COUNCIL MEETING 12-19-2007
ATTACHMENT "C"

Susan B Farnsworth
City Recorder
45 \West 100 South
Santaquin, UT 84655
(801) 420-3001 cell
(801) 754-3211 ext 17
(801) 754-1620 fax

MEMO
TO: Mayor James E. DeGraffenried and Council Members
FROM: Susan
DATE: December 18, 2007
RE: 2008 City Council Meeting and Work Session Schedules

~r~

Mayor and Council Members,

It is time to set the 2008 Council Meeting and Work Session Schedules. [f there are not
any changes to the days in which these meetings are held, the following will reflect the
schedule: ' : :

o City Council Meetings will be held on the 1% and 3" Wednesdays of each month
beginning at 7:00 pm with Special Meetings being called as deemed necessary
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/ Attorneys & Counselors Toll-Free 1-888-867-3268

| Since 1882
{________—__——— www.ns-law.com

A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION

Tel {8071) 327-8200
Fax (801) 327-8222

December 14, 2007

Hon. James E. DeGraffenried
Mayor, Santaquin City

45 West 100 South
Santaquin, Utah 84655

Re:  Closed Meeting Requirements

Dear Mayor DeGraffenried:

Pursuant to your request, this letter will outline the requirements to conduct a closed
meeting of the City Council. '

IN GENERAL., ACTIONS AND DELIBERATIONS OF THE CiTy COUNCIL SHOULD BE
CONDUCTED IN PUBLIC MEETINGS.

The Utah State Legislature requires that, with a few specific exceptions, all actions and
deliberations of City Councils be open to the public. See Utah Code Ann. § 52-4-102(2).

CLOSED MEETINGS MAY BE HELD T0 DIsCUSS CERTAIN SUBJECTS.

Utah Code Ann. § 52-4-205 specifies the purposes for which a City Council may hold a
closed meeting.

(1) A closed meeting described under Section 52-4-204 may only be held for:

(a) discussion of the character, professional competence, or physical or mental

health of an individual;

(b) strategy sessions to discuss collective bargaining;

(c) strategy sessions to discuss pending or reasonably imminent litigation;

(d) strategy sessions to discuss the purchase, exchange, or lease of real property if
public discussion of the transaction would:

(I) disclose the appraisal or estimated value of the property under consideration; or '
(ii) prevent the public body from completing the transaction on the best possible terms;
(e) strategy sessions to discuss the sale of real property if:

(I) public discussion of the transaction would:

(A) disclose the appraisal or estimated value of the property under consideration; or
(B) prevent the public body from completing the transaction on the best possible terms;
(ii) the public body previously gave public notice that the property would be

offered for sale; and
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(iii) the terms of the sale are publicly disclosed before the public body approves

the sale;

(f) discussion regarding deployment of security personnel, devices, or systems;
(g) investigative proceedings regarding allegations of criminal misconduct; and
(h) discussion by a county legislative body of commercial information as defined
in Section 59-1-404.

(2) A public body may not interview a person applying to fill an elected position
in a closed meeting.

In recent years, the City Council’s decision to hold a closed meeting has usually been
based on either subsection (a) discussion of the character, professional competence, or physical

or mental health of an individual; or subsection (c) discussion of pending or reasonably imminent -
litigation. This is significant because as noted below, the recording requirements are not the

same for these two categories.

It is also important to recognize that just because a topic of discussion falls within one of
the categories identified above does not mean that the subject can only be discussed in a closed
meeting. The Code specifically provides that the Council may discuss these matters in an open

public meeting.

THE CITY COUNCIL MUST FOLLOW SPECIFIC RULES TO HOLD A CLOSED MEETING.

The procedures to hold a closed meeting are found in Utah Code Ann. § 52-4-204, and
are summarized below.

1. A closed meeting may only be held during a properly noticed and convened public
meeting.

2. Two-thirds of the council members present at the open public meeting must vote to
hold the closed meeting, (Therefore; if 3 Council members are present, 2 must vote for the closed
meeting; if 4 are present, 3; and if 5 are present, then 4.) '

3. The following must be publicly announced and entered in the minutes of the open
meeting: '

a) the purpose for which the meeting is held (this is usually done

by simply reciting the language of the applicable subsection);

b) the location of the closed meeting; and

c) the names of those who voted for and against holding the closed meeting.

4. No Action may be taken in a closed meeting.

THE RECORDS KEPT DIFFER DEPENDING ON THE REASON FOR HOLDING THE CLOSED
MEETING. '
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If the purpose of the closed meeting is either: (a) to discuss the character, professional
competence, or physical or mental health of an individual; or (b) discussion regarding
deployment of security personnel, devices, or systems, the presiding officer must sign a sworn
affidavit affirming the purpose of the closed meeting. :

If the closed meeting is held for any other purpose, the Council must record the closed
meeting (electronically) and may keep detailed written minutes. These are the same
requirements as for an open meeting. See Utah Code Ann. § 52-4-203. The Code also sets

certain requirements for the minutes.

(3) The recording and any minutes of a closed meeting shall include:

(a) the date, time, and place of the meeting;

(b) the names of members present and absent; and

(c) the names of all others present except where the disclosure would infringe on
the confidentiality necessary to fulfill the original purpose of closing the meeting.

Utah Code Ann. § 52-4-206(3).

In other words, if the meeting is closed to discuss the character, praofessional competence,
etc. of an individual, the appropriate affidavit must be prepared and signed. No recording or
minutes are required. If the closed meeting is to discuss pending or reasonably imminent
litigation, no affidavit is required, but the meeting must be recorded and detailed minutes kept.

DISCLOSURE OF THE CONTENT OF A CLOSED MEETING. EXCEPT IN COMPLIANCE WITH A
COURT ORDER, IS A CRIME.

“In addition to any other penalty under this chapter, a member of a public body who
knowingly or intentionally violates or who knowingly or intentionally abets or advises a violation
of any of the closed meeting provisions of this chapter is guilty of a class B misdemeanor.” Utah

Code Ann. § 52-4-305.

This letter is prepared as a basic summary of the present requirements for the City
Council to hold a closed meeting. However, we emphasize that the requirements of the Code do
change from time to time. We strongly recommend that whenever possible, legal counsel should

attend closed meeting in order to assure compliance.

Yours truly,

NIELSEN & SENIOR
/ /

Brett B. Rich
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APPENDIX “A”

SUMMARY OF CLOSED MEETING REQUIREMENTS

Votes Required to Hold a Closed Meeting

Members Present Required Votes
3 | 2
4 3
5 4

Purpose of the Meeting
Location of the Meeting

Required Minute Entries for Each Closed Meeting

Names of Council Members Voting For and Against Holding the Closed Meeting

Type of Record Required of a Closed Meeting

Meeting Purpose

Required Record

Character, Professional Competence, or
Physical or Mental Health of an Individual

Affidavit Signed by the Mayor

Pending or Reasonably Imminent Litigation

Electronic Recording of Entire Meeting
Detailed Written Minutes

All Other Purposes

See Detailed Information of this Letter and
Utah Code Ann. § 52-4-206
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UTAH CROSSING, INC.

THE MANAGEMENT: The management group, Utah Crossing, Inc., consists of James
“Skip” McWhorter, Bryan Nield, Mike Bilanzich, and Leon Harward. This group boasts an

excess of 60 years combined real estate development, and related venues experience and
background.

Leon Harward: President. Over 35 years of varied real estate experience and knowledge.
Development, entitlement, acquisition, construction, sales, management, and financing of real
estate projects are part of the expertise Mr. Harward brings to the Causeway Project. The

Political contacts and personal relationships have assisted in the progress and reality of the
project.

Skip McWhorter: Vice President. A masters degree in engineering, has owned an
engineering consulting firm. Additionally Mr. McWhorter has been an active participant and
owner of several residential and commercial real estate ventures in Utah, Idaho and Hawaii.
Mr. McWhorter’s skill include the technical information background and the verbal talent to
understand as well as communicate to other audiences information necessary to accomplish
project objectives

Bryan Nield: Vice President. Mr. Nield is a licensed Utah Real Estate Agent, and has
demonstrated a unique talent and attention to detail. Bryan’s grasp and ability for real estate
development projects, and how to direct important efforts has been a tremendous asset for the
current successes of the Causeway.

Mike Bilanzich: Vice President. Mr. Bilanzich, A degree in accounting, is a respected
business man with many years of national and international business entrepreneurial efforts
coupled with his real estate development and management experience provides leadership,
expertise, knowledge and management skills to this venture that are a strong compliment to
other resources. Mr. Bilanzich’s contribution to the project will assist in its completion and an
ongoing reliable management resource.
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UTAH CROSSING, INC.
EXECTUIVE SUMMARY

SUMMARY: The proposed Utah Lake Causeway is to be a completely private venture, and be

paid for through traffic toll. The need to unite the East and West sides of Utah
County is an economic necessity. The UDOT budget demands preclude the state
from including the causeway in its immediate and short range planning because
current projects have UDOT spent out to and beyond the years of 2030.

Additionally the causeway would serve as a much needed emergency travel
access from one side of the lake to the other. It currently takes Questar Gas in
excess of two hours, after getting mobilized, to get to the west side of Utah Lake,
because of current traffic congestion. (The congestion has no immediate
solution.)

LOCATION: The East-West route beginning at Vineyard Lake Road across on a south west

LENGTH:

DESIGN:

direction to Saratoga Springs City just north of Pelican Point.
Just less than 6 miles from shore line to shore line.

Rock, gravel and other engineered fill. Boat access for north-south travel will be
constructed near each shore line and at the causeway center location by way of
bridge sections. Four lane vehicle traffic: emergency lane: and pedestrian
walkway will be hard surfaced with barrier and security fences along the travel
lanes. The Causeway will also provide for utility easement for services access.

ENGINEERING: To be completed and final design once all drilling, geo-tech, and all other

“water crossing” and environmental concemns are addressed and resolved.

AGENCIES: The agencies involved with this venture.

FEDERAL GOVERNMENT: Corps of Engineers, Fish & Game, and Water Fowl.

STATE OF UTAH: Environmental Department, Department of Transportation, State

Fish and Game, Natural Resources, Water Resources and State Lands.

UTAH COUNTY: Public Works and County Commission.

UTAH CITIES: Provo, Orem, Lindon, Saratoga Springs, >En1om:. Fork, Lehi and

Vineyard.

MAG: (Mountainland Association of Governments) is a very important player in the

short & long range traffic issues in Utah County. They have accepted the concept
as out-lined, and are supportive of the project.

Utah Lake has a true friend - 20-member panel intent on improving the area
By Catherine Smith - Deseret Morning News - Published: November 26, 2007

PROVO — Carp and a causeway — Utah Lake-related topics that have lately gained attention —
only touch the tip of what the Utah Lake Commission hopes to affect.

To be sure, the commission's charge is as large as the lake itself.

The commission began as a study group when several mayors decided some of the issues
surrounding the lake — the largest freshwater lake in Utah — needed to be addressed. The Utah
County Council of Governments voted to form the Utah Lake Study Committee in 2004, which
was approved by Gov. Jon Huntsman Jr. as the Utah Lake Commission in March 2007."

The commission is made up of 14 municipalities, three state agencies, Utah County and the
Central Utah Water Conservancy District. It has 20 members and meets monthly to discuss
issues regarding the lake.

Although still in its infancy, the commission's office runs with two full-time employees, and the
commission already serves as a consultant and tool for agencies, legislators and others to receive
information and guidance concerning the lake.

"We see ourselves as a coordination center," said Reed Price, executive director of the Utah Lake
Commission. "(There are) people who have these different ideas, and they may need to talk to
several agencies in order to get approval, and we can get them right in touch with the people
they need to speak with.” .

Consider some of the issues facing the commission: The problem of polychlorinated biphenyls,
or PCBs in the lake; the infestation of invasive animal and plant species, such as carp and
phragmites; encroaching development, transportation and water quality.

The commission holds no authority to approve or deny any projects, but it is a source of
information for those that do hold the authority, Price said.

Price also said the commission helps other agencies. For example, the Division of Forestry, Fire
and State Lands could seek advice on requests for transportation-system permits on areas near
the lake. The commission also will work with the state Department of Health on unhealthy PCB
levels found in carp and channel catfish.

Commission members met with Christina McNaughton, health hazard assessment manager and
toxicologist with the Department of Health, in October to understand more about the warnings
against PCBs and how they affect Utah Lake.

Helping to raise funds and find organizations or grants that could pay for studies into lake issues
is one way the commission will help agencies and try to conserve the lake.

Last week, the commission approved a resolution to support any appropriation of funds from
the government for studies regarding Utah Lake.

Rep. Kenneth Sumsion, R-American Fork, wants funds from the Legislature for a study to look
at a possible causeway through Utah Lake.

“A lot of people see (the lake) as an eyesore, but it truly is a gem ... one of our goals and
objectives is to convince the public that it is such," he said.

A master plan is under way and is expected to be done by January 2009.
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What do you think about Savings?

Thought # 1: Reduce traffic through downtown Lehi

If:

Then:

According to a recent study of Lehi City, downtown traffic from east
to west is approximately 58,000 trips per day.

If we assume that there is an additional 14,500 trips per day (25%
more) traffic that travels east and west, but does not use Main Street,
Total east/west traffic is 72,500 per day

Assume that 70% of that traffic will use the more direct causeway route.
Equals a total of 50,750 total trips per day across the causeway
immediately. (Which is almost all the traffic through downtown Lehi)
Equals a total of 304,500 total trips per week. (Based on 6 days per week)
Equals a total of 15,834,000 total trips per year.

Thought # 2: Fuel Savings

If:
Then:
And

if:

Then:

And
If:

Based on the distances, there is approximately 3 miles of distance
saved to cross Utah Lake at 800 North in Orem, and then north along
Redwood Road, compared to 1-15 north and Lehi Main Street west.
Therefore with 50,750 trips per day, that is a total daily savings of
152,250 miles traveled everyday by motorists.

You assume that 80% of that traffic is regular vehicles with an average
MPG of 16, and the other 20% of that traffic is commercial trucks with
an average MPG of 6.

There is a total of 7,613 gallons of fue! used by vehicles daily.

There is a total of 5,075 gallons of fuel used by Commercial trucks
daily. Atan average of $2.75 per gallon, there is a savings of $34,892
per day in total fuel costs.

That equals a savings of $209,352 per week in fuel costs.

That equals a savings of $10,886,304 per year in fuel costs.

We use the IRS allowable reimbursement pricing of $0.43 per vehicle
mile and $1.28 per commercial truck mile

Transit hub in Vineyard?

UTA says project could be development 'catalyst'

By Sara Isragisen
Deseret Morning News

VINEYARD — With gas at nearly $3 a gallon and I-15 clogged like a coronary artery .mmmn
years of a Big Mac diet, Vineyard may be a key component to solving some of Utah County's
transportation woes.

M T /.ll_ M T\\ Vineyard officials listened Wednesday night to

> /,//ﬂ ideas about a potential intermodal hub in their small
town — an alternative to car-dependent travel.

Intermodal hubs are transportation centers that, in
one place, link bus routes, FrontRunner commuter
rail and possibly even light rail.

"We just wanted to talk about what we think is
—— going to happen in the future,” said town planner
Jennifer Robison, as she introduced Steve Meyer, a
Utah Transit Authority representative, to town
officials. "We're beginning our initial planning of
what we think is going to be important for the long
term of the town." :

Meyer, manager for UTA's commuter rail
projects, explained how "transit-oriented
development," or TOD, could benefit Vineyard as
well as the surrounding communities by diverting
traffic from I-15 to other transit options.

UTA hopes Vineyard eventually will OX such a hub
in the town. )

Most transit-oriented devel opments have
{ commercial or residential features within walking

distance of the transit station and serve as an
uul_V.V. extension of the existing community.

Proposed
Intermodal hub

Bl D
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— Edsting roads "A TOD should compliment your vision,” Meyer

*<= New roads said. "It should take advantage of major investments
O Roundabouts (and) open spaces. Play off assets that you may
# Geneva site already have. We want to ... put your vision into place

BN

and integrate it with our transit system."

Vineyard, west of Orem and formerly home to
Geneva Steel, has the challenge of building a city as
well as a transportation infrastructure.

Growth in the community of 150 is set to explode, thanks to potential for development on the
old Geneva Steel site, once it has gone through the environmental-cleanup process.

"TOD can be a catalyst for Vineyard development,” Meyer said. "It's not going to be the be-all,
end-all — transit's good, but it's not that good — but (it becomes) a gathering point. A lot of
people pass through there every day (giving) additional incentive for higher density."

To emphasize his points, Meyer showed slides of the construction on UTA's FrontRunner
commuter rail weaving its way through Salt Lake, Davis and Weber counties, and the
corresponding hubs being designed and built.

Deseret Morning News Graphic
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LAKE MOUNTAIN TRANSPORTATION STUDY

Bridges should be built by private firms, not
taxes . .

By Thomas Sowell

It took a collapsing bridge in Minnesota to alert people across the country to the fact that
many other bridges in many other places have been allowed to deteriorate without adequate

. maintenance.

If this were just a matter of poor political leadership at various levels of government, we could
at least hope for better leaders in the future. But the problem goes deeper than that
It is not just the people but the incentives that are responsible for the neglect of

infrastructure, while tax money is lavished on all sorts of less urgent projects.

In other words, when there is a complete turnover in political leaders over time, the same
problem will remain, because the same incentives will remain when new leaders take over.

Some people claim that the problem is how much money it would take to properly maintain
bridges, highways, dams and other infrastructure. But money is found for other things
including things far less urgent and some things that are even counterproductive.

The real problem is that the political incentives are to spend the taxpayers' money on things
that will enhance politicians' chances of getting re-elected.

There may be enough money available to maintain bridges and other infrastructure but that
same money can have a bigger political pay-off if spent building something new instead of
maintaining and repairing existing structures.

When money is spent building a new community center, a golf course, or anything that will
be newsworthy, there will be ribbon-cutting ceremonies and the politicians who cut the ribbons
can expect to see their pictures in the newspapers and on TV,

All that keeps their name before the public in a positive role and therefore enhances their
prospects of being re-elected.

But there are no ribbon-cutting ceremonies when bridges are being repaired or potholes are
being filled in. These latter activities may be more valuable than a community center or a golf
course, but they are not nearly as photogenic.

The preference for showy projects that will enhance a politician's career prospects is not
peculiar to current politicians. Adam Smith pointed out the same thing about politicians in
18th-century Europe.

We can vote the rascals out, but the new rascals who replace them will face the same
incentives and in all likelihood will respond in the same way.

A pattern that has persisted for more than two centuries is likely to continue unless
something fundamental is changed.

What really needs to be done is to change the incentives.

While most bridges in the United States are owned and operated by government agencies,
there are times and places where bridges have been owned and operated by private companies,
just as numerous other goods and services are provided through the marketplace.

How would that change the incentives?

A company that has to get the money to build and maintain bridges or other infrastructure
through the voluntary actions of people in the financial markets, instead of being able to
extract money from the taxpayers, is going to find financiers a lot more finicky about what is
being done with their money.

People who are putting their own money on the line are going to want to have their own
experts taking a look under the bridges they finance, to see where there are rust, cracks or

i
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Anderson Geneva

89 N. Geneva Road
Vineyard, UT 84057
Talephone (801) 225-2031

(801)990-4930
Facsinile: (801) 990.4831
April 27,2007
Leon Harward
Utah Crossing, Inc.
P.O. Box 1451
Draper, UT §4020

Re:  Utah Lake Crossing

Dear Mr. Harward:

As you know I am legal counsel and Project Manager for Anderson Geneva
Development, Tnc. (“AGDI™), the developer of the Geneva Property. This letter is written to
confirm our recent discussions regarding the possibility of your development of a crossing over
Utah Lake ("Lake") connecting the cast side of the Lake to the west side of the Lake.

‘We are intrigued by your project and wish to express our support for the concept. We
also discussed the possibility of such a crossing making a ion to the cast side of the Lake
at a point which would connect with our property. We would be in favor of a connection to the

Em&cocnam_.wamoﬁvavnn%n_nnnn&nmonﬁﬂ&oﬁ%&o:m.?nnoummmonmio.._nmonﬂ.w:w.
be:

@) our approval of the Jocation of the connection,

(ii)  our approval of traffic studies and pts for the cc ing roadway,

(i)  consideration of the impact the proposed connection would have on local
and regional traffic through our property, and

(iv)  your ability to complete, finance and operate the Lake connection over the
long term.

‘We are supportive of the concept and wish you success. As indicated above, we have
given copsideration to a possible location of a connection of our property to the Lake crossing,
We intend to run an extension of 800 North strect west through our property. It would make
sense that a connection be made to our extended 800 North roadway in order 1o facilitate traffic
flow through our property. Although the extension of 800 North through the west end of our
property may be moved to the north or south to facilitate our development plans, it is currently
shown in our preliminary plans as an 800 North extension.
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June 21, 2007

Mr. Leon Harward
President

Utah Crossing
D.0.Box 1451
Draper, Utah 84020

Rocky Mountain Power would be interested in a fisture 138 kilovolt transmission line on
the proposed Utah Lake Causeway based on the following:

* The causeway will cross approximately from Pelican Point on the west side of the
lake to Vineyard on the east side of the lake.

» The causeway itself will be approximately 20 to 30 fect above the lake surface.

® The causeway will consist of four lanes, two in each direction,

Rocky Mountain Power would prefer that the future transmission line be in the median.
Sufficient room should exist 10 do construction, maintenance and restoration work
without blocking more than one lane in each direction.

Rocky Mountain Power cannot state exactly when the transmission tine will be required.
It is believed that the right-of-way can be wiilized within the next 15 years. Rocky
Mountain Power would pursue acquiring when the tr: i
required.

ion line is

Sincerely,

Pa

Ken Shortt
Director
Regional Investment

KS/mt
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State of Utah

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
MICILAEL R. STYLER
NTSMAN, JR. Executire Dirsctor

Governor Division of Forestcy, Fire and State Lands
CARY R IIERBERT A JOEL FRANDSEN
Lieatenant Gavernor State Forcsicr Division Sirsctor

June 12, 2007

Utah Lake Commission

% Clyde Naylor

Utah County Public Works
2855 South State Street
Provo, UT 84606

RE: Utah Lake Crossing
Dear Clyde:

The purpose of this letter is to inform you that Barry Tripp and I, on behalf of the Division of Forestry,
Fire and State Lands, met with Leon Harward and Skip McWhorter of Utah Crossings, Inc. concerning a
proposed crossing of Utah Lake between Vineyard and Saratoga Springs. The state’s position has been,
and continues to be, that the development of the comprehensive master plan will provide direction for
the management of sovereign lands within Utah Lake, and that there is a withdrawal of new projects and
applicatiors on the lake until the master plan is implemented. Additionally, the Utah Lake Commission
will serve to be a cohesive voice in the support or opposition to development projects for the lake.

We discussed the applicarion process required if such a project is proposed. This Pprocess would entail

some economic and environmental analysis before any decision is made by our division with such a

project. Regardless of the urgency of the project as represented, a coordinated, collaborative process will
be soughu for all projects for Utah Lake.

If you have any questions, please feel free 1o give me a call at 801.538.5504,
Yours sincerely,

D, L e

Dave Grierson
Planner/ Sovereign Lands Coordinator

c Leon Harward, Utah Crossings, Inc., PO Box 1451, Draper UT 84020

1504 West Nonh Temale, Suite 3520, PO Box 5703, Salt Lsk= Cizy, UT 84114-5703
telephone (801) $33-5555 « Macsmnte {591) 833111 » TTY (501) 538-7458 < wuw filazsh gor,

roREFTRY
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UTAH LAKE COMMISSION

The newly formed “Lake Commission” is a new arriver on a lengthy Lake condition
dialogue. The conversation of such an entity has been bantered for some time.

Last fall, as we were in the process of talking with and requesting corridor lease
approval for the causeway location, the lake commission idea had generated
considerable political attention. It had been determined that the following legislative
session would take up the issue and approve the organization and formation of a “lake
commission”.

The State Lands people decided at that time to defer all decisions affecting the land
under the water of the lake until the lake commission was formed and could take the
lead in all future lake issues.

The commission was approved in the Legislative session this past spring, was
organized and has been operating since June of this year. We have been in close
communication and contact with all members of the board to keep all on the updates
of the causeway crossing itself.

We are waiting finalization of an agreement with the County Commission, to replace
Utah Crossing as the lead entity having the EIS work that is being done by Bio-West.

Two very important ingredients in the entire process require the EIS completion and
the easement agreement with the State Lands. All agencies are currently waiting for

the approval of the Lake Commission to build a causeway.

We have done enough preliminary work with the board members of the commission,
and have received support or endorsement letters from the majority of the board.

These two items should be completed within the next 60 days.

Utah County Commission

LARRY A. ELLERYSON, (801) 651-8133 — 100 EasT CCNYER STRCET [ FAX (801) 851-8146

UEADM.UTANCNTY@STATE.UT.US
WWW.UTAHCOUNTYONLINE.COM

Suire 2300
PHOVO. Uran 84606

April 5, 2007

Mr. Leon Harward
Utah Crossing
P.0. Box 145}
Draper, UT 84020

Fax: 801-796-3980

Dear Leon,

Tam writing this letter in conjunction with our conversations regarding a roadway across Utah
Lake. This is a subject which has been talked about for a number of years. The current

discussion, however, is much more intense and of a serious nature than I have seen it in the
past,

In my discussions with MAG and UDOT there are a nu
corridors around the lake in which this roadway is and
interest in the transportation needs of Utah County and
your study.

imber of issues regarding transportation
will play a part in. Tappreciate your
will be very interested in the resulis of

Keep me informed of your progress and best wishes in your endeavors.
Cordially,

%\QN&%W\
Larry AfEltertson

Utah County Commissioner
LAE/bb
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

ENDORSEMENTS STATE OF UTAH
A concerted effort during the past two and half to three years has been directed at public, _ REPRESENTATIVE P.0. BOX 1475
private and political support. That course has provided a tremendous support from a wide FENNEIL . Soastox Emawm»_rmmm___»meﬁmmmfsu
1 1 1 UTAR COUN' = slon@utah.gov
variety of public and private venues. i
Utah Crossing, Inc.
MAG (Mountain Land Association of Governments). MAG is an independent quasi- wwz%m:ww# President
0. Box 195

government agency charged with the specific responsibility of traffic studies, traffic trends,
population growth and effects, and the proposed solution to the future problems relating to
those issues. MAG has on their future road plan a Causeway across Utah Lake that
compliments the proposal that has been made by Utah Crossing. The numbers of vehicle
travel attending this Business Plan are of their research and are independent of the numbers
that we were using originally, and are as much as twice what we had projected.

Rocky Mountain Power: We have had several discussions with the powers to be and they
have indicated a desire to acquire an easement across the Causeway. The exact details and
cost to them have not been determined. The easement would allow much greater utility
transportation too and on the “west side” of the Lake.

Questar: Questar has expressed great interest in the completion of the Causeway for an
easement for both travel as well as utility transportation. During our conversations with
management, the provision of “west side” gas delivery as a priority was overshadowed by the
need for emergency service provision in a timely fashion. The Questar office location in
Springville, Utah is an inconvenient travel distance to Saratoga Springs, or Eagle Mountain.
It takes Questar, two and one half hours of travel time to get to the west side in cases of
emergency after they have mobilized. This was a big topic after the house explosion in
Saratoga Springs, this past spring.

Qwest: They have been part and parcel to the discussions involving utility service delivery to
the expanding “west side” and have expressed like desires to have easement access across the
Lake via the Causeway.

Central Utah Water Project: The CUP is currently in a horse race to deliver water to
subscribers on the “west side” of the Lake. Environmental issues involving northern “wet
lands” and the cost has them concerned about timing and cost effectiveness. Causeway
approvals would play an important roll in determining delivery options. Our time lines will
have an impact on their future corridor. )

Draper, UT 84020

Dear Mr. Harward,

Iam mcmvon?m of the proposals to move forward with initiating an Environmental Impact Study for
am<m_ov:._w and building a road structure across Utah Lake, My intent in supporting this effort is not
to distract from or substitute such efforts as are now underway with the Mountain View Corridor study
and proposal. In my view a Utah Lake road is not a negotiating proposal to eliminate any planned
and/or proposed corridor roads and freeway through northern Utah County.

With the continued growth in northern Utah County additional roads wifl be necessary to
accommodate the waffic congestion that will result even afier building several east-west roads. With

the east-side lake cc ities building out the projections are fo: i1
ea ; g proj T the west-side lake areas to see an
additional 250,000 residents during the next 20 or so years.

Today is the time 1o begin working and planning for this growth. Asan elected state representative |

would like to see our communities jump forward in our transportation planning and construction of
tegional roads that will not only be of benefit today but in the future as well.

A Utah Lake road, if built within the next few years, will requi fc-pri i

| ] , if 2 , quire a public-private partnership to fund
;:.m project. OE,mn:&.. mcnq a road is barely on the radar of future transportation planning. mzzr a
private partnership funds will be available today to begin this long process.

I encourage the elected officials, at all levels,

o within Utah County 1o come together to make this road a

Sincerely,

A

Kenneth W. Sumsion, Representative
(801) 368-8299
ksumsion@utah.gov




*00SSY SIoARJ XB] Uel)
sy 1eN 1da( “19[A1S [9BUDI

'$9Y 18N 1da( “1e[yang YoIQ

- OVIN 100D [[oLreq
10dn ‘pioN uyor
SpUB 918§ “UOSISLID) 2AB(Y

'soy 1N 1daq ‘dduy Aireg

LAOdd1S ADNTOV

"SYA OTIQNd Auno 11} “JO[ABN SpATD
"wo) AJunoy) 1) ‘U0SIspUY LIe)
uojeidey :Aperq wif 10K

wol) wnqysep ALR[ JOABIA
sSundg eSojereg :1oyreJ WL, JOKBIA
yuel Srer) “doy

AS[IOIN SIN .m.om

uosuayds)§ premoy uag

UQSPRIA] IR "USS

"Wo) AJUnoy) i) “OUYA, 9A1S
"wop) AUnoy) 1) ‘UoSUI][g ALe
104 ‘ury :uosdwoy], 19qoH I0ABA
pIeAUI A Eﬁc.&:a A Apuey 5..?2
o] :UOSUYO[ PIRMOL] JOABIA

me( peiqg doy

uorswng usy "doy

uojke( JoreSIR "USg

QquIBIg SIUN)) “USg

LId0ddNS TVIILITOd

UoISSIUWO)) 3Xe'] Yelf) 0} sajusoddy ARSI T
“Ryropy N

oA

PNCEELTE N

n "3BT YY) 22ueyD2 03 Yoru: Op pjnoa fesodo:d snp ‘parvswajduny pue
PpauBisap Lpadoad 31 -ae] y=in) 3O apIS 150m 342 U0 uolsuedx? JE[108] P[AOA PUT JOPLIOD <11
a3 uo sinssaxd 2a91[a1 £[pRIquopun pmos presrer] 3] 49 pasodord suo aup se gons {eavosnes v

‘fesodond strp ssnosip pure marany Apnyares ‘sepnumuoen € se

‘aA\ JBI) PUSTITIOD2I PInoMm
1 "3[qIpa10 3q 01 WA 342143 PUE JSIOURL pUE Urea) S

PIEATCR] “MA] (It JOUT SAEY | “10TTLY

"unod el wayuou o1 uonsaSuos Syyexn o Aednna o djoy pure

JOPLLIOD 1594/1583 3[qeU0Sel & 3p1a0id pinoAw anol SHN “TOAUERD) 0401 kv ANISOIIP SI93UU0D
pue Aemiapun Apesife st yomym Jo uoiseedxa ‘UIAIQ UT YUON; (08 03 159 I UO JHOJ UBdijad

Jo yurou ssuf wog £ySnos uni o3 pasodorg nes0] Sugumeds safoads parsSuepus pue spuepiom
SE Yo0s S[[ERId [ejustitoraus a3 Jo Auews spioae pue STO3TEIULADE 1SOU 2L 9 0} SWIIS
pasodoxd Bmiaq wouniSie o yeyy ‘PIALS231 9AEY| | UONBUIIONU S UO Paseq ‘uorurdo At s i

*IOABIPUS
S e pareroosse suondo ayy pajeBusaau; A[g3norom sazy (e 19 uﬂ»ﬁnm.f-wﬁwuwﬂsm

T { “UOHEIIPISUOD PUE UONEBNSIAUL JO SYIIOUI [BIIASS JAY ‘a3e] Ye1f) §s010e {emasneo
pasodoid v Smpresax dnois sy pue PIEAIRE] U] (M SUOISEID0 RIZASS UO 13UI SABY

WIDTWOY) ABA[ 1 WwogA OF,

Aemasne)) aeT yeln 'y

L00T ‘g sung

I T e —
HETO-HLO (103} TITD
C99V8 HYLN "HUOL HEINVES

AEINOI L
‘N OSE ‘2 BL8

HYIN 40 3L1VLs
SHAILVINISHENJITY IO HSOAO0OH

ALNAOD HYLO
99 1oidisia

EATLVINASINIEL



SELTOR

MARK B. MADSEN

T e v coRemizs UTAH STATE SENATE

WIS STATE

Sal ZOITY, UTaK 8=115510

August 31, 2007

Leon Harward , President
UTAH CROSSING, INC
P.0. Box 1451

Draper, Utah 84020

RE: Proposed Lake Causeway

Dear Mr. Harward,

As I expressed in our meeting, I am concerned about the current and future transportation
issues facing Utah County and collateral negative impacts. Your causeway concept is
appealing and would offer some relief for serious east west travel problems.

It was encouraging to hear of the progress you and your group have made in developing
the Utah Lake causeway concept. As I told you when we met, [ am supportive of the
project and eager to do what | can to keep the it moving ahead.

Please keep me informed and updated on progress, and let me know what I can do to help
see this idea brought to fuition.

Sy,
—7,
Mark Madsen

SENATOR

97 W. WESTVIEW DR.

MARGARET DAYTON OREM, UT 34058

FIFTEENTH DISTRICT

UTAH €O

(H3 (801) 221-0623
(F) (801) 2213513
email: mdayron@urahsenate.org

Y UTAH STATE SENATE

O 1 HN QOOQ Wt15 STATE CAPITOL COMPLEX - SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 841145115
ct. 12,2 AR CITY,
{801} 333-1035 - FAX (30)) 328-3475

Dear Mr. EE.EB.P

Thank you for taking time to talk to me about your proposal for a causeway
across Utah Lake. Iunderstand that this discussion has been taking place
since statehood, and I appreciate you moving ahead with a concrete
proposal.

There are several elements about your proposal that I appreciate:

- The fact that you have involved elected officials on three levels of
government in the discussion, along with state and federal agencies,
and also Anderson Development, Questar and Rocky Mountain
Power, adds validity to your proposal.

- The option of reducing large amounts of traffic through Lehi and
along 115 is also a plus as UDOT continues to work on additional
solutions for those highly impacted traffic areas.

- If'the proposed causeway were in place, improved emergency vehicle
access to communities on the west side of the lake would also be
significant.’

Thave, and continue to be, opposed to toll roads unless the driving public
has an alternative route that is not a toll road. The proposal for the payment
of your causeway concept makes financial sense.

‘While I realize there may be other causeway options considered and even
built at some future date, I am impressed with your proposal and encourage
you to continue to move forward in this effort.

The Utah Lake Causeway you propose connects communities on the west
side of Utah Lake with Vineyard. As Vineyard is included in my senate
district, T am appreciative of the time you have taken to update me on the
progress of your causeway concept.

N\




