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MEETING NOTICE AND AGENDA
Notice is hereby given that the Kaysville City Council will hold a regular council meeting on Thursday, October 19, 2023,

starting at 7:00 PM in the Council Chambers in Kaysville City Hall at 23 East Center Street, Kaysville, UT. The meeting will be
streamed on YouTube, and the link to the meeting will be posted on www.KaysvilleLive.com.

Public comment is only taken during a meeting for Action Items, “Call to the Public”, or for a public hearing. Those wishing to
speak during these times must sign-up in person before the meeting begins. Comments may also be directed to the City
Council via email to publiccomment@kaysville.gov. Emailed comments will NOT be read out-loud at the meeting.

CITY COUNCIL Q&A - 6:30 PM
The City Council will be available to answer questions or discuss any matters the public may have.

CITY COUNCIL MEETING — 7:00 PM
The agenda shall be as follows:

1) OPENING

a) Presented by Council Member Nate Jackson

2) CALLTO THE PUBLIC (3 MINUTE LIMIT, MUST SIGN UP IN PERSON)

3) DECLARATION OF ANY CONFLICTS OF INTEREST

4) CONSENT ITEMS
a) Approval of Minutes of September 7, 2023
b) Approval of Minutes of September 21, 2023

5) WORKITEMS
a) Billboard sign discussion

b) Mutton Hollow Annexation Plan discussion

6) COUNCIL MEMBERS REPORTS

7) CITY MANAGER REPORT

8) ADJOURNMENT

KAYSVILLE BUSINESS PARK ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMITTEE MEETING
The agenda shall be as follows:

1) OPENING

2) CONSIDERATION OF A MONUMENT SIGN FOR READING HORIZONS LOCATED AT 1194 WEST FLINT MEADOW DRIVE

3) ADJOURNMENT

Kaysville City is dedicated to a policy of non-discrimination in admission to, access to, or operations of its programs, services,
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or activities. If you need special assistance due to a disability, please contact the Kaysville City Offices at (801) 546-1235 at
least 24 hours in advance of the meeting to be held.

| hereby certify that | posted a copy of the foregoing Notice and Agenda at Kaysville City Hall, Kaysville City website
at www.kaysville.gov, and the Utah Public Notice website at www.utah.gov/pmn. Posted on October 13, 2023.

WAy T —

Annemarie Plaizier
City Recorder

Page 2 of 44


https://www.kaysville.gov/
//www.utah.gov/pmn

KAYSVILLE CITY COUNCIL
September 7, 2023

Minutes of a regular Kaysville City Council meeting held on September 7, 2023 at 7:00 p.m. in
the Council Chambers in Kaysville City Hall at 23 East Center Street, Kaysville, UT.

Council Members present: Mayor Tamara Tran, Council Member John Swan Adams, Council
Member Mike Blackham, Council Member Abbigayle Hunt, Council Member Nate Jackson, and
Council Member Perry Oaks

Others Present: City Manager Jaysen Christensen, City Attorney Nic Mills, City Recorder
Annemarie Plaizier, Community Development Director Melinda Greenwood, Public Works
Director Josh Belnap, Information Technology Assistant Jordan Hansen, Fire Chief Paul Erickson,
Joel Harris, Phil Holland, Jared Forsyth, Trek Loveridge, Jason Watson, Zane Larsen, Nick
Heroldsen, Carole Walker, Ramona Porter, Brant Wheeler, Jennifer Wheeler, Flemming
Hyllested, Jay Davis, Brandon Holt, Wes Daugherty, Colton Bescom, Cameron Cessna, Cameron
Bledsoe, Tavan Parlser, Annette Allred, Lee Allred, Brenda Lillywhite, Jill Dredge, Laurene
Starkey, Val Starkey, Merilyn Johnson, Nedra Saunders, Christian Nielsen, Bill Ince, Madeline
Hoeft, Tavan Parker, Jason Watson

OPENING

Council Member Adams opened the meeting with a thought and a prayer, and led the audience in
the Pledge of Allegiance.

CALL TO THE PUBLIC

Jill Dredge said that she appreciated the open dialogue that residents have been able to have with
the city council. Ms. Dredge expressed concern about residents being over-governed. The Utah
League of Cities and Towns lobbied for the 2019 law that required strategies for high-density
development. The connection the ULCT has with Envision Utah is concerning. Ms. Dredge said
she would like to see cities and towns coming together to take back decision-making for cities so
that decisions can be made based on what is sustainable for each city, instead of what is being
mandated by state and federal government. Envision Utah has their own vision for Utah but it
does not consider what the people want. More people are feeling disenfranchised from their cities,
counties and county as the state and federal government impose unsustainable goals on them. We
must look to the future and seek answers. The bills that were put forth for special districts were
alarming. It is said that two-thirds of our state legislators are somehow involved in land
development. The state should not be mandating things that are not in the interest of the cities.
They are more interested in money than in protecting the people.

Laurene Starkey commented that in a recent discussion with city council members, citizens were

told that the Holland Group property is suited to fit and encourage affordable housing because it
is not located in anyone’s backyard. Mrs. Starkey said that she feels that the property may not be
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any one particular backyard, but is in the city’s front yard because it is located at the face of our
city. The Farmington Police Chief has indicated that there has been an increase in crime over the
last three years, attributed to a 14% annual population growth in the city. A hotel in our city will
introduce a possible haven for organized retail crime and other safety issues. The citizens are
asking the city to verify that the city’s current infrastructure is enough to handle the proposed
higher density housing and hotel. One resident that lives near this area has indicated that he can
smell sewage in his area. Another nearby citizen has said that she has insufficient water pressure
at her home. Farmington is an example that commercial properties can be equally viable with
other tax base.

Merilyn Johnson said that she has been a Kaysville resident for thirty-eight years and her ancestor
was a mayor of Kaysville. She had recently found out about this proposed rezone and feels that
just because surrounding cities are approving these types of rezones doesn’t mean that Kaysville
needs to. There was recently a shooting, bomb threat and evacuation at an apartment complex in
Layton, and she fears similar situations might occur by building similar types of high-density
housing. Ms. Johnson said that she supports Kaysville police, firefighters, and city workers, and
a rezone would endanger their work environment. The city council has been voted into office and
entrusted to safeguard our community. Ms. Johnson asked that the city council not approve the
rezone and hold their ground in not allowing higher density housing within Kaysville. Kaysville
has a good reputation and legacy that should be continued. Many people are watching and the
council needs to be careful in how they respond to this rezone request.

Joel Harris said that he has lived in Kaysville for over twenty years and had recently spoken with
the developer, Phil Holland, who was able to give him a different perspective about the project.
Mr. Harris said that he had been under the impression that the proposed housing would be built as
low-income housing, which he would be against because he feels it promotes poverty by
encouraging those who live here to stay under a certain amount of income. However, since finding
out from the developer that this would be considered as moderate-income housing, he does not
have an issue with this proposed project.

Nedra Saunders said that she lives on 300 East and has lived here for forty years. Over the years,
she has seen a lot of growth and change in the city. Her biggest concern with the proposed Holland
development is in regards to traffic. Traffic is already a challenge in this area, especially during
peak hours. There is always congestion with cars trying to head west on 200 North and those
trying to get onto the northbound freeway onramp. Creating more traffic here by building housing
and a hotel will just add to the problem. It is uncertain what needs to be done to make traffic flow
better in this area. Having apartments next to a hotel is not a good mix. There will likely be
children living in these apartments, and having them live next to a transient use is a concern. How
will these children get to school when they are going to have to cross busy streets? Ms. Saunders
expressed concern about the tall apartment buildings with less parking. It seems that there needs
to be more consideration about what the city would be accomplishing by approving this
development.
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PRESENTATIONS AND AWARDS

A PROCLAMATION DECLARING SEPTEMBER 2023 AS SUICIDE AWARENESS AND
PREVENTION MONTH

Council Member Hunt read a Proclamation declaring September 2023 as Suicide Awareness and
Prevention Month.

A PROCLAMATION OBSERVING THE MONTH OF SEPTEMBER 2023 AS
CONSTITUTION MONTH

Mayor Tran read a Proclamation observing the month of September as Constitution Month and
urged all citizens to study the Constitution and reflect on the privilege of being an American with
all the rights and responsibilities of which that privilege involves.

A PROCLAMATION DECLARING OCTOBER 8-14. 2023 AS FIRE PREVENTION WEEK

Fire Chief Paul Erickson read a Proclamation declaring October 8-14, 2023 as Fire Prevention
Week and invited all to join the Kaysville Fire Department in honoring Fire Prevention Week at
their Annual Open House on Wednesday, October 11, 2023 at the Kaysville Fire Station.

DECLARATION OF ANY CONFLICTS OF INTEREST

No conflicts were disclosed.

CONSENT ITEMS

Council Member Hunt made a motion to approve the following consent item:
a) Approval of Minutes of August 3, 2023.
b) Appointment of Debora Shephard as Planning Commissioner.
c) Reappointment of Judy Rigby and Rob Dansie as Historic Preservation Committee
Members.
d) A Resolution adopting and approving an Interlocal Agreement with the Davis School
District for School Resource Officers.
Council Member Oaks seconded the motion.

The vote on the motion was as follows:
Council Member Blackham, yea
Council Member Adams, yea

Council Member Hunt, yea

Council Member Oaks, yea

Council Member Jackson, yea

The motion passed unanimously.
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ACTION ITEMS

A RESOLUTION INDICATING THE INTENT OF THE KAYSVILLE CITY COUNCIL TO
MAINTAIN THEIR CURRENT BOUNDARY WITH FARMINGTON CITY

City Attorney Nic Mills explained that Kaysville and Farmington recently began exploring
whether altering Kaysville City’s southwestern border was in both cities' best interest. Kaysville
adopted a resolution, as required by State Statute, and began formal Council discussions. After
these discussions, it seems clear that Kaysville would benefit from keeping this property and may
enjoy some tax revenue from the anticipated land uses on the property. This resolution formally
notifies all parties that Kaysville has concluded its investigation and intends to keep this property.

Mayor Tran opened the public comment period for this item.

There were no comments or questions from the public. Mayor Tran closed the public comment
for this item.

Council Member Jackson commented that he was glad that the city was holding onto the property
because there is such limited amount of developable property available in Kaysville.

Council Member Adams made a motion to approve a Resolution indicating the intent of the
Kaysville City Council to maintain their current boundary with Farmington City. Council Member
Blackham seconded the motion.

The vote on the motion was as follows:

Council Member Adams, yea
Council Member Hunt, yea
Council Member Oaks, yea
Council Member Jackson, yea
Council Member Blackham, yea

The motion passed unanimously.

CONSIDERATION OF A DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT AND REQUEST TO REZONE
6.26 ACRES OF PROPERTY LOCATED AT 521 WEST 350 NORTH FROM GENERAL
COMMERCIAL (GC) TO INCLUDE A MIXED USE ZONING DISTRICT OVERLAY - PHIL
HOLLAND/H GROUP VENTURES LLC

Community Development Director Melinda Greenwood explained that the applicant has applied
for a rezone of 6.26 acres of property located at 521 West 350 North to include a Mixed Use (MU)
zoning district overlay. The proposed rezone includes a project that would include a 15,000 square
foot three-story office, 3,000 square foot building for retail space, a 57,971 square foot four-story
hotel, and two 67,600 square foot four-story apartment buildings. The property is currently
undeveloped and zoned General Commercial (GC). The MU zone provides for both vertical and
horizontal mixed use projects, with this one being horizontal mixed use, which combines uses
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across the entirety of the property instead of the more traditionally thought of vertical fashion with
ground floor commercial with residential units above that. The MU overlay zone allows offices,
retail services and sales, arcades, hotels and entertainment facilities. The proposed project is a mix
of office, hotel, retail and residential uses. As proposed, the project uses comply with the zoning
code. The initial project request was for 132 residential units and 2 three-story apartments, but
based on Moderate Income Housing needs, the Planning Commission asked the applicant to add
additional units to the project and make landscaping enhancements. The current request is now for
160 units, with 80 units per apartment building. Each apartment building is proposed to have 8
studios, 48 one-bedroom and 24 two-bedroom units. Residential amenities for the apartments
include a nature path along Holmes Creek, a pool or pickle ball courts, a dog park, clubhouse and
a barbeque pavilion. The project would provide 302 parking stalls, which is a request for a 24%
reduction from the 396 parking stalls as required by the City's ordinances. The MU ordinance
allows for a reduction of 10%, but the City Council is free to adopt alternate standards in the
development agreement if they feel it is appropriate. In its entirety, the project provides 211,171
square feet of building space, with the commercial space totaling 36% (75,971 square feet) of the
building space. The MU code requires a minimum of 30%, so the project exceeds the requirement.
Occupants for the office and retail space are to be determined. The hotelier brand is a national
chain, but confidentiality agreements prohibit the disclosure of the exact hotel. This is a common
restriction in development negotiations, and until projects are entitled, non-disclosures will remain
in place. The broker for the hotelier has provided an email confirmation that the property is under
contract and the intended hotelier is anxiously awaiting approval to begin moving forward with
the project. Kaysville City does not currently collect Transient Room Tax (TRT), which is a tax
imposed on hotels, motels and other short-term rentals. Bringing a 114-room hotel to the City
would add an additional tax revenue source and diversify our tax base. The applicant has submitted
a detailed economic impact study, which gives insight to project specific impacts. Not only would
the City receive TRT, visitors to our community would be spending money to dine, fuel vehicles,
and patron other retail services in Kaysville. Staff has done a review for utility capacity including
power, water, and storm water and find that adequate capacity is available. This item was before
the Planning Commission on August 10, 2023, where a public hearing was held and the Planning
Commission voted unanimously (6-0) to recommend approval of the rezone request and
development agreement as presented to the Planning Commission. Only two comments were
received during the public hearing, but additional comments have been received since that time.
Most comments received cited concerns about traffic and congestion, opposition to apartments or
density and wanting to have a small town feel remain in the City.

Mayor Tran opened the public comment period for this item.

Christian Nielsen commented that he had spent about a third of his life living in different
apartments and rental homes. People tend to think negatively of apartment complexes and those
who live in them. This property seems appropriate to build the proposed project, including
apartment complexes. There are no adjacent residences to this property. Traffic flow is terrible
in this area, and they city may consider building a roundabout at both ends of 400 West to help
with congestion. The traffic issues in this area need to be looked at. Christian Nielsen expressed
his support for this proposed rezone and project. A lot of due diligence has been done by the
developer and city staff. These apartment complexes may help to keep rents down in our area.
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Bill Ince expressed concern about current traffic problems in the area, and potential future traffic
problems. Mr. Ince said that he lives near here and during peak hours, it takes much longer to
travel through this area of town because of the amount of traffic and problems with traffic flow.
There are problems with people speeding in the area. Traffic needs to be addressed here. How
will the children living in these apartment complexes get to school? Also, most medium or high-
density housing is east of I-15, and the General Plan talks about how it needs to be dispersed
throughout the city, rather than having it centralized to one area.

Val Starkey commented that he was not pleased by the project. A neighbor of his indicated that
this piece of land has been vacant for some time and has been used in the pas as a place people
would dump items. Mr. Starkey said that he is concerned about the size of the project as well as
traffic, and feels that four-story buildings are inappropriate for Kaysville. Mr. Starkey said that he
was already concerned about the amount of proposed parking before the Planning Commission
had requested that the apartment complexes be designed to be four-stories rather than three. The
parking plan is going to cause many cars to park along the street, which could cause more accidents
in this area. Mr. Starkey said that reached out to the police department and received information
about the number of accidents that have occurred in this area. The intersection of 200 North and
400 West is one of the top three intersections having the highest number of accidents in Kaysville.
With this project, we could see up to an additional 200 or more vehicles or more a day on these
streets and this will increase the risk of accidents. Mr. Starkey read a statement from his neighbor,
Dennis Brown, who could not attend tonight. Mr. Brown commented that he had been involved
in an accident on 200 North and 400 West when a car tried to cross all four lanes of 200 North
headed eastbound. Both of the vehicles involved were totaled. Mr. Brown said that the 200 North
and 400 West intersection is already terrible, and adding additional traffic here is just asking for
trouble.

Jay Davis said that he lives on Larkin Lane and feels this project does not have adequate parking.
Mr. Davis said that in his profession, he is familiar with the requirements for large buildings and
what parking is being proposed for this development is inadequate. He also feels that the city’s
infrastructure will be adequate for what is proposed. Mr. Davis said that he has seen a lack of
adequate utilities in his neighborhood because of outdated electrical, sewer, and storm water
infrastructure, and because they do not have curb-and-gutter installed along the street. The city is
not taking care of existing neighborhoods and this project will just add to the city’s utility load.
Mr. Davis also expressed concern about kids living in the apartment complex being able to get to
school safely. There is really no accommodation for that. The street design for 200 North was
planned poorly and the traffic here is already a mess. Adding more traffic will exacerbate the
problems.

Madeline Hoeft thanked the city council for listening to residents’ concerns. Ms. Hoeft said that
she is okay with the project but is concerned about the size of the project. It seems the city cannot
accommodate it at the moment unless improvements are made to address traffic on 200 North and
more parking is added to the project. We want Kaysville to remain distinct, and adding four-story
buildings will not make us different from the cities that surround us. This project seems to just
add to current problems in the city.

Zane Larsen commented that the furthest north proposed apartment complex does not have many

Page 8 of 44



parking stalls next to it, and people will fight over the parking spots or park in the street because
it is closer than the planned parking lot. Also, how will the handicapped zones be maintained?
The handicapped parking spaces are not located in very accessible spots. The parking has not been
designed well for the apartment complexes. Nobody will want to live in these apartment
complexes, which will negatively affect the city and anyone who may live there. Kaysville City
is failing to take into account additional expenditures that this project is going to cost the city. The
sidewalk on 200 North under the I-15 overpass only runs on the south side of the road, and there
is not a crosswalk for pedestrians to get across 200 North from 400 West to access that sidewalk.
The city is going to need to install crosswalks in order to accommodate those who live here and
want to walk or bike across 200 North. It seems with this project that the developer is just trying
to cram more people onto the property. Mr. Larsen expressed his dissatisfaction with the city for
only notifying property owners within 500 feet of the property about the rezone, and said he feels
that those living on the south side of 200 North and in the townhomes north of Main Street should
have also been notified. This project does not fit into this area, and there will need to be a redesign
of the road system here to better accommodate traffic and pedestrians in the area.

Tavan Parker said that he had many of the same concerns that have been mentioned tonight. Mr.
Parker said that he could appreciate the current need for housing and affordable housing. He said
that while he is not opposed to the principle idea of this development, he is confused and opposed
to how the Planning Commission made a recommendation to the developer to increase the number
of housing units in the project, while also decreasing the number of parking provided. Like many
others, he is also most concerned about how much traffic will be generated by this development
and how it will effect existing traffic issues. Kaysville could lose sales tax revenue because people
will start shopping in other cities just to avoid the terrible traffic in this area. Adding more traffic
here will exacerbate the problem. What is being done to remedy traffic issues here? The city
needs to be forward thinking and try to solve problems now before it is too late.

There were no further comments or questions from the public. Mayor Tran closed the public
comment for this item.

Mayor Tran commented that the city council has spent many hours reviewing this proposed rezone.
Council members were also invited to meet with citizens about this project on Tuesday and
Wednesday this week. Some residents asked about why the Planning Commission made their
recommendation to approve this rezone, resulting in increased density. Mayor Tran explained that
the Planning Commission uses the city’s General Plan as a guiding document for the city. When
the city worked on the General Plan recently, a lot of input was gathered from residents to see what
people wanted for our city. The Planning Commission reviews each proposal to see how it fits
within the vision of the city within the General Plan. Recommendations from the Planning
Commission are independent of the City Council’s decision. They take the information presented
for each proposal and make a recommendation based off their personal knowledge, the city’s
General Plan, as well as state mandated laws. The City Council makes legislative decisions and
they look at the city’s policies and ordinances, as well as the Planning Commission’s
recommendation, to make decisions. The MU zone ordinance has very specific guidelines that
must be followed including a requirement that a development agreement be submitted for the
development. That required development agreement could include additional requirements,
recommendations, and allowances for the development. The city’s General Plan indicates that
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multi-family housing is not a top priority for Kaysville, but there is a need for it and for diverse
housing. The city is making the effort to try to get higher density housing projects spread
throughout the city. We are trying to follow our General Plan as much as possible as we review
each application presented for consideration.

Phil Holland, the applicant, said that he had been working on this project for about 5 years. Utah
leads in household size across the nation. Davis County averages at about 3.2 people per
household, which his higher than the state’s average. Kaysville has about 3.6 people per
household, on average. There are currently 737 seniors attending Davis High School. All of these
things affect our city. Not all graduating high school seniors will be looking for an apartment after
graduation, but within the course of a decade, it is likely that most will be seeking housing.
Currently starter homes in Kaysville are being listed at around $450,000, and that is if you can find
one being sold. If you were to put 10% down on that house, the mortgage would be $2,800 a
month. There are very few parcels available to develop in Kaysville because we have completely
run out of land. We know there are people who want to stay in Kaysville or want to move back to
Kaysville. Mr. Holland commended city staff, the Planning Commission and City Council for
trying to address current housing issues. The city saw the need to create a robust General Plan to
help plan for the future. Many people have commented to him that this location on 400 West is a
perfect spot for his proposed development. Economics are crucial for our city and the hotel will
help to bring millions of dollars to our local economy. Most people living in Kaysville have to
drive to needed services. The logistics of this parcel is important because people who will live
here will be able to walk to nearby restaurants and grocery stores. The business area east of this
development is likely to change over the next 20 years. There have been some concerns expressed
about the old trees on the property being removed. This location is encompassed with forty-foot
trees around Holmes Creek and Mr. Holland said that they would like to preserve those trees. It
is estimated that this development will cost $64 million dollars once fully developed, which is the
number one developed and valued property in the history of Kaysville. Every resident will be
impacted by this development because, in addition to the hotel occupants’ spending money in our
city, new families that live in the apartments will also spend money in our local economy.
Indirectly, this will also help with providing jobs to the area and the school district will receive
money from the taxes coming from this property. The city will also receive money through impact
fees on building permits for the development. Mr. Holland said that they are proud of this site and
proposed development plan. They have been working tirelessly to make the right iterations on the
site plans. The hotel will be an enormous benefit and asset to the city. Mr. Holland said that he
feels lucky to have a great business partner who wants desperately to build their hotel here, which
will be an upper scale hotel. The state is pushing cities to try to address housing issues, and it
seems that the city is on the right path tonight to help address those issues. Traffic and parking
concerns are always emotional topics with people, and Mr. Holland said that they have had experts
look at their development plans to try to address concerns. The idea behind the parking in this
mixed-use development is that the parking spaces used by the commercial use will only be used
during the day when people are less likely to be at their residents or at the hotel. Then at night
when residents come home, the commercial spaces will be available.

Jason Watson, the traffic engineer who conducted the parking and traffic studies for this

development, commented that the traffic issues along 200 North are existing problems and there
are likely things that UDOT and the city are looking at to try to mitigate the issues and make
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improvements. This project at full buildout will only bring sixty-eight vehicles into this property,
and sixty-five vehicles leaving this property during the peak morning time. During the evening
peak hour, there will be about seventy-four vehicles coming to the site, with about seventy-eight
vehicles leaving the site. Not a lot of traffic will be generated here. There also will not be much
of an increase in delay time. This area is pretty much developed out, and so there will not be much
more additional traffic being added in the future. The level of service in this area is not going to
change by the additional traffic from this site. In considering parking for the site, peak parking
hours for the hotel and apartments will be in the evening. The commercial use will have peak
parking hours during the daytime hours. The traffic study indicates that peak parking time for this
site will be 292 parking stalls. The proposed parking site plan allows for 302 parking stalls. With
the shared parking allowed on the site, the parking plan is considered adequate for all of the uses
on site.

Council Member Hunt commented that there had been some concerns expressed that this
development might generate more traffic than if this property were to remain as a commercial use.

Public Works Director Josh Belnap said that it really depends on the type of commercial use and
how large the commercial building is. Some commercial uses generate more trips per day than
others do. It is hard to know until you have a specific footprint of retail space in mind.

Council Member Hunt asked about the failing grade as outlined in traffic study and asked if there
were ways to mitigate that.

Josh Belnap said that the two failure points from the study were at the intersections on 400 West
and Main Street, and at 400 West and 200 North. Those failures are occurring during AM and PM
peak hours. The level of service fluctuates throughout the day and there are things that can be
done at these intersections to increase the level of service. City staff has been working with UDOT
and a traffic consultant to look at options for 200 North as 200 North is a UDOT facility. The
highest number of accidents in Kaysville occur along 200 North. The city formally engaged with
UDOT in January of this year to discuss concerns along 200 North, especially when the city was
made aware of Mr. Holland’s proposed development. UDOT is very open to making potential
changes to 200 North. Some consideration has been made to install a raised median, which would
restrict left-hand turns onto and off 200 West Street. We are working with an engineer to ensure
there will not be any unintended consequences by installing said median. Potentially impacting
emergency responder responses times also need to be considered. We do not want to create a
liability in trying to solve a problem. There currently is no connection between 300 West Street
and 400 West Street north of 200 North. It would be a huge project to try to create a connection
between the two streets, and would be a financial burden for the city, but we would like to see if
we could find a way to create a cross-connection so that 400 West has access to traffic signals on
Main Street and 200 North from 300 West. We feel that creating this cross-connection would help
to alleviate the impact of traffic on 400 West. The traffic study that was done by Focus
Engineering indicated that a traffic signal is not currently warranted on 400 West at Main Street,
but it might be in the future. It also recommended that a traffic signal be installed at the intersection
of Mutton Hollow and Main Street. Installing roundabouts have also been considered for Main
Street. Over the last fifteen years, the city has also been talking to UDOT about their plans for the
I-15 interchange in Kaysville, which is one of the oldest interchanges in Davis County. It is
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difficult to make any improvements to it because of its close proximity to 400 West. There are
many cars trying to make different movements in a short space in this area of 200 North. UDOT
would like to redo the entire interchange at some point, and this summer they are making some
minor modifications to add additional turning lanes to try to reduce the waits and cues on 200
North. Redoing the entire interchange will be a huge project and likely will not be done for at least
10 years. The city needs to be willing to consider some unordinary solutions until then. The
General Plan also considers having an alternative crossing over I-15 north of 200 North.

Council Member Jackson asked if having a hotel and dense housing next to the freeway would
help expedite the interchange project.

Josh Belnap responded that potentially it might, but maybe not by much. It is more likely that
UDOT will consider short-term options to help alleviate surface street problems first. If we were
able to find funding for the project, it is more likely to help move it up in the queue.

Council Member Jackson commented that there are many people advocating to get Trader Joes to
come to Kaysville, and having a hotel and apartments might help to encourage them to come to
Kaysville. Council Member Jackson said that he would like to see a traffic light installed at 400
West and Main Street.

Josh Belnap said that warrant studies are done in areas to see if traffic signals would be warranted
at certain intersections. There are several different categories evaluated when conducting a traffic
warrant study, and in regards to this intersection, none of those warrant categories were met, even
when taking into consideration the additional traffic that will be created by this development. The
intersection could potentially meet the warrants for a traffic light here after 2030, or sooner
depending on what changes take place in this area. We build traffic lights when they are warranted
so that we do not increase liability in areas.

Council Member Jackson asked about the sidewalk under the I-15 overpass.

Josh Belnap responded that that area of 200 North is owned by UDOT and he was unsure if UDOT
had considered installing sidewalk on the north side as well as the south. The sidewalk running
along the north side of 200 North, east of I-15, ends next to Arby’s. Sometimes UDOT will make
funds available if cities are interested in completing certain projects on their own, such as installing
sidewalks.

Council Member Oaks said that he is unsure if a sidewalk on the north side of 200 North needs to
be continued under the 1-15 overpass as the majority of people are trying to get to the park-and-
ride lot on the south side of the road. Council Member Oaks asked about concerns about the city’s
utility infrastructure being adequate for this property.

Josh Belnap responded that prior to reviewing Mr. Holland’s initial development plans, city staff
had reached out to the consulting engineers who manage the city’s water model. Those engineers
were able to take into account the additional water demand from the project, and simulate potential
scenarios. They did not see any detrimental impacts by this development being built. From a
quality and storage perspective, the impact will be very small. There are plans in the near future

10

Page 12 of 44



to replace water lines that run in the streets in this area, and we will see net positive impacts as a
result.

Council Member Adams commented that Mr. Holland has done a lot of the city in the past and
many of his projects that have been built on the west side of the city have been very beneficial to
the area. Mr. Holland has stated that he is trying to make Kaysville better. He also lives in
Kaysville and he has indicated that it is important to him that this project be done in a way to better
the city.

Council Member Hunt asked about how much the rent will be for these apartments.

Phil Holland responded that it is estimated that they will be approximately $1,100 to $1,800 a
month, depending on the size of apartment.

Melinda Greenwood commented that anything under $1,900 would be considered as moderate-
income affordability for our area.

Council Member Jackson asked if the number of proposed parking stalls would be adequate
according to the models used by the Institute of Transportation Engineers. Council Member
Jackson also commented that he felt that the original plan that was presented to the Planning
Commission was a good plan.

Phil Holland responded that, generally speaking, it seemed to be the consensus of the Planning
Commission that this location is a good place for this development, but felt that there was not
enough density being proposed. They believed this would be a good opportunity for the city to
permit more high-density housing in a location where the impact is negligible. The proposed
parking plan shows 302 parking spaces, but the traffic study indicated that only 292 spaces would
be used during peak times if they were to build four-story apartment buildings. With three-story
apartment buildings, only 256 spaces would be used at peak times. It seems the trend across the
nation to have less parking and more landscaping with these kinds of development. Transportation
has changed from what it was 5 years ago, and it will be different in the nearby future.

Council Member Jackson said that the Planning Commission had indicated that there might be
potential for residents to be able to use parking at the adjacent IHC facility.

Phil Holland responded that he does not own the IHC parking lot and has not received permission
from IHC to use their parking lot. He has not included any of their parking as part of their traffic
study calculations. There is a chance he may be able to negotiate something with IHC, but there
is no guarantee. When they were considering the parking plan for this property, the Holmes Creek
waterway had to be taken into consideration. They felt that it would be better to have more
landscaping along the creek area, rather than putting in a few more parking stalls. It is more
aesthetically beneficially for those who will live here. Geographically, this site sits 10 feet below
400 West, and the layout of the property creates almost an almost hidden cove type of look. When
the Planning Commission requested that they add a fourth story to the apartment buildings, it gave
them the opportunity to install an elevator in these buildings. By having an elevator, it broadens
what kind of tenants could live here. The hotel building is four stories tall and so having apartment
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buildings that are four stories tall as well will not be much different.

Mayor Tran said that there has been some concerns expressed about where snow will be put in the
parking lot, as it will likely take up some of these spaces in the parking lot.

Council Member Jackson said that he liked the idea of having the landscaping near Holmes Creek
and having a nature trail here. Council Member Jackson suggested extending the trail down 400
West.

Phil Holland said that they have created pedestrian access points along their trail so that
neighboring properties could continue that walking trail on their properties if they wanted to.

Council Member Blackham said that many public comments were taken when the General Plan
was being created so that we could create a plan reflecting a good representation of what the
citizens of Kaysville wanted to see in their city. At the time the General Plan was being created,
the city did not have a mixed-use (MU) zone yet. However, through the input given by residents,
they indicated they were open to the idea of some kind of mixed-use developments in our
downtown commercial area. One thing that was made clear through public comments was that
residents did not want to see four-story apartment buildings in the city. The MU zone was
considered at length by the city council and staff and was created as part of the General Plan
process. It is an overlay zone of the underlying commercial zone, and allows for certain
exceptions. Any proposed development requesting a MU overlay zoning is required to have a
development agreement. Developers are still required to follow the provisions of the MU zone,
even with a development agreement. The development agreement may allow more than the
underlying zone would allow, but there are still ordinance criteria that have to be met. Under the
General Commercial zone, hotels and motels are not allowed, unless a MU overlay zone is
approved. The MU zone ordinance also says that with a property that is zoned General
Commercial, they are required to have a minimum of 30% of commercial space in their project
before residential housing can be considered. It also states, “The building form, height, site
envelope, yards, open space standards and parking ratios will determine the number of allowed
residential units”. Height restrictions are very specific in the MU zone. The ordinance states, “no
building that is exclusively used for residential use shall exceed 35 feet in height”, and “buildings
exclusively used for commercial purposes shall not exceed four stories and 50 in height”. The
proposed hotel use would be considered as commercial. Kaysville has never wanted to see taller
buildings in the city. Council Member Blackham stated that it is clear that the ordinance does not
allow for four-story residential buildings. The MU zone ordinance is very clear on what is required
for parking, which is different from the city’s standard parking ordinance. The ordinance says that
the council can allow reductions for required parking if the site is within 1/8 mile of a transit stop,
but that is only up to a 10% reduction. For a 5% reduction, the site would need to be within 1/4
mile of a transit stop. Additional reduction for up to two parking stalls could be made if bike racks,
motorcycle stalls or the like are on site. The city may also allow for sharked parking and time-of-
use parking scenarios to count towards required parking stalls, as long as a parking analysis has
been included. The hotel is proposed to have 114 rooms, but there are only 80 parking stalls
provided and so at maximum capacity there are already not enough parking stalls. We do not
know who will be in the commercial building and if they would be okay with shared parking. We
should not allow an exception to building height requirements. This proposed project is something
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that the city has never seen before and there are things we need to consider. What will happen
when there is a holiday and the hotel and apartments are at max capacity and need more space for
parking than what is available. There are only 11 spaces available from the commercial office
building. According to the MU zoning ordinance, they should have 19 spaces. What the developer
is asking is far beyond what we agreed for our MU overlay zone ordinance for general commercial.
Council Member Blackham said that he appreciates the work that has been put into this proposed
project, but preferred the original presentation that was made to the Planning Commission showing
three-story apartment buildings and more parking.

Council Member Hunt commented that she agrees with much that had been said tonight. Council
Member Hunt thanked those who reached out to the council and are attending tonight because it
is productive to be able to look at things at all angles. There are only two transit lines in Kaysville.
One of those transit lines runs down Main Street, near this project. If you were to look at a heat
map of the density of Kaysville, you would see that most of the higher density is located near
Mutton Hollow and Main Street. Council Member Hunt said she had reached out to the school
district and found out that the school district’s projection for apartments is 0.1 students per
apartment. This would mean that if the three-story apartment buildings were approved, there
would be about fourteen students living in these apartments. Elementary-aged students living here
would attend Kaysville Elementary, which is currently operating at 2/3 capacity. Council Member
Hunt said that she had also spoken with the Public Works Director, Josh Belnap, about water
availability and was informed that, conservatively, the city has about 200 acre feet of untapped
water rights, meaning that the city owns the ability to draw this water from Weber Basin that we
are not drawing currently. Council Member Hunt said that she had contacted Weber Basin
Conservancy and after discussing water availability concerns with the rapid growth in Utah with
them, they said that the most important part of all of their projections is that we need to grow
responsibly and look for ways to conserve water. Another concern that was brought up was in
regards to heat islands. ‘Having excess of bare asphalt can cause heat islands, and there needs to
be landscaping to help cover some of these areas, which is what is being proposed in the landscape
plan. Traffic in this area is the biggest concern. As this property is already zoned for commercial,
any permitted commercial use could be built here now. Some of those commercial uses will
generate more trips per day than what is being proposed. It is good that we have a development
agreement that gives the city the ability to have more say in what is built, thereby affecting how
much traffic may be brought to this area. Some of the parking spaces shown on the plat are not
ideal and she would like to see more parking spaces. Council Member Hunt said that she also
spoke with the Power Department Director who said that he is comfortable with what is being
proposed for this development and is confident the city has the infrastructure to support it. Council
Member Hunt said that she appreciates that a statistically valid traffic survey was done, and added
that she would like to that the apartment buildings only be three-stories high. This project will be
helpful for people looking for housing.

Council Member Oaks expressed concern about the proposed parking plan. Hotels often have
more parking than is needed, but we often see not enough parking for residential areas. Has visitor
parking been considered, and will the city see more on-street parking along 400 West because of
residents parking there? Council Member Oaks commented that he also feels that the developer
was correct in proposing the original plan with the three-story apartment buildings. He expressed
that he would be in favor of a 10-12% parking reduction because he feels there would still be
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enough parking for all proposed uses. Council Member Oaks expressed concern about the
intersection of 200 North and 400 West, and commented that it is disappointing that UDOT is not
being more proactive in addressing the traffic problems here. The city is getting more pressure
from the state legislature to approve these types of housing developments, and we need more of
this type of housing in the city. This housing will not be considered as low-income housing.
Council Member Oaks said that he feels that this is a good location for this project and is the best
place for it within the city.

Council Member Jackson commented that in the Planning Commission meeting, some of the
Commissioners had still expressed concerns about the lack of parking and about the four-story
apartment building, and yet they still unanimously recommended approval of the development as
presented, which seemed contradictory. Council Member Jackson said he shares concerns about
the parking plan because the majority of available parking is not located next to the apartment
buildings. Council Member Jackson said that he feels that there needs to be more parking created
on the west side of the apartment buildings, and visitor parking needs to be considered. We would
like to see approval given to allow people to park in the IHC parking lot, but that is not something
we can rely on. The city code has been vetted out and written as it is for a reason. Council Member
Jackson agreed that the apartment buildings should only be three-stories. There also needs to be
consideration that this development may not even qualify for the 10% parking reduction for being
located near a transit stop. Using traffic data from an international engineering group may not
translate well for our city. This location is a good place for an apartment complex and there is a
need for more hotels in the area. We need to have more diverse housing in the city. It is frustrating
that the state is forcing cities to approve higher density housing.

Melinda Greenwood commented the code allows for a shared parking reduction based on the traffic
and parking study that was done. That shared use is for complementary uses. The commercial
office space will not have cars parked there overnight, thereby freeing up those spaces for residence
to park. The council has the discretion to allow for a reduction that is not a transit-based reduction.

Council Member Adams made a motion to extend the meeting past 10:00 p.m., seconded by
Council Member Hunt. The motion passed unanimously.

Council Member Adams commented that he was also confused by the contradictory comments
made by the Planning Commission with their final recommendation. He felt that Mr. Holland’s
original proposal was the better fit for the property as well as the city, and would rather see the
apartment buildings only three-stories high. This proposal allows residents to be able to walk to
nearby businesses. This development is on the right track for what we are looking for in our city.
Traffic is a major concern for everyone, but it is something that the city needs to continue to work
with UDOT to address.

Phil Holland said that he would agree to go back to the original plan with the three-story apartment
buildings, which will eliminate 28 residential units. This means that they will have 132 residential

units with the 303 parking stalls.

Council Member Blackham made a motion to approve a development agreement and request to
rezone 6.26 acres of property located at 521 West 350 North from General Commercial (GC) to
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include a Mixed Use (MU) Zoning District Overlay for H Group Ventures LLC, with the following
stipulations:
1. The development agreement revert to the original numbers as presented to the Planning
Commission with the plan for a three-story apartment building.
2. Parking requirements be followed as outlined in the Mixed Use Zoning District Overlay
code.
3. A 10% parking reduction be allowed if it qualifies for it.
4. The apartments not be permitted until after the project meets the required 30% commercial
space of the combined total of the square footage for all buildings in the project.
Council Member Adams seconded the motion.

Phil Holland commented that factors like construction costs and interest rates would affect the
timeline of the construction of the project. There is language specifically written into the
agreement to protect the city so that the commercial use and hotel will be built, but it might not be
the first thing to be built. The development agreement is written so that he cannot deviate from
providing that 30% of commercial space. The factor is he is uncertain when that commercial
would be built.

Council Member Blackham said that he would not be able to approve a rezone without having a
guarantee that the 30% commercial space is there. He does not want to see the residential use
constructed, and never see the 30% commercial built.

Council Member Oaks said that with the four-story apartment buildings, it was calculated that 36%
of the project would be commercial space. By changing them to three-story residential buildings,
the percentage of commercial space would now be at 42%.

Phil Holland commented that it is not feasible to build the whole six-acre project at one time.

Council Member Blackham clarified that he is not saying that 30% of the commercial space has
to be built before anything else can be built, but rather 30% of the commercial needs to be
permitted based on the entire project before construction is started on the apartments.

Melinda Greenwood add that the hotel would have to be permitted, because the other two
commercial buildings would be 18,000 square feet and would not meet the 30% requirement.

Phil Holland said that he already has an agreement with the interested hotel; however, it is hard to
dictate their timeline because of interest rates. What has been written into the development
agreement accounts for that issue of timing.

Melinda Greenwood said that by removing Item II under “Phasing of Project” from the
Development Agreement, it would accomplish Council Member Blackham’s intent.

Council Member Adams said that in the past, developers have deceived the city by initially
proposing plans for both commercial and residential buildings at a location. However, they would

later return to the city claiming that they could not find interested buyers for the commercial
property, and would then request permission to build more residential units instead.
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Melinda Greenwood said that one the stipulations outlined in Council Member Blackham’s motion
may not work because additional items that were added into the development agreement after the
first Planning Commission meeting when the original development agreement was presented.

Council Member Blackham made an amendment to his motion to approve a development
agreement and request to rezone 6.26 acres of property located at 521 West 350 North from
General Commercial (GC) to include a Mixed Use Zoning District Overlay for H Group Ventures
LLC, with the following stipulations:

1. Staff revert the numbers in the development agreement back to their original presentation
to the Planning Commission in order to preserve the project’s integrity. This includes
maintaining three-story apartment buildings with 132 wunits, 302 parking stalls,
incorporating language regarding lighting, signage, and the color and materials board,
correcting the project details (changing from 36% to 42% commercial space), reverting the
apartment square footages to 53,000 instead of the 67,000, restoring the building height
section to the original language, and amending the language in the landscaping section.

2. Parking requirements be followed as outlined in the Mixed Use Zoning District Overlay
code.

3. A 10% parking reduction be allowed if it qualifies for it.

4. The apartments not be permitted until after the project meets the required 30% commercial
space of the combined total of the square footage for all buildings in the project.

Council Member Adams seconded the motion.

Council Member Oaks asked for clarification on the motion in regards to the outcome if the hotel
were not built.

Council Member Blackham said that, if the motion were to be approved, if the hotel is not
permitted, then nothing else could be built on the property unless the developer comes back to
amend the development agreement.

Council Member Oaks said that this seems like the only ideal spot in Kaysville to build these kinds
of apartments in our city. Why would we want to stop the building of apartments here if the whole
idea is to get the property developed? If the deal with the hotel falls through, it would be Mr.
Holland’s responsibility to find another business partner to collaborate with. This is a great project
for Kaysville and it does not make sense to limit development we want here.

Council Member Adams said that by forcing the commercial to be permitted first, we are ensuring
that commercial will be built here.

Mayor Tran called for a vote on Council Member Blackham’s motion.
The vote on the motion was as follows:
Council Member Hunt, nay

Council Member Oaks, nay
Council Member Jackson, nay
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Council Member Blackham, yea
Council Member Adams, yea

The motion failed with a vote of three to two.

Council Member Hunt commented that while she understands the intent behind Council Member
Blackham’s motion, there might be a better way to go about it. Council Member Hunt said that
she would be more in favor of voting in favor of a motion that is not as restrictive on parking.
Walking to the nearby transit stop is not that far, and people who want to take transit will walk to
that stop. While a 10% to 13% reduction is not going to make that much of a difference in parking,
the council should not make decisions spontaneously. While she agrees that she would rather see
the commercial built first, she felt that the way it was presented was fine as is.

Council Member Jackson said that he agrees with the comments made by Council Member
Blackham, but is concerned that being so restrictive on having commercial permitted before
anything else could destroy the whole project. Council Member Jackson said that he still does not
feel that there is adequate parking being allowed on the site.

Council Member Adams said that when the mixed-use code was created, there was extensive
discussion about the requirement for developers to have commercial space permitted prior to
residential. This is has been the idea behind the mixed-use code from the beginning, mandating
30% commercial space, with the possibility of receiving a 10% parking reduction if they meet the
criteria. This project qualifies for that 10% reduction, not only due to its proximity to the transit
line, but also because of the proposed shared parking plan.

Mayor Tran commented that she understands the concerns why there are concerns that if the hotel
were to not be built that more office space would be proposed to be built as we do not need more
office space in the city.

Melinda Greenwood commented that language could be added into the development agreement
that would state that if a hotel would no longer be built than the development agreement would
have to come back to the council to substitute the hotel use. A change to the hotel use would
impact other areas of the plan, such as parking.

Council Member Hunt asked the difference between a 10% reduction and 13% reduction in
parking stalls.

Melinda Greenwood responded that it would account for 4 stalls.

Phil Holland said that he would be amenable to the proposed amendments to the development
agreement, with the understanding that if the hotel falls through, he would come back to the city
council.

Council Member Blackham made a motion to approve a development agreement and request to

rezone 6.26 acres of property located at 521 West 350 North from General Commercial (GC) to
include a Mixed Use Zoning District Overlay for H Group Ventures LLC, with the following
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stipulations:

1. Staff revert the numbers in the development agreement back to their original presentation
to the Planning Commission in order to preserve the project’s integrity. This includes
maintaining three-story apartment buildings with 132 units, 302 parking stalls,
incorporating language regarding lighting, signage, and the color and materials board,
correcting the project details (changing from 35% to 42% commercial space), reverting
the apartment square footages to 53,000 instead of the 67,000, restoring the building
height section to the original language, and amending the language in the landscaping
section.

2. Parking requirements be followed as outlined in the Mixed Use Zoning District Overlay

code.

A 10% parking reduction be allowed if it qualifies for it.

4. The apartments not be permitted until after the project meets the required 30% commercial
space of the combined total of the square footage for all buildings in the project.

That Item II under “Phasing of Project” be removed from the development agreement.

6. Language be added into the development agreement stipulating that if there is no longer
going to be a hotel, then the development agreement has to come back to the city council
for review.

Council Member Adams seconded the motion.

(98]

9]

The vote on the motion was as follows:

Council Member Oaks, yea
Council Member Jackson, yea
Council Member Blackham, yea
Council Member Adams, yea
Council Member Hunt, yea

The motion passed unanimously.

WORK ITEMS

DETACHED ACCESSORY DWELLING UNITS (ADUS) DISCUSSION

Council Member Adams made a motion to table the detached accessory dwelling units (ADUs)
discussion, seconded by Council Member Jackson.

The vote on the motion was as follows:
Council Member Adams, yea

Council Member Hunt, yea

Council Member Oaks, yea

Council Member Jackson, yea

Council Member Blackham, yea

The motion passed unanimously.
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COUNCIL MEMBERS REPORTS

Mayor Tran announced that a ribbon-cutting ceremony was held at the newly completed Kaysville
Wilderness Park trailhead and parking lot, and expressed gratitude to all who attended.

ADJOURNMENT

Council Member Adams made a motion to adjourn the City Council meeting at 10:26 p.m. The
motion was seconded by Council Member Hunt and passed unanimously.
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KAYSVILLE CITY COUNCIL
September 21, 2023

Minutes of a regular Kaysville City Council meeting held on September 21, 2023 at 7:00 p.m. in
the Council Chambers in Kaysville City Hall at 23 East Center Street, Kaysville, UT.

Council Members present: Mayor Tamara Tran, Council Member John Swan Adams, Council
Member Mike Blackham, and Council Member Abbigayle Hunt

Council Members excused: Council Member Nate Jackson, and Council Member Perry Oaks

Others Present: City Manager Jaysen Christensen, City Attorney Nic Mills, Deputy City Recorder
Chelsie Fromeyer, Community Development Director Melinda Greenwood, Information
Technology Assistant Jordan Hansen, Parks and Recreation Director Cole Stephens, Zoning

Administrator Dan Jessop, Mindi Edstrom, Dexter Fisher, Bekki Argyle, Michelle Barber, Rick
Madsen, Nancy Tippets, Mitch Arquette

OPENING

Council Member Adams opened the meeting with a thought and led the audience in the Pledge of
Allegiance.

CALL TO THE PUBLIC

Rick Madsen commented that he walks his dog near Quail Park almost every day, and
approximately 1.5 acres of the park is usually filled with weeds. Mr. Madsen suggested that the
city install fencing so that the area could be used as a dog park. He also expressed his willingness
to volunteer his time to try to solicit donations for the construction of the dog park area. He also
proposed implementing a pay-per-use or subscription model to help cover the maintenance costs
of the park.

PRESENTATIONS AND AWARDS

A PROCLAMATION DESIGNATING OCTOBER 1-7, 2023 AS PUBLIC POWER WEEK

Mayor Tran read a Proclamation designating October 1-7, 2023 as Public Power Week and
encouraged all citizens to join in recognizing the people behind public power at Kaysville Power
& Light for their contributions to the community.

EMPLOYEE OF THE QUARTER AWARD

Community Development Melinda Greenwood explained that the city has a program for its
employees where they are given the opportunity to nominate one of their peers for the Employee
of the Quarter Award. Dan Jessop was nominated as the Employee of the Quarter. Mr. Jessop has
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worked for the city for thirty-one years, giving him a wealth of institutional knowledge that is a
great asset for the city. He has previously worked as a building inspector in the city and in our
public works department. Mr. Jessop is very intelligent in his job and always demonstrates a
willingness to learn. He is one of the most kind-hearted individuals, and has an exceptional ability
to handle people who are unhappy, which is of great value to the city.

“WREATHS ACROSS AMERICA” PRESENTATION

Nancy Tippets stated that “Wreaths Across America” in Kaysville is sponsored by Blue Star
Families of Utah, a non-profit organization dedicated to assisting current active duty family
members, veteran families, and gold star families. She explained that her motivation to become
involved with this initiative stemmed from having military family members interred at Kaysville
City Cemetery and her desire to volunteer and show her support. Ms. Tippets said that she is the
location coordinator for our area for Wreaths Across America, and there are approximately 1,350
Veterans that have been laid to rest in the Kaysville Cemetery. This event has been an annual
occurrence for three years, with last year’s effort resulting in the placement of 250 wreaths on the
graves of Veterans. This sponsored event allows individuals to contribute by making general
donations towards the purchase of wreaths, or they have the option to buy a wreath in honor of a
specific family member. Typically, the Northridge High School ROTC conducts a flag ceremony
before the wreaths are placed on the headstones.

PARKS AND RECREATION DEPARTMENT ANNUAL REPORT

Michelle Barber, the Parks and Recreation Advisory Board Chair, presented an introduction to the
Board, and outlined their purpose and goals. The Board serves as a planning and advisory body
for the city in matters related to parks and recreation programs, working closely with the Parks and
Recreation Department.. Any proposed actions are reviewed by city staff before being presented
to the City Council. The board consists of seven members who have resided in the city for at least
one year, selected from various vocational backgrounds, each serving a four-year term. One of
the Board’s priorities is creating a memorial area behind the cemetery office, including adding an
Angle of Hope Statue. As part of the construction, this area of land had to be leveled and a
retaining wall built between the cemetery land and neighboring properties to the west. The Board
is also exploring a partnership with Kaysville Junior High in which the city would help fund the
rebuilding of their gymnasium, but would be allowed to use the gymnasium for recreation activities
when school is not in session. Creating this partnership would help in addressing the city’s
shortage of recreational facilities. This project may require funding from various sources,
including through RAMP monies, or through taxpayer funds. The Board also recently celebrated
the completion of the Wilderness Park parking lot and trailhead expansion project. This project
will benefit many, and was funded with the help of several different entities.

Mitch Arquette, a member of the Parks and Recreation Advisory Board, provided an overview of
current activities within the Recreation Department, and the city’s community events. Mr.
Arquette emphasized that one of the Recreation Department’s most pressing needs is for additional
court space. They are also needing more seasonal and full-time staff.

Parks and Recreation Director Cole Stephens added that the improvement of the basketball courts
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at Barnes Park had been funded this year through RAMP funds. The courts will be equipped with
lighting, allowing for their use during league events. The City Council approved funding earlier
this year for trail improvements at the Wilderness Park, with landscaping enhancements at the
Wilderness Park parking lot now nearing completion. These projects are on track to be finished
by the end of the year.

Michelle Barber discussed the 2021 General Plan and Land Use Survey, emphasizing its value in
having gathered input from residents on what they desire for the city’s parks and recreation. A
considerable number of residents expressed a strong interest in having a recreation center in the
city. Nearly 50% of survey respondents indicated that they utilize city parks multiple times a
month. Mrs. Barber provided an update on Trappers Field and said that it is currently considered
a passive park offering an open grassy area for enjoyment. However, the north side of Trappers
Field remains undeveloped. While the Board has reviewed the proposals for park improvements
for the remaining area of Trappers Field, most of these proposals exceed available budget.
Nevertheless, the Board regards this project as a high priority and aims to be able to find a way to
invest money into the park to make it a valuable city facility.

Cole Stephens expressed gratitude to the Parks and Recreation Board for their continuous support
of the Parks and Recreation Department. The Angel of Hope statue has been ordered, thanks to
monetary donations collected for its funding. The city is currently in the process of selecting a
design engineer who will work on the design of the memorial space where the statue will be placed.
While awaiting the completion of the memorial garden space behind the cemetery office, the Angel
of Hope statue will be temporarily located elsewhere in the cemetery. The city is also seeking an
engineer for the design of the trailhead at Flint Street and Webb Lane. This is a project that could
potentially be considered for the use of RAMP funds to complete the project in the upcoming year.
Mr. Stephens said that the city’s Parks and Recreation plays an essential role in the community by
contributing to economic value, health, and social importance in the city. He shared statistics
indicating high park visitation, with 301,200 park visitors at Barnes Park in the last twelve months,
and 16,500 attendees at this year’s Independence Day Celebration at Barnes Park. Mr. Stephens
expressed his appreciation to the city council for their support of the department’s efforts.

Council Member Adams asked Mr. Stephens about the early mention of a dog park, as brought up
by Mr. Madsen during the meeting. The city frequently receives request for dog parks from
residents.

Cole Stephens responded that dog parks are more complex and involve more nuances than a typical
city park. Mr. Stephens said that they obtained Mr. Madsen’s information and would be reaching
out to him to invite him to attend one of their Parks and Recreation Board meetings to discuss the
idea. Mr. Stephens added that they recently had a discussion internally as staff about the master
plan for the Quail Crossing Park and the possibility of incorporating a dog park there was being
considered.

Council Member Blackham said that there is a mountain biking trail running from North Salt Lake

through Bountiful, with a gap in the Fruit Heights area between Farmington and Kaysville.
Council Member Blackham asked if it was possible for the city to connect the trail.
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Cole Stephens responded that the city’s boundary extends only to the end of the Wilderness
Parking Lot. The area in question falls within the boundaries of Fruit Heights City. Mr. Stephens
indicated that he had discussed this matter with Fruit Heights and mentioned that they have plans
to establish the connection. The county owns all the land below the shooting range and Fruit
Heights is working with the county to determine a suitable route that would run below the shooting
range and bridge the gap in the mountain biking trail.

DECLARATION OF ANY CONFLICTS OF INTEREST

No conflicts were disclosed.

CONSENT ITEMS

Council Member Adams made a motion to approve the following consent item:
a) Approval of Minutes of August 17, 2023.
b) Award of Bid for the FY2024 Crack Seal Project.

Council Member Blackham seconded the motion.

The vote on the motion was as follows:
Council Member Blackham, yea
Council Member Adams, yea

Council Member Hunt, yea

The motion passed unanimously.

COUNCIL MEMBERS REPORTS

Mayor Tran said that the city has been considering creating a Community Council Advisory Board
where residents can bring ideas forward in an organized manner and have a way to vet the ideas.

CITY MANAGER REPORT

City Manager Jaysen said that the city held an employee-wide meeting early that morning where
the city’s Mental Health Coordinator, Stuart Palmer, spoke in regards to mental health.

ADJOURNMENT

Council Member Adams made a motion to adjourn the City Council meeting at 7:50 p.m. The
motion was seconded by Council Member Blackham and passed unanimously.

Page 25 of 44



KAYSVILLE BUSINESS PARK
ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMITTEE MEETING
September 21, 2023

Minutes of a Kaysville Business Park Architectural Review Committee Meeting held on
September 21, 2023 at 7:50 p.m. in the City Council Chambers of the Kaysville City Municipal
Center at 23 East Center Street, Kaysville, UT.

Committee Members present: Chairperson Tamara Tran, John Swan Adams, Mike Blackham, and
Abbigayle Hunt

Committee Members excused: Nate Jackson and Perry Oaks

Others Present: City Manager Jaysen Christensen, City Attorney Nic Mills, Deputy City Recorder
Chelsie Fromeyer, Community Development Director Melinda Greenwood, Information
Technology Assistant Jordan Hansen

OPENING

Chairperson Tran opened the meeting by welcoming those present.

CONSIDERATION OF A VARIANCE REQUEST FOR STORAGE UNITS FOR
ALUMINUM SHINGLE COMPANY AT 524 NORTH 900 WEST (TABLED ITEM)

APPROVAL OF A NEW OFFICE/WAREHOUSE BUILDING AT 524 NORTH 900 WEST
FOR ALUMINUM SHINGLES (TABLED ITEM)

CONSIDERATION OF A VARIANCE REQUEST TO SECTION I.C. “MATERIALS” OF
THE DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS WITHIN THE KAYSVILLE BUSINESS PARK
GUIDE

Community Development Director Melinda Greenwood explained that the Architectural Review
Committee initially heard this variance request to allow a building under 5,000 square feet on
Aluminum Shingles property the committee’s August 21, 2023 meeting. At the conclusion of the
committee’s discussion, Staff was directed to solicit input from the Kaysville Business Park
property owners so the committee could make a more informed decision on the variance request.
A notice of the variance request was mailed to all 42 property owners and the deadline for feedback
was Wednesday, September 13. Staff received input from two individuals. One was in the form
of an email and was in support of the variance request. The other was a phone call from a
gentleman who wished to remain anonymous, but was against the variance request, citing concerns
about the need for interior walls in the storage units, and potential to rent the units out to the public.
If the variance on the building size is approved, Mr. Stapp has indicated his desire to use his shingle
product on the storage units. The Kaysville Business Park developer standards section states that
“Walls with metal or painted metal as the outer layer are not allowed”. Allowing the metal shingles
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to be utilized would also require a variance. Mr. Stapp has indicated that he would not want to
construct the building if he could not use his own products. The shingles that will be used have a
wind rating of 165 mph, and also have a lifetime rating.

Chairperson Tran commented that she, as well as some other committee members, were able to
visit the site. In touring the facility, it was evident that the shingles are made from high-quality
material, and she felt comfortable that the type of material to be used on the building should be
allowed.

Committee Member Adams made a motion to approve the variance request and building plans for
construction of the storage unit, as well as the variance request for the use of aluminum shingle
materials, at 524 North 900 West for Aluminum Shingles. Committee Member Hunt seconded the
request.

The vote on the motion was as follows:
Committee Member Adams, yea
Committee Member Hunt, yea

Committee Member Blackham, yea

The motion passed unanimously.

ADJOURNMENT

Committee Member Adams made a motion to adjourn the Kaysville Business Park Architectural
Review Committee Meeting at 7:58 p.m. seconded by Committee Member Hunt and passed
unanimously.
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CITY COUNCIL STAFF REPORT Ewglll-l;
City

MEETING DATE: October 19, 2023
TYPE OF ITEM: Work Items

PRESENTED BY: Jaysen Christensen, City Manager

SUBJECT/AGENDA TITLE: Billboard sign discussion

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

Mayor Tran asked to add a work item on billboards. She serves on the County task force discussing the
homeless shelter that the State is requiring Davis County to provide. The task force identified a
property in Clearfield, that is owned by the Saunders Billboard Company that appears to be ideal for a
permanent Davis County Shelter. The family would be interested in negotiating and selling this
property if the cities along I-15 would be willing to allow them to put a billboard in their city limits
along I-15.

We would like to discuss this with the Council and hear any questions, concerns, and input about
allowing a billboard. Each Davis County mayor will be asking their councils for direction regarding the
potential to negotiate for billboards.

The County has also looked at the senior center, adjacent to City Hall, and the emissions testing center,
adjacent to the Deseret Mill, as possible permanent winter shelter facilities in Kaysville. Staff does not

view those locations, or any location in Kaysville, to be suitable for a homeless shelter for a number of

reasons, including a lack of public transportation and other resources to support a shelter.

The Kaysville City Code (17-33-8 Prohibited Signs) prohibits off-premise signs/billboards in the city.
Amending Title 17 would require Planning Commission review and a public hearing.

City Council Options:
Council may ask questions and provide feedback regarding the proposal.

Staff Recommendation:
There is no recommendation at this time.

Fiscal Impact:
N/A

ATTACHMENTS:
None
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At
CITY COUNCIL STAFF REPORT Eggllhl;
City

MEETING DATE: October 19, 2023

TYPE OF ITEM: Work Items
PRESENTED BY: Jaysen Christensen, City Manager

SUBJECT/AGENDA TITLE: Mutton Hollow Annexation Plan discussion

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

Mutton Hollow petitioned Davis County in a letter earlier this year for help to get Kaysville to annex
their area. Despite Mutton Hollow’s interest and the apparent interest of Davis County in Kaysville
annexing this area, it does not appear to be in the best interest of Kaysville to do so.

One of the primary concerns related to annexing is the cost of upgrading Mutton Hollow infrastructure,
such as water, streets, and sidewalks, to Kaysville standards, which is anticipated to cost millions of
dollars, and which would likely be heavily subsidized by current Kaysville taxpayers. The estimated
property tax revenue that would be generated from Mutton Holllow is $130,000 per year, which is
insufficient to address the infrastructure needs, let alone the ongoing cost of providing services and
maintaining infrastructure.

Additionally, Mutton Hollow receives some of its utilities from other providers such as North Davis
Sewer and Rocky Mountain Power, which would not be an ideal arrangement for Kaysville.

Mutton Hollow has been included in the Kaysville Annexation Plan for many years, including the most
recently updated 2017 Plan (attached). The plan includes the following criteria to guide future
annexation decisions:

The area to be annexed is compatible with the character of Kaysville City.

Municipal services are needed in the area to be annexed.

The plan for extension of municipal services into the area to be annexed is acceptable.

How the services in the area to be annexed will be financed is acceptable.

The estimated tax consequences to residents both currently within Kaysville City's boundaries
and in the area to be annexed are acceptable.

5. The interests of all affected entities have been considered.

PwnNpE

City Council Options:
1. Direct Staff to begin the process of removing Mutton Hollow from the Kaysville Annexation Plan
2. Take no action, or seek additional information.
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Staff Recommendation:
Begin the process of removing Mutton Hollow from the Kaysville Annexation Plan. This will require
Plan Commission review, a public hearing, and council approval.

Fiscal Impact:
N/A

ATTACHMENTS:
1. Kaysville_Annexation Policy Plan - Adopted 10-5-2017
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ANNEXATION POLICY PLAN

Statement Of Specific Criteria

Justification For Excluding Urban Development Within 1/2 Mile
Statement Addressing Any Comments

Map Of Kaysville City Expansion Area

Statement Of Specific Criteria

The specific criteria that will guide the decision whether or not to grant future
annexation petitions are:
1. The area to be annexed is compatible with the character of Kaysville City.
2. Municipal services are needed in the area to be annexed.

3. The plan for extension of municipal services into the area to be annexed is
acceptable.

4. How the services in the area to be annexed will be financed is acceptable.

5. The estimated tax consequences to residents both currently within Kaysville
City's boundaries and in the area to be annexed are acceptable.

6. The interests of all affected entities have been considered.

Justification For Excluding Urban Development Within 1/2 Mile

The areas containing urban development within’z mile of Kaysville City's boundaries
that have been excluded from the Kaysville City Expansion Area are within another city
or can be better served by another city.

Statement Addressing Any Comments

In consideration of adding an additional 60 acres of potential expansion areas east of
Highway 89, there were no concerns expressed by affected entities during the allotted
comment period.

The Mutton Hollow Improvement District (District) requested that all of Mutton Hollow
Road or none of it be included in the Area Kaysville City Anticipates Annexing. District
correspondence highly recommended that the 2005 plan be retained in order to
preserve the integrity of the District water system and to comply with the long term
wishes of most residents in the area to align with Kaysville City rather than Layton City.
The 2005 plans show that Layton City and Kaysville City each anticipate annexing
about half of the District and half of the water system. The discrepancy was discussed
with District representative who states that the Area shown on the 2005 Plan was
preferred over all other configurations, so it was shown on the Map.
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AT

KAYSVILLE BUSINESS PARK Kﬂs,‘gi"t)ﬁﬂ

ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMITTEE STAFF REPORT

ARC MEETING DATE: October 19, 2023
TYPE OF ITEM: Action
PRESENTED BY: Melinda Greenwood, Community Development Director

SUBJECT/AGENDA TITLE: Consideration of a Monument Sign for Reading Horizons Located
at 1194 West Flint Meadow Drive

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

The Architectural Review Committee must
approve signs that are proposed in the
Kaysville Business Park. Relevant sections of
the Kaysville Business Park Guide are pasted
below.

F&m
. 1213 W Flint Meadow Dr

R

The proposed sign is a total of 24 square feet
and is 4’ tall by 6’ wide. The attached sign
plans appear to be in compliance with the
design guidelines. Staff recommends approval of the proposed sign.

SECTION 16 SIGNS

Signs are allowed for the limited purpose of identifying the property and the names of
principal occupants of the Park. All signs must be approved by the Committee and meet the
criteria set forth in Section Il of the Development Standards for the Kaysville Business Park.
Only Park identification signs, informational and vehicular control signs, signs identifying
the building or the business, signs offering the parcel for sale or lease, and temporary
development signs will be approved.

4.5 SIGNS

No sign shall be permitted on any Parcel unless approved by the Committee in writing. No
sign shall be approved other than Park identification signs, informational and vehicular
control signs, signs identifying the building or the business of the Owner or Occupant of a
Parcel, signs offering the Parcel for sale or lease, and temporary development signs.

SECTION Il - SIGNS
LA PERMANENT SIGNS
I1I.C GENERAL SIGN STANDARDS

Park tenants and patrons are desirous of establishing and maintaining a high level of
architectural and environmental decor while still recognizing that each business entity within
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the Park needs and desires identification for the benefit of patrons and customers. It is
desirous that the attractive nature of the structures and grounds at the Park be maintained at
the highest level. Each developer will arrange for the design and installation of signs at its
buildings in the Park. Signs on the Development Parcels must comply with the following
standards:

IIlLA PERMANENT SIGNS

The following permanent signs are allowed after review and approval by the Architectural
Review Committee:

1. Flat Signs. Flat signs shall not exceed twenty-five percent (25%) of the area and shall be
in good, architecturally acceptable proportion to the dimensions of the wall on which
mounted. Such signs shall be installed on the same plane as the surface to which
attached, shall not project more than 16 inches from such surface, and shall not extend
nor be mounted above the parapet or eave, whichever feature occurs at the sign
location.

2. Ground Signs. One sign shall be allowed for each street frontage on the site. The ground
signs shall not exceed one and one half (1.5) square feet in size per foot of frontage up
to one-hundred-twenty (120) square feet and not exceed eight (8) feet in height above
finished grade. Such signs shall be located no closer than ten (10) feet to the property
line, and shall not be located in the clear vision area. One additional ground sign shall
be allowed for each Lot within one-hundred-ten (110) feet of Interstate 15. The
additional ground sign shall be located east of the transmission line and not exceed
three hundred (300) square feet in size and forty-five (45) feet in height above finished
grade.

3. Service Signs. Service signs shall be allowed as necessary, in the judgment of the
Committee. Such signs shall not exceed six (6) square feet in size and three (3) feet in
height above finished grade.

11l.C GENERAL SIGN STANDARDS

1. Materials. Signs may be fabricated of any substantial, durable materials suitable to the
purpose and compatible with materials employed for the finish surfaces of buildings on
the premises. Metals shall be adequately coated or protected against exposure to the
weather.

2. Design.

1. The number of separate panels constituting a sign shall be allowed as necessary,
in the judgment of the Committee.

2. The use of different styles or types of letters on each panel shall be minimized.

3. Where the name of the Occupant occurs on any sign, such name shall be given
significant precedence in the arrangement and scale of the text or art work
inherent in the design.

3. Lighting. Signs visible from the exterior of any building may be lighted, but no signs or
any other contrivance will be devised or constructed so as to rotate, gyrate, blink, flash,
or move in any fashion. The source of illumination (bulbs, fluorescent tubes, etc.) shall
not be directly exposed to view.

4. Maintenance. All signs shall be kept in "like new” condition and shall be promptly
restored to that condition if damaged or otherwise marred. Copy or text employed on
signs shall be kept accurate and current.

Page 34 of 44


https://kaysville.municipalcodeonline.com/book?type=resolutions#name=III.A_PERMANENT_SIGNS
https://kaysville.municipalcodeonline.com/book?type=resolutions#name=III.C_GENERAL_SIGN_STANDARDS

Committee Options:
1. Approve of the proposed sign.
2. Deny the sign request.
Recommended Option: Approval of the proposed sign.

Fiscal impact: N/A

Attachments:
1. Sign elevations and design plans
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Reading
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OFFICE: @
746 N. Harrisville Rd.

Ogden, UT 84401
801-823-3100
www.DavisSignsUtah.com

License - Bonded - Insured

OUT TEAM:
—
SALES:

Nicole Davis
480-636-6458
info@davissignsutah.com
DESIGN:
design@davis-signs.com

LOCATION:
1194 W Flint Meadow Dr.

Kaysville, UT 84037

CONTACT:

Zach Alired
801-797-9754
zach@readinghorizons.com

NOTES:

Customer is responsible for providing a dedicated electrical circuit within 6 feet of each sign location and any desired electrical timing devices.
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DAVIS

.

Reading

Horizons

OFFICE: @
746 N. Harrisville Rd.

Ogden, UT 84401
801-823-3100
www.DavisSignsUtah.com

License - Bonded - Insured

OUT TEAM:
—
SALES:

Nicole Davis
480-636-6458
info@davissignsutah.com
DESIGN:
design@davis-signs.com

LOCATION:
1194 W Flint Meadow Dr.

Kaysville, UT 84037

CONTACT:

Zach Alired
801-797-9754
zach@readinghorizons.com

NOTES:

Customer is responsible for providing a dedicated electrical circuit within 6 feet of each sign location and any desired electrical timing devices.
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20

HEIGHT OF CENTER OF SIGN (ft)
o =

AREA OF SIGN 'A' (ft?)

NOTES

1. PLOT POINT AND CHOOSE THE CURVE ABOVE THE POINT

ASSOCIATION

& 7 SULLAWAY
b BENGINEERING

10815 RANCHO BERNARDO RD., SUITE 260
SAN DIEGO, CA 92198
PROJECTMANAGER@SULLAWAYENG.COM
(858)-312-5150
‘www.sullawayeng.com

SIGN DESIGN
ENGINEERING
STANDARDS;
FOR THE STATE
PILE SIZE (DIAMETER AND DEPTH IN FT) OF UTAH
# DIA. |DEPTH # DIA. |DEPTH PROJECT NUMBER:
6 2.00 6.0 19359
2 2.00 4.0 7 2.00 7.0
3 1.50 5.0 8 2.50 7.0 DATE: 11-6-2018
4 2.00 5.0 9 2.00 8.0 SCALE: NO SCALE
5 1.50 6.0 10 2.50 8.0 DRAWN BY: MFS
DESIGNED BY: MFS
REVISIONS:
. DATE
A
A
A
/N
A
THIS ELECTRONIC
SIGNATURE HAS BEEN
AUTHORIZED BY ME
e EREse27 220
MICHMAEL F
SULLANAY
V=115 MPH SHEET TITLE: SHEET:
SMALL SINGLE POLE - FOUNDATION S3
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20

HEIGHT OF CENTER OF SIGN (ft)
o o

2
AREA OF SIGN A’ (ft?)

NOTES

1. PLOT POINT AND CHOOSE THE CURVE ABOVE THE POINT

ASSOCIATION

W SULLAWAY
P BENGINEERING

10815 RANCHO BERNARDO RD., SUITE 260
SAN DIEGO, CA 92198
PROJECTMANAGER@SULLAWAYENG.COM
(858)-312-5150
www.sullawayeng.com

SIGN DESIGN
ENGINEERING
STANDARDS;
FOR THE STATE
OF UTAH

PROJECT NUMBER:
19359

DATE: 11-6-2018

SCALE: NO SCALE

DRAWN BY: MFS

DESIGNED BY: MFS

REVISIONS:
NO. DATE

PIPE - UNITS; INCHES

A e e

THIS ELECTRONIC
# DIA t # DIA t SIGNATURE HAS BEEN
1 2 0.154 5 40 0.237 AUTHORIZED BY ME
3 3.0 0.216 7 6.0 0.280
4 3.5 0.226
MICHACL F
SULLAWAY
V=115 MPH SHEET TITLE: SHEET:

SMALL SINGLE POLE - PIPE S5
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Sign Design Based On 2021 IBC

Job # JTS_217423
Project Reading Horizons - Monument
Job Location 1194 W. Meadow Dr.
Kaysville, UT
2-1/2" DIA., t=0.203"
ST'D. ST'L. PIPE INPUT DATA
4% TYP. Exposure category (B, C or D) = B
3/16"

Risk Category = I

- PROVIDE ISOLATION OF DISSIMILAR MATERIALS.

- COAT ALUMINUM IN CONTACT WITH CONCRETE WITH ZINC RICH PAINT.

- THERE IS NO PROTECTION ZONE AS DEFINED IN AISC 341-16.

- PROVIDE FULLY WELDED END CAPS AT EXPOSED OPEN ENDS OF
STEEL / ALUM. TUBES, MATCH THICKNESS LIKE FOR LIKE.

- SLOPE TOP OF EXPOSED FOOTING AWAY FROM DIRECT BURIAL POSTS

- ALL EXPOSED STEEL TO BE PRIMED & PAINTED (POWDER COAT AS AN
OPTION) OR ALTERNATIVELY USE GALVANIZED STEEL.

ANCHORS :

- BRAND NAME APPROVED POST INSTALLED ANCHORS SPECIFIED ON
PLANS MAY BE SUBSTITUTED BY APPROVED EQUAL.

- PLATE, ANGLE, CHANNEL TEE: ASTM A36

- WIDE FLANGE: ASTM A992

- ROUND PIPE: ASTM A53 GRADE B OR EQUIVALENT.

- HSS ROUND, SQUARE, AND RECTANGULAR TUBE: ASTM A500 GRADE B
OR EQUIVALENT.

- STAINLESS STEEL ROUND, SQUARE, AND RECTANGULAR TUBE:
ASTM A276 T304 OR EQUIVALENT.

- ALL ANCHORS BOLTS SHOULD BE: ASTM F1554 OR ASTM F593 T304

- ALL STEEL MACHINED BOLTS SHOULD BE: ASTM A307 OR ASTM A449

- ALL STAINLESS STEEL MACHINED BOLTS SHOULD BE: ASTM F593 T304

- ALL BOLTS TO BE ZINC COATED: ASTM B633

- DEFORMED REINFORCING REBAR: ASTM A615 GRADE 60.

ALUMINUM :

DESIGN AND FABRICATION ACCORDING TO 2020 ALUM. DESIGN MANUAL

PLATES, ANGLES, CHANNELS, TEE, AND SQUARE TUBING: ALUMINUM

- ALLOY 6061 - T6 WITH 0.098 LBS PER CUBIC INCH.

DESIGN AND FABRICATION ACCORDING TO AWS D1.1./D1.3 & D1.6

- AWS CERTIFICATION REQUIRED FOR ALL STRUCTURAL WELDERS.

- E70 XX ELECTRODE FOR SMAW PROCESS.

- E70S XX ELECTRODE FOR GMAW PROCESS.

- ER7 XX ELECTRODE FOR GTAW PROCESS.

- E70T XX ELECTRODE FOR FCAW PROCESS.

ALL WELDS SHALL BE MADE WITH A FILLER METAL THAT CAN PRODUCE
WELDS THAT HAVE A MINIMUM CHARPY V-NOTCH TOUGHNESS OF 20FT-LB
AT ZERO 0° AS DETERMINED BY THE APPROPRIATE AWS A5 CLASSIFICATION
TEST METHOD OR MFG'S. CERTIFICATION.

ALUMINUM

DESIGN AND FABRICATION ACCORDING TO AWS D1.2. ALL WELDING IN
ACCORDANCE WITH THE LATEST EDITION OF THE AWS A.5.10.

FILLER ALLOYS PER TABLES M.9.1 & M.9.2 OF 2020 ALUMINUM DESIGN MANUAL.

-
-~ NOTCH PURLINS Ultimate Design Windspeed Vot & 140 MPH
TYP.
TO WELD Topographic factor Kzt = 1 Flat
CABINET Height of the sign h = 400 FT
FRAME Vertical dimension (for wall, s = h) s = 400 FT
TYP. Average Horizontal dimension B = 6.02 FT
Dimension of return corner L = 1.00 FT
ANALYSIS
= 2-1/2" DIA., t=0.203" Velocity pressure
ST'D. ST'L. PIPE q.=0.00256 K, Kx Ka VK. = 2985 PSF
CONNECTION where:
A (2 PLACES) N.T.S. q, = velocity pressure at height h. ( Eq. 26.10-1 page. 268)
628 WIDTH x 14" LENGTH x K, = velocity pressure exposure coefficient = 0.70
3" TH'K. CONC. MOW STRIP z .
evaluated at heightabove gRnd. level, h (Tab.26.10-1, page 268)
Ky = wind directionality factor. (Tab. 26.6-1, page 266) = 0.85
}7 K¢ = ground elevation factor, see (Tab. 26.9-1, page 268) = 1.00
Wind Force Case A: resultant force through geometric center
Max horizontal wind pressure = pP=9,GC= = 36 PSF
where: G = gust effect factor. (Sec. 26.11-1, page 269). = 0.85
Cs=netforce coefficient. (Fig. 29.3-1, page 323) 1.42
A;=B s =the gross area = 24.08 |FT?
Estimated sign cabinet weight = 145 [LBS.
DESIGN SUMMARY
Allowable Stress Design Wind Factor = 0.60
Design Wind Pressure = 06xp=| 21.69 |[PSF
CONSOLIDATED Design Windforce, F = 21.69 x As=| 0.52 [KIPS
i / CONC. f'c=2500 PSI Moment Arm = 2.20 |FT
— I Design Moment = F x MomentArm=| 1.15 |KIP-FT
6"
Footing Design (Noncoﬁstrained)
Diameter = 1.50 FT
Soil Pressure = 150.00 PSF/FT
18" _ |
-~ e ] S, = 367.00 PSF
A= 222 FT
EMBED. = 3.67 FT b
E L EVAT | O N I 18" DIA. DEPTH=3"-8"
N.T.S. Pole Design STD. STL. PIPE
Sec. Mod. Req'd. USE A53 GR. B
S = 0.66 I 21/2" DIA., t=0.203" ] S= [|4.01 (OK)
NOTES :
GENERAL : STEEL : WELDING : CONCRETE :
- SIGN DESIGN IS BASED ON ADEQUATE EXISTING SUPPORT ELEMENTS. DESIGN AND FABRICATION ACCORDING TO 2021 IBC STEEL DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION ACCORDING TO ACI 318-19

- COMPRESSIVE STRENGTH AT 28 DAYS, f'c= 2500 PSI
MINIMUM.

- CEMENT TYPE Il OR IV. W/C RATIO 0.45 BY WEIGHT FOR
PIER AND CAISSON

- FOOTINGS CONCRETE MUST BE POURED AGAINST
UNDISTURBED EARTH.

- MAINTAIN A MINIMUM 3" CONCRETE COVER OVER ALL
EMBEDDED STEEL.

SOIL:
LATERAL SOIL BEARING PER IBC CLASS 4 TABLE 1806.2 (150
PSF/FT). MODIFIED PER SECTION 1806.3.4.

% DN www.yjinc.com
. P.0. BOX 802050
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