(> l % DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMITTEE MINUTES
( Mt AUN December 16, 2014

A Breath § of Fresh Air

The Development Review Committee held a regular meeting on Tuesday, December 16, 2014 in the City Council
Chambers, 45 West 100 South, Santaquin, Utah. Dennis Marker called the meeting to order at 10:01 a.m.

Committee Members Present: City Manager Ben Reeves, Assistant City Manager Dennis Marker, City
Engineer Norm Beagley, Building Official Randy Spadafora, Infrastructure Inspector Jared Shepherd, Public
Works Director Wade Eva, and Fire Chief Stephen Olson.

Others Present: Scott Peterson and Jared West.

Park View Condominiums
Review of a 12 unit multi-family development at approximately 300 West and 200 South. Scott Peterson and
Jared West were present to discuss issues with the development.

Infrastructure: Jared Shepherd said the water laterals were shown as 3/4 inch and should be 1 inch, in
accordance with City construction standards. The size and location of the water laterals was discussed. Scott
Peterson said he planned to have individual meters on the units. The developer would like to run the lines so
that a road cut is not necessary. Wade Eva clarified that the City would take care of the line to the meter, and
the property owner was responsible after that. Mr. Eva said the City would prefer a 1 inch rather than a 2 inch
line to the meter.

Juilding: Randy Spadafora said surrounding addresses needed to be shown on the plat. He said ADA standards
require all ground level units to be ADA adaptable. This means doors and hallways must be wide enough to
accommodate wheelchairs. Countertops need not be lower when built, but must be able to be switched for a
lower height one if needed. Mr. Peterson said he will take care of this requirement. The basement and stair
access will be checked to ensure they are ADA compliant. This number of units requires one ADA parking stall.

Engineering: City Engineer Norm Beagley said the final plans need to be stamped, signed and dated. As curb,
gutter and sidewalk will not be required, a waiver of protest should be executed and recorded as a condition of
approval. Mr. Peterson confirmed an HOA will be set up. Mr. Marker noted that when a condominium plat is
prepared, it will be reviewed by the Planning Commission. Common areas, private areas, CC & R’s and other
required items will need to be designated at that time.

Mr. Beagley asked about screening. Mr. Peterson said they plan to do a 2 rail fence with a row of trees in front
of it. The landscaping in front of the trees will be in a meandering style. He said he will have the details put on
the plat.

County records show there may be an overlap on the eastern boundary line. Mr. Peterson said his survey does
not show an overlap. If there is an issue, he will address it. Mr. Peterson and Jared West met with Rocky
Mountain Power last year regarding power to the project. At that time the plan was to use the pole on 200
South. Mr. Beagley said irrigation laterals are shown as 1 inch and should be 2 inch.

Mr. Beagley suggested the phasing plan be changed to include storm drainage facilities for Basin #2, perhaps by
1aving the phase line continue north bound to the north property line.
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Park View, Engineering, continued:
-~ An extensive discussion took place regarding drainage facilities, including 25 year storm capture and 100 year

storm water control; proposed retention areas; the need for drain pipes; use of grading to keep street water out
of the development; and gravel percolation. Mr. Peterson agreed to address the storm drainage issues and
provide more plat detail. Mr. Beagley asked that storm drain calculations also be provided.

City code requires curbing where driveways and parking areas abut landscaped areas. Possible curb cut
locations for a six inch curb between the landscaping and concrete were discussed.

Fire: Fire Chief Stephen Olson said sprinklers are required on any buildings with more than three units. He
performed hydrant flow tests yesterday. Chief Olson asked the developer to provide actual square footage of the
living space so the design of the sprinklers can be determined. There is enough flow for around 20,000 feet of
square footage, but if the footage is more than 25,000, additional flow will be needed. Chief Olson suggested
the developer contact a fire protection contractor in the design stage, and offered to help with any questions.
Wade Eva said a valve would be needed on the main that is labeled ‘Fire’. Chief Olson said common attic
spaces would need fire rated separation walls.

Community Development: Dennis Marker asked about the trash enclosure. Jared West said they would prefer
to have a single trash bin and enclosure, but did not have the space to meet the distance requirements. They
have decided to use individual cans. Ben Reeves said tenants have a tendency to leave their cans at the curb.
With 20 plus cans, this could be an issue. After some discussion on the number of cans and the distance they
will need to be moved, it was agreed to review the ordinances regarding trash enclosures to see if a way can be

-found to use one rather than individual containers.

Mr. Marker expressed some concern with the drainage around the garage for Unit 1, which is the low spot, and
the need to keep water out of the garage. He said the sidewalks beside units 1-5 have a 20% slope, which is too
steep. Mr. Peterson said he will address this. The developer was asked to provide more details on the tot lot,
such as curbing, furnishings, and mulch type and location. Fourteen more shrubs are required. Mr. Marker
asked that a note be added on the garage exterior lights. He said if ground HVAC is used, screening will be
needed for the equipment. Mr. Peterson agreed to address this.

Administration: Ben Reeves said his only concern was with the trash cans.

Randy Spadafora made a motion that the developer address the concerns raised in this meeting and return to the
DRC for additional review. Steve Olson seconded the motion. The vote to have the developer return to the DRC
Wwas unanimous.

Bella Vista Orchards

Mr. Marker said the developer had asked that this item be withdrawn from the agenda. Mr. Marker said he and
Mr. Beagley had met with the developer and discussed the need for significant reductions in the amount of
units. The developer has proposed 122 units, but 85 is the maximum allowed under the PUD ordinance, There
are issues with the lift station. Mr. Marker suggested the money for the lift station be used instead for extending -
area sewer lines. There are also secondary access issues.

-Steve Olson said the utility service mains on 400 East cannot support a subdivision of this size. Additional
-culinary, sewer, and electrical should be required on an additional connecting street, such as 610 North.

Residential sprinkler systems are required for multi-occupancy units of three or more, unless the occupancy is a
town home design with full fire rate separations between each unit.
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Bella Vista Orchards, continued:
Ben Reeves made a motion to table the Bella Vista Orchards review. Wade Eva seconded the motion. The vote

to table the Bella Vista Orchards was unanimous.

Unfinished Business
Centennial Park — No new plans have been submitted.

Canyon Subdivision, Phase 2 — This subdivision is in the bonding process. Jared Shepherd said they are
grubbing today.

Chad Woods Car Dealership — Finalized plans have not yet been submitted.
Minutes
Jared Shepherd made a motion to approve the minutes of November 4, 2014 as written. Ben Reeves seconded

the motion. The vote to approve the minutes of November 4, 2014 as written was unanimous.

Adjournment
Jared Shepherd made a motion to adjourn the meeting. The meeting adjourned at 11:03 a.m.

P AN X

Dennis Marker, Committee Member Linda Midgley, Deputy R@
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Menmorandum

To: Scott Petersen

95 West 200 North #2, Spanish Fork, UT 84660
From: Dennis L. Marker, Community Development Director
Date: December 16, 2014

Re: Park View Multi-family Site Plan — Trash Enclosure Interpretation

During the Development Review Committee meeting today, December 16, 2014, a question was raised as to the
applicability and general interpretation of the City’s trash enclosure location standards and requirement for a 50°
separation from dwelling units. This memo outlines my findings and interpretation of the city standards in this matter.

Findings:
Santaquin City code generally regulates trash enclosure locations as follows:

e  §4-4-6 Solid Waste and Refuse. Properties having multi-family, commercial, or mixed uses are to have
waste receptacles within an enclosure meeting city standards. No containers are allowed on a city street,
right of way, or sidewalk.

e All zones established under Title 10: All structures must comply with primary or accessory structure
setbacks outlined within the individual zones.

The proposed 12 unit, Park View development is located within the R-8 zone, in which a trash enclosure is considered
an accessory structure. Accessory structures in the R-8 zone must be at least 12° feet away from any residential
structure and 10” away from a side or rear property line unless constructed with a one-hour fire rating, which would
then allow a setback of 2” from a rear property line and 3’ from a side property line. Despite the general standard and
fire rating exception, the city landscaping ordinances of Title 10-15 specifically requires a minimum separation of 5’
between a trash enclosure and a property line.

References to a 50” spacing standard are found within the RC Zone, which states as follows:

“No solid waste container shall be located in the front yard setback area, nor thirty feet (30" from
any public street. All dumpsters shall be screened from the public view by a six foot (6) sight
obscuring wall or fence. The floor of the trash enclosure shall be a concrete pad which shall
extend five feet (5') beyond the opening of the trash enclosure. Trash enclosures shall be located
so as to minimize disturbance to residential development. Trash enclosures shall be at least
fifty feet (50') away from any residential use.”



Determination

The 50° regulation pertains to the RC zone. Since the RC Zone permits either residential or
commercial uses on a property, the intent of this regulation is likely that any commercial use
of a property would provide additional separation between associated trash enclosures and
neighboring residential uses.

Application of the 50’ requirement within the R-8 zone and any multi-family or mixed use
residential proposal would negate the ability to have a trash enclosure since use of the
properties would be for “residential use”. This interpretation would clearly conflict with the
requirement that such developments must have communal trash collection and enclosures.

Based on the above information, it is hereby determined that trash enclosure locations
within multi-family, mixed-use or commercial developments, shall comply with the
accessory structure or trash enclosure location standards, including landscaping
requirements, applicable within the zones in which the developments are proposed.

This determination is based on the Santaquin City Codes in effect as of the date of this memo.
The Santaquin City Council, acting as the Legislative Body for the city, can alter'any codes
pertaining to this issue and therefore may affect the applicability of this determination.



Linda Midglez

From: Stephen Olson

Sent: Tuesday, December 16, 2014 1:54 PM
To: Dennis Marker

Cc: Linda Midgley

Subject: DRC Notes/Details

Dennis,

Please include these notes to my list from DRC meeting.

Park View Townhomes:

1. Residential sprinkler systems required for multi-occupancy units (3 or more). Sprinklers not required if
occupancy is a town-home design, with full fire rated separations [foundation to roof] built between each
unit.

2. Developer to provide architectural plans.

3. Need specs for Building heights and square footage for each unit & combined total for the structures. Fire flow
calculations are based on square footage and construction type.

4. Electrical services need to be buried. No overhead power lines.

5. No common attic spaces.

Bella Vista Orchards:
1. Utility service mains [especially culinary water] on 400 E. cannot support a subdivision of this size.
2. Additional culinary, sewer, electrical, etc. must be required on an additional connecting street; such as 610 N.
3. Residential sprinkler systems required for multi-occupancy units (3 or more). Sprinklers not required if
occupancy is a town-home design, with full fire rated separations [foundation to roof] built between each unit.

Stephen Olson

Fire Chief
Emergency Manager

Santaquin City

Cell: 801-368-2078
Office: 801-754-1940

solson@santaquin.org
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ENGINEER REVIEW COMMENTS
PARK VIEW
200 SOUTH 300 WEST

SITE PLAN REVIEW #2
PLAN RECEIVED DATE: | NOVEMBER 28, 2014

PLAN REVIEW DATE: | DECEMBER 9, 2014
DATE RETURNED TO DEVELOPER: | DECEMBER 16, 2014

City Engineer Comments:

All Sheets
1. The final plans need to be stamped, signed and dated by a professional land surveyor or
engineer.

2. This project is located within the Core area of Santaquin City, as such, no curb, gutter,
sidewalk or roadway improvement are required at the present time.

A waiver of protest will need to be executed and recorded as a condition of approval.
This waiver of protest needs to be recorded before construction can begin.

3. An HOA may be needed due to common areas, common water meters, common sewer
laterals, etc.

If individual private ownership will be sought at any point in the future, an HOA would
also be required.

4. Discuss proposed screening at the property lines (i.e. landscaping or fencing).
Cover Sheet
No Comments
Sheet 2 - Site Plan

1. Discuss apparent overlap on the eastern boundary line. According to Utah County data,
there may be an overlap with the eastern property owner. Please verify that there is no
conflict in legal descriptions causing an overlap. Required building set backs are based
on the property line in the correct location.

If there is a conflict we would recommend preparing and filing a boundary line
agreement or a lot line adjustment.

2. Discuss ADA stall requirements. At least one ADA stall is required.
3. Discuss power pole and overhead power line along the north property line.

What is planned by RMP for this line?
Is this line how the project will be served by RMP?

4. Please show the pressure irrigation lateral as 27
Discuss culinary water laterals.

L

Discuss a 27 lateral the north building as well.

Are individual meters planned to each unit?

Discuss 2 — 2" meters (one for each building).

Meters should be shown closer to the property line, not next to each unit.



Sheet 3 — Grading Plan

1.

Discuss storm water within Basin #3. There is a large amount of impervious area (the
west half of the north building, sidewalks, etc.) that needs to have the storm water routed
and retained onsite. This water is not allowed to run into the public ROW for routing or
percolation. Please provide storm drain calculations and details for routing and retention
onsite for Basin #3. There may need to be a depression area along the north property line
for infiltration.

Discuss storm water coming from 200 South & 300 West. During DRC held January 14,
2014 it was discussed that storm water from both streets could/would affect this property.

Are sufficient measures planned to prevent possible flooding of the units?

Discuss phasing. If phase 1 is to be constructed before (not concurrent with) phase 2,
storm drainage facilities for Basin #2 will need to be constructed as part of phase 1.

Would it be prudent to change the phase line to continue northbound to the north property
line? :

How will storm water from the driveway areas of phase 1 be routed to Basin #2 retention
area? Erosion control measures may be necessary west of the tot lot.

Discuss what is planned for the transition between the parking and driveway areas and
adjacent landscaping, City code requires curbing where driveways and parking areas
abut landscaped areas.

Please show rip rap or other erosion control measures where storm water enters each
retention area.

Drainage Calculations

1.

The narrative description for basin #3 in the storm drain report does not agree with the
delineation of basin #3 on Sheet No.1. The narrative indicates that Basin #3 “...is the

front setbacks...”, but according to Sheet No.1, Basin #3 includés half of the north

building, sidewalks and landscaping area. Storm water that accumulates over these areas
must be retained onsite and is not allowed to drain into the ROW for infiltration.

2. Please provide calculations for Basin #3 area for review.
3. Discuss routing more than a 100 year event off the property and into the City ROW.



I
i
1
i
|
1
1
!
H

PARK VIEW

SITEPLAN
SANTAQUIN, UTAH COUNTY, UTAH

{ FINAL PLAN SET
? NOVEMBER 2014

(247087
SCALE 1° = 30
L -SHEET INDEX-
: : ZONING CLASSIFICATON=RA=8
1 H NUMBEA OF UNITS=12
i ) R SHEET SHEET NAME ﬁag::rg g,g'%&sﬁm FORt STREET Alwa.00
—==n é gﬁ‘éEﬁ Lch INDEX PARRING LOT ARER Stap.385
= Iy 3 GRADING PLAN (UGSBSL AR W SR
! 2 [ 1 4 LANDSCAPING PLAN
[ [ 5 IRRIGATION PLAN
3 ! 6 RECORD OF SURVEY (BY OTHERS)
] ]
] 1y
4 !

:lr 4 ' JJ
:4. 5 | i
] . E l

W= |

: JITh

g o | |
= | v B
] 1 o
| 8 g | 10| | 2 | % STE Loca
i I
T

™~
/ 200 SOUTH
-~ eS0T
——
ATLAS
PHONE: B01-655—0342
ENGINEERING ZEEFEIREY,  moacsan
SPANISH FORK, UT B4£80 93 WEST 200 NOATH 12
SPANIZH FORK, UT 845680 _Nrs_

L \Z013MI-117 Sontaouin |2pkes\CAIDAFINALNGY-COVERSHIELawg _ H1/21/2014 9.5 87 AN ST

ECETMG DD Lt
oy oF Feveunn

I DVCR NEAD POVER:
TG Cas
CxAToed FORR Lok

UG DucH

AT LAMIARY BEMLN /AaE
PRS0 PRGa T LaeL
DEITE CLLNART T
XTI MEEFIURIT MOCA N
PROPOSID GUUMART wATLALIME
PROPOSD PRI SNG4 ow
PROPOSID BEWER LMY




B
a
N
|
]

i b ! | =l
V! P ! | =
! P “ “ &
! ﬂvnl. Lo ! | v
! AL v MDA
_m | ! T v ! !
8 ! m "
1
- m i E:
I B | :
| | m m m a
L
i | | = | &
i | E|3
H | | m a | B
] 1
iy | " E
i : | “ “
: — = g 1 g
| o stmaR 4 m m Z
s I — m m i
“ _ o K- [ i i &wmm
i _ __H”_H”&Eu “ _ ; m i
1 1 -
.“ “ _ W "”ﬂ\ 5, I 2ars0 S — 4 W mmum
i | /4" CLUMARY IKAWER _ " “ G
HiN=IZF | m B
i — o m
ﬂ RECTIONAL ARRDWS _ 1
m _ 2 _ %& \B.Qnﬂ 3?\ | _ 1 m
| [ PHASE 1 | m m =z
DATA TABLE | _ _ _ _ A L 0 BRI E, R _ b LR RS m P E
NUMBER OF UNITS; 12 It 1o — 10.00" 1
PARKING RECUIRED: 27 STALLS 1 SETBACK 1
PARKING PROVIDED: 27 STALLS I ! 1 [ i
USEABLE OPEN SPACE (FXCLUSIVE OF FRONT YARDS):8,710 SF (729 SEANIT} _|_Y 4 114 10 n 2 _ '
I _ _ G
— ;W e me — I § p
] ; 1 “ | i ‘ i
| ' . s 7 -.nwl..nm.l._.“ .||_. . 20 _ _M_m
L —.aw “s e wirn s HJ»Q | c
t .m L s - i T ||||.. M
m __ ! m 42,50 ]
1 } E 0 €L H
] ] 200 W. ¢
o TR — L e —_—m—m——— e — e e -« :
f T RE
\ __|p||||.lu|a|lnlll||rll| m

: o ¢ + COMER DEVEL OPER
3 wm 2o w3t SCOTT PETERSON
$3 WEIST 200 NORTH #2

SPAKISH FORK, UT 84660 | 7] ik




HY.LN ‘NINOVINVS

m GOLO-CST-L0B NV
9950550~ 108 INOHA
onsmms | NVI4ONIAVIS MHIIA IVd
AR S m s m——— b bbbk bbbttt ettt B et fnfbbitain |
1 1 t -]
“ “ =
m | &
w | e
i w i T
m ] !
i a i
1 ] 1
1 3 ]
[} 1
1 1
1 [ 1
! !
! ! _
" i i
...... _— -1 g — H
. | _._
s : .._
iss i B :
i \
MM N by
= N, N N
il h ,
¥ [ ——
L] 1
18
) i
2 Y
1
— [ Y
__ l/
|
L m i
I
~ L
_/_.p_ m /




SHEET NO.
4

1. ENISTING TREES ALONG EAST PROPERTY UNE TO BE

+ MAINTAINED. DEAD WODD & CVERGROWTH TD BE REMOVED.
TURF TO BE CRADED/INSTALLED 70 WEANDERING LINE
BENEATH TREE CANOPY,

)
i
I
1
i
1
i
1
I
I
i
1
]
1
| 5
] %
. S | B
| o .
ERE:
m Jg | &
“ [ 73] !
|
1 -
" [72]
i
m P
i =2
i Bx5
1 MN .
“ 1agk
1 |
! P
L. e ,m w $323
|
“
NOTES !
w. mi;ﬂ.«ﬂnmu._mz 1
X QICOAATNVE ROCK MULCH OVER WEED BARRER 1 wm.r m
4 GARUAGE CAN STORAGL ]
5. ARBORVITAES I
& BUTTIRILY Busn I
7. MJIWH BLATE WAPLE 1
8. THORNESS HOREY LOCUST |
©. FUONTNUS EWERALD GAETY !
10. SPIREA WAGIC CARPET
i T
13 HICKS YEW 1,
m
HGTE: “
i
1
1
1
I
]
1
1

=24"k"~ N
- () SCUTY PETERSON .
SOALE e 20 B R el
SCALE 1* = 40' . ) A




FiPon T T P o
i S804 VU Sy w164,

AND 1OF NOZILLS 152 50 [ 03, 053 079, x 158 10 FEET ..mmmix

SHEET NO.
5

. RANBRD 1304 POP-UP SPRAT WiTH |BEST AND 15CST NOZRES ® _oen v 15 FEET HARDSCAPE wl |
. [RANBRG 1804 0P P SPRAT WiTk |0F NOLILE 2 158 10 FEET HARDSCAPE | s
WU W | RANBRD 1804 FUP—UF SPRAT WITH 150, 150, AND 1 FEE) 093, 183, 370 15 FEFT HARDSCAPE _l k bR Pl (o Byl oo

| ©®8  |ramsw0 5000 StREs ROTOR Wik 10 an0 - _Jo wl Jeo] ors-oes  [asvsorm w ks |
[=} 500U SCRIES KUTOR WiTH 40 HOZALE s20-101 | 83 073 - 983 255 FRED | KEER 27 AWAY FROM HAKISCAME
& - ) WSTALL N e 80X ﬁ E
v WANBIRD PEB OUATIC T = | = |wsa m sio A aox -

" ?.%‘I 17 RANGRD GACK COURLER VALV WODEL § 4K-ACME e - ) WSTALL 4 10" ROUND VALVE BOX i S
B BACKTLOW PRLVENTION | -
s s e v i = Y T ! & Z
[ RESUANT WEDGE GATE WALVE [UNE 5126) - - - - WSIALL B4 JUNBO v.mrl sox =) )

| SCHEOULE 40 BV LATERAL UNL szt &5 WOIED oW puw) - o - i . REFERENCE Jmlflﬂ.?i_l?(lllls ] o

2* SCHEDULE 40 st LME o . | rerERENCE mRGATON DETAKS < <
€ A Wit OF TWCE THE DIMETER OF T LATERAL) | - COORDNATE W/CONCRETE & ASPIALT ©

o ~ 5 o = Rfllﬂ? 7{'}4 Ak wl» 5 E

) — | = -1 - | REFERENCE RRIGATION m-u( — %

V3 e /5 V6

CONTROULER NUMBER, V1
VALVE NUMBER

V11 V12 V13 V14

R - — —

& )

1" | 1ese 1858 1858 "
I

CALLONS PER MINUTE

PHONE: B01-655—0566
95 WEST 200 NORTH 42
SPANISH FORK, UT 84660

FAX: B01-855-0109

VOLUME COMTROL T0WE LYCS—10075

PARK VIEW
ENGINEERING

LR

1 WACTON (L.C.) SKALL PROVOE AND WSTALL SLEEVES FOR ALL FIFES AMO WAES UNDER PAVEMENT. SLEEVES |
mz:mmmm-ﬂﬂ(‘mﬂtmu-mu I

:E
g
§
5
H
:
E
E

3 OWNCH SHOWNG ALL DRANS, HEADS, VALVES, ANO PIPLS. PROWOC
INSTRUCTIONS. 0 MARTENANCE FENSOMMEL FOR WATERIZATION.

£) RACE PeLL. AL OIS, A0 AL OWER SPAMNLER COMSTAICION W LAIDSCASE ARLAS WIENEAR PORMRE. AL PPES
B) LG AL WAVE AL UTRITS STAKED BEFORE OVOOWG, AMY DAMACE TO THE URUITIES SHALL OF REPAIED AT THE EXPINSE
OF M LG W 8O CXTRA COST 1O Tl Ok

7) AW UM Sk BE 2" (UNLEGS OTHERWSE DRECTED). LATERAL LIS SHALL BE MO SMALLIR AN /4

BB BAAL CARRY NG THAN TME FOLLOMING:

13) AL SPReLERS 10 BE ADASTED G STE AS NECESSARY 10 AVDD ANY WATER SPRAYING ONTO STREETS, SOEWALKS MO
BULONGS.

18)_ACHAL PETALADN OF WAATIN SYSTEM MAY VARY SOU AT FROW PV, COMTRACTOR 1 AESPOMBILE 10 MAKE
ABASTMENTS A3 WCEDED TO ENSURE PROVER COMNAGL OF ML LWNGSCAPED MEAS

1) POWEN TO CONTROLLER TO GF PROVDED BY DEVELOPER. OWHIR 10 SPEGITY (XACY LOCATION GF CONTROULEN,

16) AUTOMATIC KNG GRAMNS TO BE WSTALLED AT ALL LOW POMTS N RIGATION PIPE.  CONTRACTOR 15 NESPONSALE TO ENSURE i

PO Y. ETEETR—

7 et S1An Al e A7 ot 0 COmOCTON 6 L PASSUNC MEUER 10 STALLD BY 0EKLSPCH e 1
AT PONT OF CONNECTION AND BE SET 70 70 PSL VALWES TO B O GPERATE AT SPECEIED PRESSUK NOTED i LECEND. g
R

COUPLER PER GROLPWG OF WALV -
18] AR BT OFF CUWOE TO B MGTALLED AT OR MEAR CONTROLLER PER WANUFACTURES RECOMMINDATIONI 4

QWNER/DEVELOPFR

SCOTT PETERSON

45 WEST 200 NORTH g2

i SPANISH FORK, UT 84680
L




