__, 
by K. AARON SHIRLEY. 
 
 
My Commission Expires: 

________________________________ 
Notary Public 

 
 
Residing at:  Utah County 
 
 

 



 

ORDINANCE NO. 10-03-2019 
 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SANTAQUIN CITY CODE REGARDING THE 

APPROVAL PROCESS FOR A SECONDARY DRIVEWAY, PROVIDING FOR 

CODIFICATION, CORRECTION OF SCRIVENER’S ERRORS, SEVERABILITY, AND 

AN EFFECTIVE DATE FOR THE ORDINANCE. 
 

WHEREAS, the City of Santaquin is a fourth class city of the state of Utah; and  
 

WHEREAS, the City Council has specific authority pursuant to Title 10, Chapter 9a Utah Code Ann. 

(1953 as amended) to adopt a zoning plan including an ordinance and map which divide the 

municipality into districts or zones and within such districts to regulate the erection, construction, 

reconstruction, alteration, repair and uses of buildings and structures and the uses of land; and 
 

WHEREAS, the state legislature has granted general welfare power to the City Council, 

independent, apart from, and in addition to, its specific grants of legislative authority, which enables 

the city to pass ordinances which are reasonably and appropriately related to the objectives of that 

power, i.e. providing for the public safety, health, morals, and welfare; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to amend Santaquin City Code Title 11 Chapter 6 Article 12 

which allows the Zoning Administrator to review and approve secondary driveway requests; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Santaquin City Planning Commission held a public hearing on October 8, 2019, 

which hearing was preceded by the posting of public notice in at least three public places within the 

City limits of Santaquin City, and which notice of public hearing was published in a newspaper in 

accordance with Section 10-9a-205 of the Utah State Code; and 
 

WHEREAS, after the noted public hearing, the Santaquin City Planning Commission forwarded a 

recommendation to the City Council; 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of Santaquin City, State of Utah, 

as follows:  
 

Section I.  Amendments  

Title 11 Chapter 6 Article 12 is amended as follows: (underlined text is added, stricken text is deleted) 

 

11-6-12: RESIDENTIAL DRIVEWAYS: 
 

A. Driveways shall be provided for each residential building lot prior to the issuance of a 

certificate of occupancy for the lot. The drive approach for the driveway shall be a minimum 

width of twelve feet (12') and shall not exceed the maximum width of thirty feet (30'). A 

secondary drive approach, or an addition to the primary driveway, may be permitted upon 

conditional use review and approval by the planning commission with recommendation from 

the community development department Zoning Administrator. 

B. No negative grade driveways shall be permitted, unless approved by the planning commission, 

as a conditional use, with recommendation from the c City e Engineer, due to unusual 



 

topographic constraints. Driveways must maintain a slope away from the home as required 

by the international building code, or subsequently adopted code. 

C. The minimum slope to which a driveway shall be built is two percent (2%) and the maximum 

slope to which a driveway shall be built is twelve percent (12%), except as hereafter provided. 

The planning commission City Engineer may grant conditional use approval, following 

application for such approval by the property owner, with recommendation from the city 

engineer, under exceptional circumstances, to allow driveway slopes having a grade 

exceeding twelve percent (12%) and may impose conditions of approval to mitigate any 

present or potential hazards created by the steepness of the driveway. (Ord. 05-01-2003, 5-7-

2003, eff. 5-8-2003) 

D. Accesses onto residential driveways, including those for any extensions or expansions, shall 

be separated by at least twenty feet (20') in order to facilitate safe vehicle access and egress. 

In addition, no driveway access of any kind shall be permitted within clear view areas. (Ord. 

11-03-2014, 11-5-2014, eff. 11-6-2014) 

E. The construction of residential driveway approaches shall conform to the standards as required 

for drive approaches and sidewalk sections as outlined in the Santaquin City construction 

standards. This shall include requirements for both concrete and untreated base course 

installation. (Ord. 05-01-2003, 5-7-2003, eff. 5-8-2003) 

 

Section II.  Severability 

If any part of this ordinance or the application thereof to any person or circumstances shall, for any 

reason, be adjudged by a court of competent jurisdiction to be unconstitutional or invalid, such 

judgment shall not affect, impair of invalidate the remainder of this ordinance or the application 

thereof to other persons and circumstances, but shall be confined to its operation to the section, 

subdivision, sentence or part of the section and the persons and circumstances directly involved in 

the controversy in which such judgment shall have been rendered.  It is hereby declared to be the 

intent of the City Council that this section would have been adopted if such invalid section, 

provisions, subdivision, sentence or part of a section or application had not been included.  
 

Section III.  Contrary Provisions Repealed 

Any and all other provisions of the Santaquin City Code that are contrary to the provisions of this 

Ordinance are hereby repealed. 
 

Section IV.  Codification, Inclusion in the Code, and Scrivener’s Errors   
It is the intent of the City Council that the provisions of this ordinance be made part of the Santaquin 

City Code as adopted, that sections of this ordinance may be re-numbered or re-lettered, and that the 

word ordinance may be changed to section, chapter, or other such appropriate word or phrase in order 

to accomplish such intent regardless of whether such inclusion in a code is accomplished.    

Typographical errors which do not affect the intent of this ordinance may be authorized by the City 

without need of public hearing by its filing a corrected or re-codified copy of the same with the City 

Recorder. 
 

Section V.  Posting and Effective Date   



 

This ordinance shall become effective at 5:00 p.m. on Wednesday, October 16, 2019.  Prior to that 

time, the City Recorder shall deposit a copy of this ordinance in the official records of the City and 

place a copy of this ordinance in three places within the City.  
 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 15th day of October 2019. 

 

 

________________________________ 

  Kirk Hunsaker, Mayor 
 

 Councilmember Elizabeth Montoya          Voted   ___ 

 Councilmember Lynn Mecham          Voted   ___ 

 Councilmember Keith Broadhead             Voted   ___ 

 Councilmember Nick Miller           Voted   ___ 

 Councilmember Chelsea Rowley                Voted   ___ 

 

ATTEST: 

 

_______________________________                                                                     

K. Aaron Shirley, City Recorder 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
 
 
 
STATE OF UTAH      ) 

    ) ss. 
COUNTY OF UTAH              ) 
 

I, K. AARON SHIRLEY, City Recorder of Santaquin City, Utah, do hereby certify and 
declare that the above and foregoing is a true, full, and correct copy of an ordinance passed 
by the City Council of Santaquin City, Utah, on the 15th day of October, 2019, entitled  

 
“AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SANTAQUIN CITY CODE WHICH WILL PROVIDE 

PREDETERMINED FENCING OPTIONS THAT ARE REQUIRED IN MULTI-FAMILY 

DEVELOPMENTS, PROVIDING FOR CODIFICATION, CORRECTION OF 

SCRIVENER’S ERRORS, SEVERABILITY, AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE FOR THE 

ORDINANCE.” 

 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the Corporate 
Seal of Santaquin City Utah this 15th day of October, 2019. 
 
 
 
 

 
_____________________________ 
K. AARON SHIRLEY 
Santaquin City Recorder 

 
(SEAL) 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
 
 
 

AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING 
 
STATE OF UTAH      ) 

    ) ss. 
COUNTY OF UTAH              ) 
 
 I, K. AARON SHIRLEY, City Recorder of Santaquin City, Utah, do hereby certify 
and declare that I posted in three (3) public places the ordinance, which is attached hereto 
on the 15th day of October, 2019. 
 

The three places are as follows: 
 
1. Zions Bank 
2. Post Office 
3. City Office 

 
I further certify that copies of the ordinance so posted were true and correct copies of said 
ordinance. 
 
 
 
________________________________ 
K. AARON SHIRLEY 
Santaquin City Recorder 
 
 
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ___ day of ________, 20__, 
by K. AARON SHIRLEY. 
 
 
My Commission Expires: 

________________________________ 
Notary Public 

 
 
Residing at:  Utah County 
 
 

 



ORDINANCE NO. 10-04-2019 

 
AN ORDINANCE ESTABLISHING TITLE 7, CHAPTER 1, SECTION 11 PROHIBITING 
COMMERCIAL VEHICLES OVER 4-AXLES ON RESTRICTED ROADS, PROVIDING 
FOR CODIFICATION, CORRECTION OF SCRIVENER’S ERRORS, SEVERABILITY, 

AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 
 

WHEREAS, the Utah State Legislature has granted general welfare power to the 
City Council, independent, apart from, and in addition to, its specific grants of legislative 
authority, which enables the City to pass ordinances which are reasonably and 
appropriately related to the objectives of that power, i.e. providing for the public safety, 
health, morals, and welfare; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City of Santaquin is a fourth class city in the State of Utah and 

maintains a police force for the protection of the public’s health, safety and welfare 
including the enforcement of laws for the preservation of life and property; and 
 

WHEREAS, the driving of large commercial vehicles with over four (4) axles can 
cause significant damage to City Streets which are not built to the same standards as 
Public Highways constructed by the Utah Department of Transportation; and 

 
WHEREAS, said damage can cause an undue financial burden upon the City of 

Santaquin; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City of Santaquin now desires the passage, by ordinance, of 
certain regulations regarding the driving of large commercial vehicles with over four (4) 
axles on City Streets that have been designated as a restricted roads and properly 
identified as such with signage indicating said restriction;  
 

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

 
Section I.  Section 7-1-10 of the Santaquin City Code is hereby enacted as set 
forth below. 
 

7-1-11 Driving Commercial Vehicles Over 4-Axles on Restricted Roads 
 

A. No commercial truck, commercial trailer, or commercial truck-trailer 
combination with over four (4) total axles shall be allowed to drive on 
restricted roads that have been properly identified with signage indicating said 
restriction. 
 
 

Section II. Contrary Provisions Repealed. Any and all other provisions of the Santaquin 
City Code that are contrary to the provisions of this Ordinance are hereby repealed.  
 



Section III. Codification, Inclusion in the Code, and Scrivener’s Errors. It is the intent of 
the City Council that the provisions of this ordinance be made part of the Santaquin City 
Code as adopted, that sections of this ordinance may be re-numbered or re-lettered, 
and that the word ordinance may be changed to section, chapter, or other such 
appropriate word or phrase in order to accomplish such intent regardless of whether 
such inclusion in a code is accomplished. Typographical errors which do not affect the 
intent of this ordinance may be authorized by the City without need of public hearing by 
its filing a corrected or re-codified copy of the same with the City Recorder.  
 
Section IV. Severability. If any section, phrase, sentence, or portion of this ordinance is 
for any reason held invalid or unconstitutional by any court of competent jurisdiction, 
such portion shall be deemed a separate, distinct, and independent provision, and such 
holding shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions thereof.  
 
Section V. Posting and Effective Date. Prior to 5:00 p.m. on October 16, 2019, the City 
Recorder shall: (a) deposit a copy of this ordinance in the official records of the City; 
and (b) post a copy of this ordinance in City Hall. This ordinance shall become effective 
at 5:00 p.m. on October 16, 2019.  

 
PASSED AND ADOPTED this 15th day of October, 2019. 

 
        __________________________ 

  Kirk Hunsaker, Mayor 
 
     Councilmember Elizabeth Montoya Voted   ___ 

Councilmember Lynn Mecham   Voted   ___ 
Councilmember Keith Broadhead   Voted   ___ 
Councilmember Nick Miller    Voted   ___ 
Councilmember Chelsea Rowley    Voted   ___ 

 
ATTEST: 
  
_______________________________                                                                     
K. Aaron Shirley, City Recorder 
 
 
 
 
STATE OF UTAH      ) 

    ) ss. 
COUNTY OF UTAH              ) 
 

I, K. AARON SHIRLEY, City Recorder of Santaquin City, Utah, do hereby certify 
and declare that the above and foregoing is a true, full, and correct copy of an ordinance 
passed by the City Council of Santaquin City, Utah, on the 15th day of October, 2019, 
entitled  



 
“AN ORDINANCE ESTABLISHING TITLE 7, CHAPTER 1, SECTION 11 PROHIBITING 
COMMERCIAL VEHICLES OVER 4-AXLES ON RESTRICTED ROADS, PROVIDING 
FOR CODIFICATION, CORRECTION OF SCRIVENER’S ERRORS, SEVERABILITY, 
AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE.” 
 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the Corporate 
Seal of Santaquin City Utah this 15th day of October, 2019. 
 
 
 
 

 
_____________________________ 
K. AARON SHIRLEY 
Santaquin City Recorder 

 
(SEAL) 
 
 

 
 
 
 
  



AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING 
 
STATE OF UTAH      ) 

    ) ss. 
COUNTY OF UTAH              ) 
 
 I, K. AARON SHIRLEY, City Recorder of Santaquin City, Utah, do hereby certify 
and declare that I posted on the Santaquin City Website, Public Notices Website of the 
State of Utah and in the Santaquin City Hall, 275 West Main Street, Santaquin, Utah 
84655, which is attached hereto on the 15th day of October 2019. 
 
I further certify that copies of the ordinance so posted were true and correct copies of 
said ordinance. 
 
 
 
________________________________ 
K. AARON SHIRLEY 
Santaquin City Recorder 
 
 
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ___ day of ________, 
20__, by K. AARON SHIRLEY. 
 
 
My Commission Expires: 

________________________________ 
Notary Public 

 
 
Residing at:  Utah County 
 

 
 



ORDINANCE NO. 10-04-2019 

 
AN ORDINANCE ESTABLISHING TITLE 7, CHAPTER 1, SECTION 11 PROHIBITING 

COMMERCIAL VEHICLES WITH MORE THAN FOUR AXLES ON RESTRICTED 
ROADS, PROVIDING FOR CODIFICATION, CORRECTION OF SCRIVENER’S 

ERRORS, SEVERABILITY, AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 
 

WHEREAS, the Utah State Legislature has granted general welfare power to the 
City Council, independent, apart from, and in addition to, its specific grants of legislative 
authority, which enables the City to pass ordinances which are reasonably and 
appropriately related to the objectives of that power, i.e. providing for the public safety, 
health, morals, and welfare; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City of Santaquin is a fourth class city in the State of Utah and 

maintains a police force for the protection of the public’s health, safety and welfare 
including the enforcement of laws for the protection of life and property; and 
 

WHEREAS, the driving of large commercial vehicles with more than four (4) 
axles can cause significant damage to City Streets which are not built to the same 
standards as Public Highways constructed by the Utah Department of Transportation; 
and 

 
WHEREAS, said damage may impact public safety and cause an undue financial 

burden upon the City of Santaquin; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City of Santaquin now desires the passage, by ordinance, of 
certain regulations regarding the driving of large commercial vehicles with more than 
four (4) axles on any City Streets that has been designated as a restricted roads and 
properly identified as such with signage indicating said restriction;  
 

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

 
Section I.  Section 7-1-10 of the Santaquin City Code is hereby enacted as set 
forth below. 
 

7-1-11 Driving Commercial Vehicles With More than Four (4) Axles on 
Restricted Roads 

 
A. No commercial truck, commercial trailer, or commercial truck-trailer 

combination with more than four (4) total axles shall be allowed to drive on 
any restricted road that has been properly identified with signage indicating 
said restriction. 
 
 



Section II. Contrary Provisions Repealed. Any and all other provisions of the Santaquin 
City Code that are contrary to the provisions of this Ordinance are hereby repealed.  
 
Section III. Codification, Inclusion in the Code, and Scrivener’s Errors. It is the intent of 
the City Council that the provisions of this ordinance be made part of the Santaquin City 
Code as adopted, that sections of this ordinance may be re-numbered or re-lettered, 
and that the word ordinance may be changed to section, chapter, or other such 
appropriate word or phrase in order to accomplish such intent regardless of whether 
such inclusion in a code is accomplished. Typographical errors which do not affect the 
intent of this ordinance may be authorized by the City without need of public hearing by 
its filing a corrected or re-codified copy of the same with the City Recorder.  
 
Section IV. Severability. If any section, phrase, sentence, or portion of this ordinance is 
for any reason held invalid or unconstitutional by any court of competent jurisdiction, 
such portion shall be deemed a separate, distinct, and independent provision, and such 
holding shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions thereof.  
 
Section V. Posting and Effective Date. Prior to 5:00 p.m. on October 16, 2019, the City 
Recorder shall: (a) deposit a copy of this ordinance in the official records of the City; 
and (b) post a copy of this ordinance in City Hall. This ordinance shall become effective 
at 5:00 p.m. on October 16, 2019.  

 
PASSED AND ADOPTED this 15th day of October, 2019. 

 
        __________________________ 

  Kirk Hunsaker, Mayor 
 
     Councilmember Elizabeth Montoya Voted   ___ 

Councilmember Lynn Mecham   Voted   ___ 
Councilmember Keith Broadhead   Voted   ___ 
Councilmember Nick Miller    Voted   ___ 
Councilmember Chelsea Rowley    Voted   ___ 

 
ATTEST: 
  
_______________________________                                                                     
K. Aaron Shirley, City Recorder 
 
 
 
 
STATE OF UTAH      ) 

    ) ss. 
COUNTY OF UTAH              ) 
 



I, K. AARON SHIRLEY, City Recorder of Santaquin City, Utah, do hereby certify 
and declare that the above and foregoing is a true, full, and correct copy of an ordinance 
passed by the City Council of Santaquin City, Utah, on the 15th day of October, 2019, 
entitled  

 
“AN ORDINANCE ESTABLISHING TITLE 7, CHAPTER 1, SECTION 11 PROHIBITING 
COMMERCIAL VEHICLES WITH MORE THAN FOUR AXLES ON RESTRICTED 
ROADS, PROVIDING FOR CODIFICATION, CORRECTION OF SCRIVENER’S 
ERRORS, SEVERABILITY, AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE.” 
 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the Corporate 
Seal of Santaquin City Utah this 15th day of October, 2019. 
 
 
 
 

 
_____________________________ 
K. AARON SHIRLEY 
Santaquin City Recorder 

 
(SEAL) 
 
 

 
 
 
 
  



AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING 
 
STATE OF UTAH      ) 

    ) ss. 
COUNTY OF UTAH              ) 
 
 I, K. AARON SHIRLEY, City Recorder of Santaquin City, Utah, do hereby certify 
and declare that I posted on the Santaquin City Website, Public Notices Website of the 
State of Utah and in the Santaquin City Hall, 275 West Main Street, Santaquin, Utah 
84655, which is attached hereto on the 15th day of October 2019. 
 
I further certify that copies of the ordinance so posted were true and correct copies of 
said ordinance. 
 
 
 
________________________________ 
K. AARON SHIRLEY 
Santaquin City Recorder 
 
 
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ___ day of ________, 
20__, by K. AARON SHIRLEY. 
 
 
My Commission Expires: 

________________________________ 
Notary Public 

 
 
Residing at:  Utah County 
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RESOLUTION NO. 10-05-2019 
A RESOLUTION AMENDING THE SANTAQUIN CITY UNIFORM BAIL 
SCHEDULE FOR FINES APPLICABLE TO CRIMINAL VIOLATIONS OF 
VARIOUS SANTAQUIN CITY ORDINANCES 

WHEREAS, the City of Santaquin is a fourth class city of the state of Utah; and 

WHEREAS, Utah cities are authorized by the Legislature to enact ordinances in order to 
promote and protect the health, safety and welfare of the people; and 

WHEREAS, on July 18, 2012, the City Council adopted Ordinance No. 07-01-2012, 
establishing a schedule for fines applicable to criminal violations of various Santaquin City 
ordinances, and providing for future amendment of said schedule by resolution; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council now desires to amend the Santaquin City Uniform Bail 
Schedule to promote the health, safety and welfare of the City and its residents. 

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

I. Amendment of Ordinance Bail Schedule.  The Santaquin City Uniform Bail 
Schedule Santaquin City Ordinances is hereby amended to read as set forth in Exhibit A 
hereto. 

II.     Effective Date.   This ordinance shall become effective upon passage. 

ADOPTED AND APPROVED on the 15th day of October, 2019. 

 

________________________________ 
Mayor Kirk F. Hunsaker 

 
Attest: 
 
_________________________ 
K. Aaron Shirley 
Santaquin City Recorder                         
                         



EXHIBIT “A” 

Santaquin City Uniform Bail Schedule 

Santaquin City Ordinances 

CODE # DESCRIPTION CLASS FINE $ 

3-1-3 Failure to Maintain 
Business License 

B 500 

3-2-5 Failure to Charge/Pay 
Sales Tax 

B 500 

3-3-4 Energy Sales/Use Tax B 500 
3-4 Liquor Code violations 1st Off. - C 

2nd Off. - B 
3rd Off. - B 

1st Off. – 150 
2nd Off. – 300 
3rd Off. – 500 

3-8-5 Door to Door Solicitation 
Violation 

1st Off. - C 
2nd Off. - B 

1st Off. - 150 
2nd Off. - 500 

4-1-5(C) Illegal Burning 
(Negligent) 

C 100 

4-2 Nuisance (Default) C 500 
4-3 Hazardous Materials B 500 
4-4 Illegal Dumping I 100 
5-2 Animal Violation 

(Default) 
C 150 

5-2-4A No License Tag I 25 
5-2-4B Kennel Violation I 125 
5-2-6(a) Dogs Attacking Person C 500 
5-2-6(b) Dogs Attacking Animal C 200 
5-2-6(c) Possession of Vicious 

Animal 
C 300 

5-2-7 No Rabies Tag C 50 
5-2-8 Animals at Large I 50 
5-2-9 Dog at Large 1st Off. - I 

2nd Off. - C 
3rd Off. - B 

1st Off. – 50 
2nd Off. – 100 
3rd Off. – 150 

5-2-10 Prohibited Acts & 
Conditions (Animals) 

C 50 

5-2-11(B) Impounding C 100 
5-3-1 Curfew Violation C 1st Off. – 100 

2nd Off. – 200 
3rd Off. – 300 

5-3-1(D) Curfew (Parent Liability) C 1st Off. – 100 
2nd Off. – 200 
3rd Off. – 300 

6-2 OHV Regulations 
(Default) 

C 100 

6-2-2 OHV Undesignated Street C 50 
6-2-3 OHV Speeding C 

 
16-25 mph - 50 
25 + mph - 150 

6-2-4 OHV Mufflers I 50 



6-2-5 OHV Expired Reg. C 50 
6-2-6 No OHV License or 

Safety Certificate 
C 50 

6-2-7 Husbandry Implement on 
Highway 

C 50 

6-2-8 No Protective 
Headgear/Eyewear 

C 50 

6-2-9 Improper Riding Area I 50 
6-2-10 Riding OHV After Dark I 50 
6-4-3 Improper Mobile 

Home/Trailer Storage 
I 50 

7-1 Streets (Default) I 100 
7-1-2 Encroachment Permit 

Violation 
B 1,000 

7-1-3 Winter Parking I 1st Off. – 20 
2nd Off. – 30 
3rd Off. – 50 

7-1-4 Snow Removal I 1st Off. – 50 
2nd Off. – 100 
3rd Off. – 300 

7-1-5 Street Obstruction I 1st Off. – 100 
2nd Off. – 200 
3rd Off. – 300 

7-1-6 Discharge of Water I 1st Off. – 50 
2nd Off. – 100 
3rd Off. – 300 

7-1-7 Sidewalk regulations I 1st Off. – 50 
2nd Off. – 100 
3rd Off. – 200 

7-1-8 Driving Animals on Street I 1st Off. – 50 
2nd Off. – 100 
3rd Off. – 200 

7-1-11 Commercial Vehicles 
Over 4-Axels on 
Restricted Roads 

I 500 

7-2 Excavation Violations B 500 
7-3 Cemetery Violations C 200 
7-4-6 Trail Violations C 50 
8-2-2 Unsanitary Disposal of 

Waste 
B 300 

9-1-2* Commencing Work w/o 
Posting an Inspection 
Record Card 

I 50 

9-1-3(f) Failure to Obtain 
Required Building 
Inspection 

I 250 

9-1-3(g) Failure to Keep Work 
Accessible & Exposed 
Until Approved by the 
Building Inspector 

B 250 



10-6-24 Living in a Recreational 
Vehicle 

C <10 days – 50 
10-30 days – 200 
>30 days - 500 

10-11-6 Failure to Obtain 
Certificate of Occupancy 

B 583 

10-13-6(b) Signs Prohibited C 25 
10-18 Animal Rights Violation 

(Default) 
C 50 

10-18-10 Location of Structure Civil Civil 
10-18-5(D) Animal Noise Nuisance C 1st Off. – 50 

2nd Off. – 100 
3rd Off. – 200 

10-18-8(C) Harboring 4 + Animals C 1st Off. – 50 
2nd Off. – 200 
3rd Off. – 200 

10-18-8(D) Farm Animal Violation I 50 
10-18-9(B) Property Line Violation C 1st Off. – 50 

2nd Off. – 200 
3rd Off. – 300 

 
 

Amended October 15, 2019 



  
 

 
 
 
 
 

MEMORANDUM 
October 11, 2019 

To:  Santaquin City Mayor and City Council 
From:  Norm Beagley, City Engineer       
RE:   Utah County/NRCS/Santaquin City EWP Wildfire Recovery Work  
 
Mayor and Council Members, 
 
As recently announced by Congressman John Curtis, NRCS/USDA released the 75% portion of 
the Emergency Watershed Protection (EWP) funding that Utah County and participating entities 
applied for in order to construct mitigation projects needed after to the wildfires in 2018. 
 
In addition to the NRCS/USDA funding, during the 2019 session, the Utah State Legislature 
approved additional funding to help smaller entities to cover some of the remaining 25% entity 
portions.   
 
At present, estimated costs to construct up to 5 projects (as shown on the attached map) totals 
$2,777,955.00.  After applying the NRCS/USDA and State funds available, as well as shared 
project funds from Utah County, Santaquin City would need to cover approximately $74,318.66 
for those 5 projects.  This amount represents approximately 2.67% of estimated total 
construction costs.   
 
During the time that Utah County awaited the approval of the NRCS/USDA funding, and as 
directed by the local NRCS/USDA office in SLC, Utah County went through their procurement 
process and then retained Jones and DeMille Engineering (JDE) and J-U-B Engineers as a team 
to conduct the EWP design work.    
 
In order to start on project design, we need the Councils approval to have the Mayor sign the 
attached written request from the County stating that we are willing/ready to move forward with 
JDE and J-U-B to do the design for the various projects per the previously executed Interlocal 
agreement (approved by the Council on February 2, 2019).   
 
For your information, the NRCS/USDA funds can cover all of the design costs, with a maximum 
amount for design of up to 9.75% of construction costs.  If design were to exceed that 9.75% of 
construction costs, the City would be fully responsible for that amount. 
 
We would ask the council to approve the Mayor to sign the attached acknowledgement and 
authorize the design work to move forward with the limitation that any potential overrun of 
design costs above the 9.75% listed above would have to be pre-authorized by the City Council 
before any additional design work could begin.   
 



  
 

Any future commitment of funds, including the approximate $74,318.66, actual construction 
contracts, etc. would come back to the Council for your approval.   
 
There are other complexities to this work and the potential projects.  I am happy to discuss those 
complexities with you as you desire or have time.   
 
Please know that City Staff will be keeping a watchful eye on designs, estimated construction 
costs, etc. as this process proceeds.     
 
   
 
 
 
 
Recommended Motion: 
Motion that the Council authorize the Mayor to sign the written request for the design work by 
JDE & J-U-B to proceed, with the stipulation that if design costs are expected to exceed 9.75% 
of construction costs (i.e. potentially incurring additional costs to Santaquin City), the Council 
must pre-approve any such overrun.   
 



October 15, 2019 
 
 
Per the Interlocal agreement entered into between Utah County and Santaquin City (executed by 
Santaquin City on 2-5-2019 and executed by Utah County on 3-19, 2019), this document will be 
considered the written request of Santaquin City to utilize JUB/Jones & DeMille, the consultants 
retained by Utah County, for design of the NRCS approved EWP features as outlined in the 
Damage Survey Report (DSR).  Santaquin City reserves the right to choose which features or 
projects in the DSR will move forward to construction or not to construct them. 
 
 
 
      

Kirk F. Hunsaker 
          Santaquin City Mayor 
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MEMORANDUM 

To:  Santaquin City Mayor & Council 
From:  Benjamin A. Reeves, Santaquin City Manager 
Date:  October 15, 2019 

  Subject: 9.g. Naming of the Recreation Department’s Sports and Events Building 
 

Mayor & Council,  

Prior to the ribbon cutting on the Recreation Building next to the rodeo grounds, Leisure 
Services Director John Bradley would like to discuss naming options for you to consider.  I am 
not sure what names he has in mind or if he would like you to come prepared with your own 
ideas.   

With that said, as I have been presenting at the town hall meetings regarding the proposed 
Recreation/Aquatics Center, the question has repeatedly come up regarding what the city plans 
to do with the existing building if the proposal is approved by the voters.  On many occasions I 
have answered with my recommendation that the building’s purpose would be to focus on 
“Sports” (e.g. baseball, soccer, football, etc.) and “Events” (e.g. Orchard Days, Easter Egg Hunt, 
Christmas Parade, etc.).   Of course, it would likely still house martial arts as well. 

With all of those ideas in mind, please give it some thought so that you can be prepared to 
brainstorm with John. 

Thanks! 

 






