
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING  

 
THE WEST BOUNTIFUL CITY COUNCIL WILL HOLD 

A REGULAR MEETING AT 7:30 PM 
 ON TUESDAY, JUNE 19, 2018 AT CITY HALL, 550 N 800 WEST 

 
 

Invocation/Thought – James Ahlstrom; Pledge of Allegiance – Mark Preece 
 
1. Approve the Agenda. 
2. Consider Appeal by Vaughn Nelson of Staff’s Letter of Determination Regarding Carport at 1050 W 700 N. 
3. Consider Resolution 438-18 Enacting the 2nd Amendments to the Fiscal Year 2017-2018 Budget. 
4. Consider Resolution 439-18 Adopting the Fiscal Year 2018-2019 Budget and Certified Tax Rate.  
5. Consider Resolution 440-18 Reaffirming Culinary Water Rates and Amending Consolidated Fee Schedule. 
6. Consider Resolution 441-18, A Resolution Appointing Teresa Romney as a Youth Council Advisor.  
7. Consider Ordinance 408-18 Adopting Changes to WBMC 17.68.150 Establishing a Process for 

Amendments to Development Agreements for Planned Unit Developments. 
8. Discuss allowing dogs at city parks. 
9. Police Report 
10. Public Works/Engineering Report. 
11. Administrative Report. 
12. Mayor/Council Reports. 
13. Consider Approval of Minutes from the May 15, 2018 City Council Meeting. 
14. Executive Session for the Purpose of Discussing Items Allowed Pursuant to UCA § 52-4-205. 
15. Adjourn. 

 
 
 
 

Those needing special accommodations can contact Cathy Brightwell at 801-292-4486 24-hrs prior to the meeting. 
 
This agenda was posted on the State Public Notice website, the City website, emailed to the Mayor and City Council, and 
sent to the Clipper Publishing Company on June 14, 2018. 
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TO:  Mayor and City Council 

DATE:  June 14, 2018 

FROM:  Duane Huffman 

RE:  Appeal Hearing – Nelson @ 1050 West 700 North 
_______________________________________________________________________________ 

This memo outlines the land use appeal process.  Mr. Nelson submitted an appeal on June 1, 2018 
challenging the determination made by Ben White that Mr. Nelson’s carport is an illegal structure.  

West Bountiful Municipal Code 17.08.120 governs the appeal of decisions made by a land use 
authority.  A land use authority is any body or individual with the authority to make an 
administrative land use decision.  This section of city code designates the city council as the appeal 
authority for all applicable appeals. 

Once a land use decision is issued, any person adversely affected has 10 days to file a written notice 
of appeal.  This written appeal must contain the reasoning behind the appeal, and include “every 
theory of relief the adversely affected party can raise in district court, together with any supporting 
documentation and legal argument.”  Unless the city council has good reason to allow an exception, 
no additional documentation or information may be submitted at an appeal hearing.  Anyone 
opposing the appeal may submit a response to the notice of appeal. 

The individual making the appeal bears the burden of proving the original decision was incorrect, 
but the city council is not to give any deference to the findings or conclusions of the land use 
authority. 

An appeal hearing is to be held at a regular city council meetings.  At the hearing, each party is 
giving the opportunity to address the council to present evidence and supporting arguments.  The 
council may decide to continue the hearing into an additional meeting if necessary.  Following the 
hearing, the council may choose to affirm, reverse, affirm or reverse in part, or otherwise modify 
the original decision.  The council’s decision must be in writing. The council’s decision is final, and 
any appeal of it may go to district court. 

Attached to this memo, the council will find: 

1. 5/25/18 Letter of Determination by Ben White (Pages 2-12)

2. 6/1/18 Appeal of Letter of Determination by Vaughn Nelson (Pages 13-14)

3. 6/14/18 Response to Appeal by Ben White (Page 15)

MEMORANDUM 
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May 25, 2018 

 

Vaughn Nelson 

1050 West 700 North 

West Bountiful, UT 84087 

 

 RE: Letter of Determination – Illegal Structure 

 

Dear Mr. Nelson, 

 

As we have exchanged multiple correspondence regarding the status of the carport on your 

property, this letter serves as the official determination made by the zoning administrator.  Below 

is the analysis that was used in making the determination.  Should you not agree with the 

determination, the process to appeal is also included. 

 

Background 

In early March 2018, Mr. Nelson and I discussed the possibilities for an addition on to his home at 

1050 West 700 North.  During our review, it became apparent that the attached carport did not 

meet current zoning code.  The carport’s potential illegal status came as a surprise Mr. Nelson.  To 

his knowledge, the carport had always been there and was unrelated to the topic which he wished 

to discuss with city staff.   

 

Analysis 

To determine the legal status of the carport, I researched what information the city had on file for 

the original home construction.  The only document on file is the original Building Permit (Exhibit 

A).  The permit is dated January 1, 1976, and zoning was approved by Mayor Jerry Thompson (no 

final inspection report, no house plans, no site plan, etc).   

 

Pertinent information gathered from the permit includes: 

 

a. The building permit indicates that one side of the house was to have a 10 foot side yard 

setback and the other side a 20 foot setback.  The set back on the east side of the house is 

approximately 20 feet, but the west side is far less than 10 feet.  An email from Mr. Nelson 

(Exhibit D) indicates the front post of the carport is 7 feet and 10 inches from the property 

line and the rear post as 5 feet 4inches from the property line.   

b. The build permit shows the lot at 80 feet wide.  The house is 40 to 42 feet wide.  The listed 

side yard setbacks are 10 and 20 feet.  This leaves only 10 additional feet in width.  The 

current carport is 16 feet wide.  
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c. Mr. Neal Sessions also signed the permit as the building inspector.  Mr. Sessions was 

employed by Davis County but also provided services to the city.   

d. There are places on the building permit for building square footages, garage and carport 

square footages to be identified individually.  These spaces were left blank. 

e. The total building square footage is listed as 1404 square feet on the permit.  This size does 

not seem to match what has been constructed.  The appraisal provided by Mr. Vaughan 

(Exhibit C) indicates that the downstairs of the house is 998 square feet and the upstairs is 

1079 square feet.  The carport is 16’x24’ or 384 square feet.  Adding the house and carport 

totals 1382 square feet for the basement and 1463 square feet for the upstairs.   

In addition to the building permit, Exhibit E is a letter from a neighboring property owner 

indicating he believes the carport was constructed the same time the house was constructed. This 

letter is a follow up to the April notice of violation letter (Exhibit F).   

 

I acknowledge that there is ambiguity surrounding the available information.   

 

Determination 

Upon review of the available information, it is my determination that the city has not previously 

granted approval for the carport to encroach into the side yard setback, and because of the 

encroachment it is an illegal structure. This determination is based on the following findings: 

1. The carport encroaches on the setbacks that are listed on the building permit.  These 

setbacks are consistent with current requirements. 

2. The building permit does not show the carport or list the square footage designated for a 

carport. 

3. The inconsistencies between the square footage listed on the building permit and the 

building as presently constructed do not support the notion that the carport was approved 

to encroach into the side yard setback. 

4. While the carport may or may not have been constructed at the time the house was 

originally built, its appearance at that time does not change or justify its legal status. 

Appeal 

As we have previously discussed, included with this letter is the appeal procedure for decisions 

made by city staff.  Please call me if you have questions about my determination or how to 

proceed with an appeal. 

 

 

Best Regards, 

 

 

 

 

Ben White 

City Engineer/Zoning Administrator 
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17.08.120 Appeal From Decision Of Land Use Authority 

A. Exclusive Procedure. Notwithstanding any provision of the Municipal Code to the contrary, any 

appeal from the decision of a land use authority administering or interpreting a land use ordinance 

or from a fee charged under this title in accordance with Utah Code Ann. § 10-9a-510, as amended, 

may be made only in accordance with the provisions of this section and any applicable section in 

Title 16.  Any appeal from the decision of a land use authority administering or interpreting the city’s 

geologic hazards ordinance may be made only in accordance with the provisions of this section, 

subject to applicable provisions of State law, including Utah Code Ann. § 10-9a-703(2), as amended. 

Only those decisions in which a land use authority has applied a land use ordinance to a particular 

application, person, or parcel may be appealed to the appeal authority. 

B. Appeal Authority. The City Council will serve as appeal authority for purposes of any appeal from 

a decision of the zoning administrator, planning commission, or other land use authority under this 

title.  The appeal authority will respect the due process rights of each of the participants in the appeal 

proceedings. If the City Council has acted as the land use authority regarding the subject matter of 

the appeal, there shall be no appeal authority and any appeal shall be made to district court in the 

manner provided by law.  

C. Time of Appeal. The city, a board or officer of the city, or any person adversely affected by a land 

use authority’s decision administering or interpreting a land use ordinance may file a written notice 

of appeal with the city recorder within ten (10) days after the land use authority’s decision is issued. 

All appeal rights are waived if the notice of appeal is not filed within that time frame. 

D. Notice of Appeal—Contents. The notice of appeal shall contain a brief statement of all alleged 

grounds for appeal, including every theory of relief the adversely affected party can raise in district 

court, together with any supporting documentation and legal argument. The appellant waives any 

ground, theory, or argument not raised in the notice of appeal.  Unless the appeal authority orders 

otherwise for good cause, the appellant will be precluded from presenting as evidence at the appeal 

hearing any document or other information that is not included in the notice of appeal. 

E. Response to Notice of Appeal.  At its option, the city or any party opposing the appeal may file a 

written brief, together with any supporting documentation, responding to the notice of appeal prior 

to the appeal hearing. Failure to file a responsive brief or submit supporting documentation will not 

preclude the party from responding to the notice of appeal at the appeal hearing. 

F. Burden of Proof. The appellant bears the burden of proving that the land use authority erred. 

G. Standard of Review. The appeal authority shall determine the correctness of the land use authority’s 

decision interpreting or applying a land use ordinance. The appeal authority shall review de novo the 

evidence and arguments on appeal, without deference to any findings or conclusions of the land use 

authority. 

H. Hearing on Appeal. The appeal authority will hear the appeal at a regular City Council meeting, 

scheduled at the convenience of the council. The city will provide notice of the hearing to the 

appellant and any party that has filed a responsive brief. At the hearing, each party will be allowed a 

reasonable time, as determined by the appeal authority, to present evidence, by way of live testimony 

and documentary evidence (including affidavits), and arguments supporting the party’s position.  In 

the interest of fairness, the appeal authority, in its discretion, may continue the hearing to another 

City Council meeting or allow the parties to submit supplemental materials addressing any 

information raised at the hearing. 

I. Final Decision. Following the hearing the appeal authority may affirm, reverse, affirm in part and 

reverse in part, or modify the decision of the land use authority; or the appeal authority may remand 

the matter to the land use authority for further proceedings. The written decision of the appeal 

authority constitutes a final decision and will be binding on all parties when issued. 

J. Further Appeal. The city, a board or officer of the city, or any person adversely affected by the 

decision of the appeal authority may appeal to district court as provided by law. 
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Cathy Brightwell, 

I am appealing the determination of Ben White that my carport is in violation. The carport was 

included and approved with the original building permit. The responses below will support my 

claim that the carport was included in the original building permit. 

I have been in communication with Ben for several months trying to come to a resolution. The 

following is a response to his final determination with my responses given in red; 

1. The carport encroaches on the setbacks that are listed on the building permit. These 

setbacks are consistent with current requirements. 

These are generic numbers that were put on the permit to check a box. My argument 

for this is they do not match anything when compared to the actual house. For example, 

the rear set back listed on the permit is 129ft, the actual is 110 ft. If these are required 

setbacks, then the entire house would be in violation. Not only our house but the 

majority of houses in West Bountiful would be in violation. To further back my 

argument, the property lines are not accurate either. Our lot is not square. It appears 

that the incorrect property dimensions listed on the permit were used to calculate what 

the setbacks should be, instead of actually using any value associated with the building 

on the lot. I find it wrong to focus on one number from this section when several others 

are easily shown to be inaccurate. 

 

2. The building permit does not show the carport or list the square footage designated for 

a carport. 

It also does not show ANY information about the house in this section. By this logic are 

we to assume that because the permit does not show square footage for any building, 

there never was a house designated? It appears that only the minimum information 

needed to assess the fee was filled in. As such this is a poor argument for the permit not 

including the carport. 

 

3. The inconsistencies between the square footage listed on the building permit and the 

building as presently constructed do not support the notion that the carport was 

approved to encroach into the side yard setback. 

Because of the negligence of West Bountiful City to ensure proper documentation on 

the permit, there is no evidence that it does not provide support that the carport was 

approved to encroach into the side yard setback. The 1404 square feet listed on the 

permit for total building site are is the only verifiable evidence available and supports 

the approval of the house AND carport on the original permit. The values provided to 

the City Engineer are from an independent appraisal of the property. I presented these 

values not as 100% accurate measurements but to provide them from a non‐biased 

party. These approximate square footage measurements do in fact clear any ambiguity 

of what was approved on the permit. As estimated values, 1463 square feet is only a 4% 
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difference from the listed 1404 square feet on the permit. 1079 square feet without the 

carport is a 23% difference from the listed 1404 square feet. These approximate values 

are sufficient to show that without the full carport, there is no way the house could 

come close to the 1404 square feet on the permit. Clearly this is the only solid evidence 

on the permit and it proves the carport was approved as built.  

4. While the carport may or may not have been constructed at the time the house was 
originally built, its appearance at that time does not change or justify its legal status.  
Why then did the City allow it to stay until now, after more than 40 years? If the carport 

was built with the house and was not approved with the original permit, why did the 

City permit it to remain? Was there not a final inspection? This shows the negligence of 

West Bountiful City and after all this time the city is attacking me and my family. The 

request by the City to remove the carport puts a financial burden on us without just 

cause. The City admits that the carport could have been built at the same time of the 

house and that there is ambiguity in the information available. How can the City accept 

no responsibility for this situation and demand I remove the carport when the City 

cannot prove it is in violation. 

 

 

In conclusion, my argument is that the 1404 square feet listed on the permit proves the 

carport was approved at the time the house was approved. The setbacks are only 

numbers that the City put on the permit to check a box. Because of the City’s negligence 

in proper documentation, these values are listed incorrectly and cannot be used to claim 

our carport is in violation. 

 

Additional information presented with the appeal includes a letter from the adjacent 

neighbor. Also available from the County is an aerial image from 1981 showing the 

carport as currently stands. 

 

 

Vaughn Nelson 
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TO:  Mayor and City Council 

DATE:  June 14, 2018 

FROM:  Ben White 

RE:  Response to Appeal ‐ Nelson 
_______________________________________________________________________________ 

This memo serves as my response to the 6/1/18 appeal submitted by Mr. Nelson related to the carport 
located on his property at 1050 West 700 North.  While I am sympathetic to Mr. Nelson’s position 
and would likewise be frustrated by the same circumstances, the arguments made in his appeal are 
not sufficient to make his carport legal.  I stand by the review and findings in the original Letter of 
Determination, and offer the following summary of thoughts after reviewing the appeal: 

1. The carport, as constructed, was in clear violation of the city code at the time of construction
and remains so now, and the only documentation that exists shows that the city approved a
building that met requirements.

a. In 1965, the code required side yard set backs of at least 10 feet with a combined 24
feet (the code requirements remain unchanged for this property).

b. The 1976 building permit application for the property lists side yards of 10 feet and 20
feet (30 total).

c. The building as constructed violated the law at the time and continues to do so.
d. Other than possible omission, there is no evidence that a city staff member approved

the structure as it stands, and in fact, the city staff would not have authority to do so.
e. There is no evidence a variance was requested or granted from city council.

2. The city’s inability at the time to ensure the complete compliance with the zoning code does
not excuse the property from its responsibility to comply with law.  The structure, ability, and
expectations of city staff in 1976 are much different than they are today.

3. The city’s inability to note the illegal nature of the structure during the intervening time does
not excuse the property from the responsibility to comply with the law.

4. Allowing this structure the full benefits of a legal designation would be an injustice to other
property owners throughout the city that have complied with side yard requirements or have
faced the consequences of dealing with similar illegal structures.

MEMORANDUM 
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WEST BOUNTIFUL CITY 
 

RESOLUTION #438-18 
 

 
A RESOLUTION ENACTING THE 2ND AMENDMENTS  

TO THE FISCAL YEAR 2017-2018 BUDGET 
 
 

WHEREAS, Section 10-6-125 of Utah Code enables the governing body to change the totals of any of 
the City’s budgeted funds; and, 
 
WHEREAS, the City Council finds that adjustments are necessary to recognize transfers, revenues, 
and expenditures; and, 
 
WHEREAS, a public hearing was properly set, noticed and held on June 5, 2018 to receive public 
input regarding proposed changes to the City budget. 
 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of West Bountiful, Utah that the Fiscal Year 
2017-2018 budget be amended as shown in the attached Exhibit A. 
 
EFFECTIVE DATE.  This resolution shall take effect immediately upon passage. 
 
 
Passed and approved by the City Council of West Bountiful City this 19th day of June 2018. 
 
 
 

___________________________________ 
Kenneth Romney, Mayor 

 
Voting by the City Council:  Aye  Nay 
Council member Ahlstrom     _      ____ 
Council member Bruhn      _                     
Council member Enquist     _      ____  
Council member Preece     _       ____ 
Council member Williams    __       ____ 
 
  
 ATTEST:  
 

      
Cathy Brightwell, Recorder 



WEST BOUNTIFUL CITY 
 

RESOLUTION #439-18 
 

A RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE WEST BOUNTIFUL CITY BUDGET 
AND CERTIFIED TAX RATE FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 2018-2019. 

 
 

WHEREAS, the city is required to adopt an operating and capital budget for each fiscal year; and, 
 
WHEREAS, the tentative budget has been available for review and comment by the public; and,  
 
WHEREAS, a public hearing was properly noticed and held on June 5, 2018 to receive public comment 
on the tentative budget; and 
 
WHEREAS, the city is required to adopt a Certified Tax Rate for each fiscal year; and, 
 
WHEREAS, the Office the Davis County Clerk/Auditor has provided and approved an Auditor’s Certified 
Tax Rate of 0.001449 to West Bountiful City: 
 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the city council that: 

I. The Auditor’s Certified Tax Rate for 2018 is hereby adopted;  
II. The Fiscal year 2018-2019 Budget is hereby adopted as established in the attached Exhibit A.  

 
EFFECTIVE DATE.  This resolution shall take effect immediately upon passage. 
 
Passed and approved by the city council of West Bountiful City this 19th day of June 2018. 
 
 
 

___________________________________ 
Kenneth L Romney, Mayor 

 
Voting by the City Council:  Aye   Nay 
  Councilmember Ahlstrom             ____ 
  Councilmember Bruhn              ____  
  Councilmember Enquist             ____  
  Councilmember Preece             ____ 
  Councilmember Williams             ____ 
 
 
ATTEST:  
 
 
       
Cathy Brightwell, Recorder 



WEST BOUNTIFUL CITY 
 

RESOLUTION #440-18 
 

A RESOLUTION REAFFIRMING CULINARY WATER RATES AND AMENDING 
CONSOLIDATED FEE SCHEDULE 

 
WHEREAS, West Bountiful City owns and operates a culinary water system, and; 
 
WHEREAS, Section 10-8-22 of Utah Code authorizes the city to set rates to be paid for use of water 
furnished by the city; and 
 
WHEREAS, the city’s consolidated fee schedule must be periodically updated to reflect the 
costs incurred by the city in providing services and facilities to its citizens and to the public; and 
 
WHEREAS, the city council finds that the fees identified in the schedule are reasonably 
calculated in order to recover the costs for the identified services provided. 
 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of West Bountiful City that the West Bountiful 
Consolidated Fee Schedule be adopted as follows: 
 

I. CULINARY WATER RATES 
 

WATER BASE RATE  Current Monthly New Monthly 
First 8,000 gallons $22.00 $22.00 
Bond Repayment $18.00 $18.00 
Capital Improvement1 $10.00 $10.00 
Monthly Residential Base Rate2 $50.00 $50.00 

 1 The Capital Improvement portion of the rate expires June 30, 2020, unless renewed by the City Council. 
 2 There is no change to monthly overages. These will be billed separately, per the attached fee schedule. 

 
II. CONSOLIDATED FEE SCHEDULE UPDATES. All fees/rates as reflected in the attached Exhibit A. 

 
EFFECTIVE DATE.  This resolution shall take effect immediately upon passing. 
 
Passed and approved by the City Council of West Bountiful City this 19th day of June, 2018. 
 
 

  ___________________________________ 
     Kenneth Romney, Mayor 

Voting by the City Council:  Aye  Nay 
  Councilmember Ahlstrom          ____ 
  Councilmember Bruhn          ____  
  Councilmember Enquist            ____ 
  Councilmember Preece ___ ____  
  Council member Williams             ____  
       ATTEST:  
 
         ______________________________________ 
            Cathy Brightwell, Recorder 



1 
 

EXHIBIT A 

ADMINISTRATIVE FEES 
 
Copies/Compilation (Chapter 2.56.040, Resolution 217-07) 
 

Copy cost per page       $   0.20  single sided 
Copy cost per page (color)      $   0.50  single sided 

        $   0.35  double sided 
Copy cost per page (color      $   0.75  double sided 
Certified copies per page      $   2.00 
Copy of disk/copy to CD      $   5.00 
Copy audio/video to CD/DVD     $ 25.00 
 
Compilation time per hour        $ 20.00 
   (no charge for the first fifteen (15) minutes) 
 

Miscellaneous Fees (Resolution 258-10) 
 

Returned Check Fee       $ 20.00 per item 
 
 

ALARM FEES 

All intrusion alarms must be registered with the Police Department.  There is no charge for the Alarm 
Permit.  (Chapter 05.36, Res. 331-11) 
 
False Alarm Fines: 

1. No fine shall be assessed for the first three incidents within a twelve month period. 
2. A fine of $50 shall be charged for the fourth incident within a twelve month period. 
3. A fine of $100 shall be charged for the fifth incident within a twelve month period 
4. A fine of $150 dollars shall be charged for the sixth, and all subsequent, false alarms within a 

twelve month period.   
 
 

ANIMALS - Domestic 

The annual fee for all dog and cat licenses shall be set periodically by resolution of the board of 
county commissioners of Davis County.  See Section 6.32.010 of the Davis County Code.           FEES: 
http://library.municode.com/HTML/14981/level2/TIT6AN_CH6.32FECH.html#TIT6AN_CH6.32FECH_S
6.32.010FECH 
REGULATIONS:   http://www.co.davis.ut.us/animal_services/ordinance.cfm 
 
  

http://library.municode.com/HTML/14981/level2/TIT6AN_CH6.32FECH.html#TIT6AN_CH6.32FECH_S6.32.010FECH
http://library.municode.com/HTML/14981/level2/TIT6AN_CH6.32FECH.html#TIT6AN_CH6.32FECH_S6.32.010FECH
http://www.co.davis.ut.us/animal_services/ordinance.cfm
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BUSINESS LICENSING 
 
Annual Business License Fee (Chapter 5.04.04, Res. 269-10)   $  50.00 
 Plus, for each full time employee     $    5.00 
 Plus, for each part time employee     $    2.50 

 Penalty for late filing if received after January 5    50% of amount due 
 
Home Occupation License Fee (Chapter 5.28, Res. 269-10)   $    20.00 $0.00 
  
  
Solicitors, Canvassers, Peddlers License (Chapter 5.06, Res. 269-10)  $  25.00 

Plus, for each solicitor  $    5.00/wk or 
$  20.00/mo 

Plus, all related admin fees (Bureau of Criminal Investigation, etc.) 
(License is limited to 120 days and becomes effective ten days from issuance) 
 

Temporary Business License (Chapter 5.06.102, Res. 269-10)   $  25.00 
Plus, per day        $    1.00 up to $100 
Plus, Administrative fee if engaged in business    $  50.00 
         prior to obtaining license   

 
Miscellaneous Licensing: (Res. 269-10) 
 

Amusement Devices (Chapter 5.08.050, Res. 269-10)   $  50.00 per Device 
 

Beer License (Chapter 5.12.050, Res. 277-11) 
 Class A    (in original container for off-premise consumption)  $250.00 
 Class B    (in original container for on or off-premise consumption) $300.00 
 Class C    (on draft for on-premise consumption)   $350.00 
 Class D    (on draft for on or off-premise consumption)   $500.00 
 

Horse Drawn Carriages (Chapter 5.16.020, Res. 269-10) $  50.00 annual fee 
Plus, Certificate of Public Convenience & Necessity @   $  50.00 per carriage 

 
 

GARBAGE COLLECTION & RECYCLING 
 
Garbage Collection (Res. 336-14)         $  11.00/month/container 
 
Recycling - curbside (Res. 259-10)        $    4.50/month/container 

(Mandatory after July 1, 2010) 
 
Replacement fee for destroyed containers         $100.00/per container 
 other than normal wear and tear 
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LAKESIDE GOLF COURSE FEE SCHEDULE 
(Res. 317-13) 

GREEN FEES   Regular    Senior*  Junior*  Resident 
9 Holes    $  12.50  $  10.50  $  8.00 
9 Holes w/cart   $  19.00  $  17.00  $14.50        -- 
18 Holes   $  25.00  $  21.00  $16.00        -- 
18 Holes w/cart   $  38.00  $  34.00  $29.00 
 
Off season 
9 Holes    $  11.00  $  10.00       --        -- 
9 Holes w/cart   $  14.00        --       --        -- 
18 Holes   $  22.00  $  20.00       --        -- 
18 Holes w/cart   $  28.00        --       --        -- 
 
Punch Pass-Golf (20)**   $210.00 $170.00      --  $160.00 
Punch Pass-Golf (10)**  $115.00 $  95.00       --  $  85.00 
 
RENTALS: 
Clubs    $    5.00       --           --       -- 
Pull Cart   $    1.75       --          --       -- 
Punch Pass-Cart (20)**  $120.00          --       --  $  80.00 
Punch Pass-Cart (10)**  $  62.50       --       --  $  42.50 
 
SPECIALS: 
Sunday Afternoon  2 for the price of 1  Green fees after 1:00 pm 
Monday & Tuesday Special $  31.00      Good all day Monday & Tuesday 
9 Hole Tournament/Group $  15.50      For groups of 40 or more 
18 Hole Tournament/Group $  31.00      For groups of 80 or more 
Birthday    1 free round of golf w/proof of BD. Must play with paying customer. 
 
RANGE: 
Large- bucket of balls  $  9.00       --        --       -- 
Medium- bucket of balls $  6.00       --        --       -- 
Small- bucket of balls  $  3.00       --        --       -- 
Punch Pass-(30) sm. bucket $75.00       --            --  $   60.00 
Family-Range Season Pass $500.00 (up to 4 family members)   $375.00 
Individual- Range Season Pass $325.00    --          --  $245.00 
Corporate- Range Season Pass $600.00 + $150.00 for each person above 4        -- 

*  Senior rates apply to anyone fifty-five (55) years of age and older.  Junior rates apply to anyone   
    seventeen (17) years of age or younger. 
 
** Punch Passes are based on 9-hole rounds. Regular punch passes may be used 7 days a week  
     (excluding holidays) and are transferable to family members.  Senior punch passes may be used 7  
     days a week (excluding holidays) and are transferable to other senior members of the family.   
     Punch passes are valid for 3 years from the date of purchase, any outstanding punches will  
     expire at the end of this period. 
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IMPACT FEE SCHEDULES 

(Section 03.22.04) 
 
Culinary Water Impact Fee Schedule 

    Water Meter Size             Fee       
    ¾”         $   5,804 
  1”         $   8,126 
  1½”         $  10,448 
  2”         $  16,833 
  3”         $  63,849 
  4”         $  81,262 
  6”         $121,884 
 
Fire Impact Fee Schedule   
               Fee     

Collected on behalf of the South Davis Metro Fire Area   $     644 
 
Fire Line Water Connection Fee Schedule 

           Pipe Size              Fee  
   4”         $   1,484 
   6”         $   3,124 
   8”         $   5,561 
 10”               TBC 
 12”               TBC 
 
Parks and Recreation Impact Fee Schedule 
 
   Development Type                Fee ___ 
   Single Family Residential        $   2096.00 
   Multi-Family Residential/unit       $     775.00 
 
Police Impact Fee Schedule 

        Zone              Unit                        Fee __ 
   Residential        Dwelling:      $     142.52 
   Non-Residential       Acre/1,000 sq.ft.   $       16.06 
 
Roadway Facilities Impact Fee Schedule 

      Land Use Category             Unit               Fee __ 
   Single Family Resident     Dwelling               $  2,999.28 
   Multi-Family Resident     Dwelling                 $  2,099.50 
   Commercial (C-G, C-H)   1,000 sq.ft. bldg space   $     899.79 
   Neighborhood Commercial (C-N) 1,000 sq.ft. bldg space   $  1,079.75 
   Industrial (L-I, I-G)      1,000 sq.ft. bldg space   $  1,049.75 
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Storm Water Drainage Impact Fee Schedule 

            Units                        Lot Size (sq.ft.)                Fee __ 
   Rural Density        40,000                 $  2,120.02 
   Low Density        20,000                 $  1,325.01 
   Medium Density                   10,000                 $  1,007.01 
 
   Commercial (C-G, C-H, C-N)  per 1,000    $     225.25 
   Industrial (I-G, L-I)                 per 1,000    $     190.80 
 
Water Connection Fee Schedule (use in conjunction with water impact fees) 

   Water Meter Size                 Connection Fee 
  ¾”        $     200 
  1”        $     300 
  1½”        $     550 
  2”        $     750 
  3”        $  2,500 
  4”        $  4,000  

Water Right Allocation   per dwelling unit    $  1,200 1,070 
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INSPECTIONS 
 

Building Inspections 
 
Most building inspection fees for construction are included in Building Permit fees.   

Building inspections not covered under a Building Permit will be assessed a fee of $75.00 per hour 
with a minimum of one hour.  If a follow-up inspection is required, the charge will be an additional 
$75.00 per hour unless a Building Permit is required. 

Fire Marshall 

A Fire Marshall inspection is required for certain types of business licenses.  The South Davis Metro 
Fire department charges for some Fire Marshall inspections; a list can be obtained from SDMFA. 

Health Department 

The Davis County Environmental Health Department is required to inspect some new businesses, 
home occupation businesses, restaurants, etc.  Their fees can be obtained by calling 801-525-5100. 
 
 

PERMITS - CONSTRUCTION  

Building Permit  (Chapter 15.08, Res. 137-99)   
 
  West Bountiful City uses the following fee tables to determine appropriate building permit fees.   
 
  Square footage = Valuation per square foot 
 
  Main & Upper floors sq.ft. X $77.62 
  Basement   sq.ft. X $19.49 finished, OR 

sq.ft. X $14.87 unfinished 
  Garage   sq.ft. X $20.41 frame OR 

sq.ft. X $23.02 block 
  Carport   sq.ft. X $13.94 
  Deck   sq.ft. X $  9.66 

 
  Valuation, determined by the Building Inspector, applied to chart below determines Permit fee 

 
          BUILDING PERMIT FEE       

$1  to $500  : $23.50         

$501  to $2,000  : $23.50  for the first $500  plus $3.50  for each addl $100  

$2,001  to $25,000  : $69.25  for the first $2,000  plus $14.00  for each addl $1,000  

$25,001  to $50,000  : $391.75  for the first $25,000  plus $10.00  for each addl $1,000  

$500,001  to $100,000  : $643.75  for the first $50,000  plus $7.00  for each addl $1,000  

$100,001  to $500,000  : $993.75  for the first $100,000  plus $5.60  for each addl $1,000  

$500,001  to $1,000,000  : $3,233.75  for the first $500,000  plus $4.75  for each addl $1,000  
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Bonds: 
 Public Works Improvement Bond       $2,400 
 Public Works Improvement Bond and Historic Design Bond    $3,000 
 
Deposits: 
 Home or Commercial construction       $1,000 
 Accessory/Solar Building Permits       $   100 
 Cell Phone Tower Co-location        $   500 
 Signs           $     75 
 Tenant Fit Up          $   500 
 
Historical Overlay– Certificate of Appropriateness application 
 and Architectural Review Board fee:       $   150 
 
Solar Building Permit – includes permit, review, state fee     $315.97 
 
Water use fee for construction        $     63 50 
 

Electrical (only) Permit         $     45 

Excavation Permits 

Bond of Indemnity for 3 years         $10,000 
Minimum Fee (affecting asphalt) …………………………………..…………    $    150 
Minimum Fee (not affecting asphalt) ………………………………………     $      50 
Excavations in non-paved areas (> 10 sq.ft.)……………………………..    $        0.25/sq.ft. 
Excavations in paved areas (> 10 sq.ft).…………………………………….    $         1 /sq.ft. 
Directional Bores (Base Fee) ……………………………………………………..    $       50 
 Each additional Bore Pit ……………………………………………….     $       25 
First Pothole ……………………………………………………………………………..    $       50 
 Each Additional Pothole ……………………………………………….     $       10 

 
Curb Cutting & Sidewalk (only) 
   Minimum Fee          $       25  PLUS 
 Curb & Gutter          $         0.50/Linear Foot 
 Sidewalk          $         0.50/Linear Foot 

 Cash Bond          $    500 
 
Mechanical (only) Permit      $         45 
 
Road Closure Permits (Third Party) 
 

Minimum Fee ………………………………………………………………………….    $      50 
Full Road Closure …………………………………………………………………….    $    125/day 
Partial (Single Lane Closure) ……………………………………………………    $      40/day 
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PERMITS – LAND USE 

Conditional Use Permit (Res. 269-10) 
 

Non-refundable application/review fee 
 Residential Zones (R-1-10, R-1-22, A-1)       $    20 
 All other zones          $    50 

 
Sign Permits (Chapter 17.048) 
 
   Most sign permit fees are included in Building Permits fees 
 
   Signs requiring a permit but not included in a Building permit     $    20 minimum 
 Plus, for each additional sign        $      5 
 

POLICE  
 
Police Action Requests  (Resolution 217-07) 
 

Fingerprints  -   West Bountiful citizens and businesses will not be charged;  
        the following fees apply to all others 
   1st two cards        $    15  
   Additional cards       $      5 each 
Police/Traffic Accident Report        $    10 
Police/Traffic Accident Report, including photos       $    15 
Digital Photos, Audio, Video copies on CD/DVD       $    25  
Sex Offender Registry         $    25 annually 

 
 

PUBLIC WORKS 
 

Debris Removal          $    75/hr, 1 hr minimum 
 
Mowing – weeds (hand equipment)       $    75/hr, 1 hr minimum 
   (large equipment)       $  125/hr, 1 hr minimum 
 
Street Cleaning (SWPPP Violations) ………………………………     $  150/hr, 2 hr minimum 
 
Street Sign replacement (with or without Post) ………………..….        Actual cost to City  
 
Tree/Shrub Trimming (in public rights of way affecting     $    75/hr, 1 hr minimum  
                     vehicular or pedestrian traffic) 
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RENTAL FEES 

Park Bowery’s (Resolution 405-17) 
Park Boweries are available to rent between April 15 and October 15.  Park hours are 6 am–10:30 pm.  
Reservations can be made by submitting payment to the City Offices anytime on or after the second 
Monday in January for residents and the second Monday in March for non-residents. 
 
 City Park, large Bowery (#1)  (up to 300 people*)   

Residents  $ 50 half day,  $100 full day  
  Non-Residents  115 half day, $200 full day  
  *Large Group Surcharge (over 300 people) – an additional $100.00 per day 
 
 City Park, small Boweries (#3,4,5,6)  (up to 30 people) 
  Residents  $ 15 half day,  $ 30 full day 
  Non-Residents  $ 40 half day,  $ 80 full day  
 
 Bowery behind City Hall (#2)  (up to 200 people)   

Residents  $ 50 half day,  $100 full day 
  Non-Residents  $ 70 half day,  $120 full day 
 
 Park Facilities – Volleyball courts, Basketball courts, Baseball fields 
  Residents  $10/hour 
  Non-Residents  $20/hour 

 

City Hall (Resolution 204-05) 

City Hall facilities are available for public use from 5:00 pm to 10:00 pm on weeknights if there is no 
conflict with city-scheduled events; from 9:00 am to 10:00 pm on Saturday, and from 9:00 am to 8:00 
pm on Sunday.  

Deposit  (refundable, after inspection, if left clean and undamaged) $200  council chambers 
         $  30  conference rooms 
   

Council Chamber and Lobby     $ 50 residents, $100 non-residents/day 
Conference Room, large    $ 30 residents, $ 60 non-residents/day  
Conference Room, small    $ 20 residents, $ 40 non-residents/day 
 
 

STORM DRAIN FEES 

Residential      $   3.75 per home 
Commercial      Calculated based on hard surface area 
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WATER SERVICE 
 
Water Service Rate Schedule (Res. 256-10440-18) 
 

Deposit for New Account    $   50 
Reconnection Fee     $   30/occurrence - business hours 
       $   50/occurrence - after hours 
   

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Hydrant Meters  
 

Deposit         $1500 
Rental Daily       $       5/day 
  Monthly      $   100/month 
Water Rate (per 1000 gallons)     $       2  
Minimum fee       $   100 

   Residential Rates (monthly)   
 Base Rate    Inside City Outside City 

   8,000 gallons    $   50.00 $    69.00 
 
    Residential Overage Charges/1,000 gallons  ____ 

   8,001 – 12,000 gallons   $     0.69 $      1.35 
 12,001 – 30,000 gallons   $     0.80 $      1.59 
 30,001 + gallons   $     1.27 $      2.54 

 

   Commercial Rates (monthly) 
  Meter    Base Rate   

    ¾”    $     63.00 
    1”    $     88.20 
    1 ½ “    $   113.40 
    2”    $   182.70 
    3”    $   693.00 
    4”    $   882.00 
    5”    $1,102.50 
    6”    $1,323.00 

  Commercial Overage Charges/1,000 gallons   

  12,000 – 48,000 gallons  $        0.91 
  48,000+ gallons   $        1.68 
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Unpermitted Use of Fire Hydrant or Water Service (Theft of Service) 
 

Residential        $  100/occurrence 
Commercial        $  500/occurrence 

 

ZONING 

Annexation Application fee      $  200 - 500 

Easement – Application to Vacate     $  100 

Lot Line Adjustment       $  100 

P.U.D. Application       $  150 

Re-zone Application       $  150 

Subdivision Application and Review Fees 
 
Conceptual Site Plan Review – ALL applications  $100 per application submittal 

 
Major Subdivision 
 Preliminary Review (due with submission)  $  50 per lot, plus $100/acre/part  
 Final Review (due with submission)   $200 per lot, plus $100/acre/part  

 
Minor/Metes & Bounds Subdivision     $200 per lot, plus $100/ acre/part  

 (due w/Planning Commission submission)  
 

County Recording Fee     Price varies 
 (see City Recorder for information) 
 

Subdivision Improvement Bond    100% of Public Improvements Cost 
        
Subdivision Warranty Bond      10% of Public Improvements Cost 
        (cash held by city) 

Subdivision Inspection Fee     2% of Improvement Bond 
       ($1800 minimum) 

Variance Application       $  100 



WEST BOUNTIFUL CITY 
 

RESOLUTION #441-18 
 

A RESOLUTION APPOINTING YOUTH CITY COUNCIL ADVISOR 
 
 

WHEREAS, the West Bountiful City Council established the West Bountiful Youth City Council 
by adoption of Ordinance #403-18; and,    
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to the above referenced Ordinance, the Mayor, with the advice and consent of 
the City Council, shall appoint youth advisors to four-year terms to assist with efforts of the Youth 
City Council.  
 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of West Bountiful City that it 
consents to the Mayor’s appointment of Teresa Romney as a Youth City Council Advisor with a 
term ending April 30, 2022. 
 

EFFECTIVE DATE.  This resolution shall take effect immediately upon passing. 
 
Passed and approved by the City Council of West Bountiful City this 19th day of June, 2018. 
 
 

___________________________________ 
Ken Romney, Mayor 

 
Voting by the City Council:  AYE  NAY 
Councilmember Ahlstrom                         
Councilmember Bruhn                         
Councilmember Enquist                                  
Councilmember Preece                        
Councilmember Williams                                  

 
ATTEST: 

 
_________________________________ 
Cathy Brightwell, City Recorder  



550 North 800 West, West Bountiful, UT 84087   (801) 292-4486 

  
 
 
 
 
TO: Mayor and City Council 
 
DATE: June 14, 2018 
 
FROM: Ben White 
 
RE: Requirements to Modify a PUD Agreement 
_______________________________________________________________________________ 
 

This memo outlines the planning commission’s recommendation for amending city land use code 
regarding how adopted PUD development agreements may be modified. 
 
Background 
The city recently updated its Planned Unit Development (PUD) code to better define the purpose, 
process, and scope of PUD overlay zones.  As part of the update, municipal code 17.68.150.C 
requires modifications to an approved PUD to follow the procedures outlined in the PUD ordinance.  
However, the code failed to specify whether amendments should follow the same process as initial 
adoption or some other undefined process. 
 
Planning Commission’s Recommendation   

To eliminate confusion moving forward, the planning commission undertook to define a process for 
amending fundamental portions of approved PUDs.  Following a public hearing, the planning 
commission made a positive recommendation to amend city code as noted in red italics below.  Part 
of the reasoning behind the recommendation is that changes to a PUD that alter land use code should 
follow the same process as all other land use text or zone changes (public hearing, planning 
commission recommendation, and final council approval), while more administrative changes to the 
development agreement are appropriate to have a quicker amendment path.    
 
 

17.68.150 Limitations On Application 
C. Amendment to approved plans and specifications for a PUD may be obtained only by following the 

procedures outlined in this Chapter and may require a modification to the Development Agreement. 
All deviations from the executed Development Agreement require the approval of the City Council.   Any 
change that increases project density, reduces any lot size or required setback, alters an amenity, or 
otherwise alters requirements in Title 16 or Title 17 requires a recommendation by the Planning 
Commission, after a public hearing prior to City Council consideration.   

 

MEMORANDUM 

https://westbountiful.municipalcodeonline.com/book?type=ordinances#name=17.68.150_Limitations_On_Application


WEST BOUNTIFUL CITY 

ORDINANCE #408-18 

AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING CHANGES TO WBMC 17.68.150 ESTABLISHING 
 A PROCESS FOR AMENDMENTS TO DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENTS FOR  

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENTS  
 
 

WHEREAS, Utah Code Annotated § 10-9a, also known as the “Municipal Land Use, 
Development, and Management Act,” grants authority to the West Bountiful City Council to 
make changes to its Zoning and Subdivision Ordinances; and, 

WHEREAS, the City recently updated its Planned Unit Development (PUD) ordinance to better 
define what can and cannot be modified with a PUD application and included language in 
paragraph 17.68.150.C. which requires modifications to an approved PUD to follow the 
procedures outlines in the PUD ordinance, but failed to include what those requirements would 
be; and  

WHEREAS, the West Bountiful Planning Commission held a public hearing on June 12, 2018, 
to consider proposed requirements to Section 17.68.150 and received no objection; and,  

WHEREAS, following the public hearing, the West Bountiful Planning Commission 
unanimously voted to recommend to the City Council adoption of the proposed changes to 
WBMC 17.68.150 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED BY THE WEST BOUNTIFUL CITY COUNCIL 
THAT SECTION 17.68.150 OF THE WEST BOUNTIFUL MUNICIPAL CODE BE 
MODIFIED AS SHOWN IN ATTACHED EXHIBIT A: 

Adopted this 19th day of June, 2018. This ordinance will become effective upon signing and 
posting. 

By: 
             __________________________________ 

                   Ken Romney, Mayor 
Voting by the City Council:  Aye   Nay    
Councilmember Ahlstrom                        
Councilmember Bruhn                          
Councilmember Enquist                          
Councilmember Preece  ____                
Councilmember Williams ____                
 
 Attest: 

      ________________________________ 
      Cathy Brightwell, City Recorder  

  



 EXHIBIT A 
 

 

17.68.150 Limitations On Application 

A. Construction on a PUD subdivision shall start within one (1) year of the approval of the 
PUD subdivision, and such construction, or approved stages thereof, shall be completed 
within four (4) years after the date construction begins, unless these time frames are 
renegotiated with the City Council for good cause shown by the applicant. Failure to 
meet the one-year deadline will result in fines and/or action to nullify the Development 
Agreement and Zone change, and such actions shall be described in the Development 
Agreement. 

B. Upon approval of a PUD subdivision, construction shall proceed only in accordance with 
the plans and specifications approved by the City Council in the Development 
Agreement. 

C. Amendment to approved plans and specifications for a PUD may be obtained only by 
following the procedures outlined in this Chapter and may require a modification to the 
Development Agreement. 

All deviations from the executed Development Agreement require the approval of the 
City Council.   Any change that increases project density, reduces any lot size or required 
setback, alters an amenity, or otherwise alters requirements in Title 16 or Title 17 
requires a recommendation by the Planning Commission, after a public hearing prior to 
the City Council consideration.   
 

https://westbountiful.municipalcodeonline.com/book?type=ordinances#name=17.68.150_Limitations_On_Application


550 North 800 West, West Bountiful, UT 84087   (801) 292-4486 

 
 
 
 
 
 
TO: Mayor and City Council 
 
DATE: June 14, 2018 
 
FROM: Duane Huffman 
 
RE: Dogs at Parks 
_______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
This memo outlines issues that may be useful to consider as the council discusses changing city 
code to allow dogs at city parks. 
 
Background 
West Bountiful Municipal Code 12.24.010 states that it is “unlawful for the owner, or any person 
keeping, harboring, maintaining or in control of a dog, to permit the same to enter into or remain in a 
city park.”  Additionally, WBMC 6.28.070 prohibits dogs from “school premises or posted picnic, 
pond and play areas.”  Federal law allows “service animals” (trained dogs, not  emotional support, 
therapy, comfort, or companion animals) to go just about anywhere. 
 
City council members have requested that the full council consider changing city code to allow for 
dogs at city parks. 
 
The last time city staff checked, the cities of North Salt Lake, Bountiful, and Centerville all had 
certain provisions allowing dogs on leashes at all or most of their parks.  At that time, Woods Cross 
did not and had significant concerns about dog waste and safety.  The county health and animal 
control departments are not opposed to dogs at parks, but highly recommend providing waste bags 
and trash cans.  
 
Issues to Consider 

1. Are there concerns with the cost of installing and maintaining dog waste stations throughout 
the park?  The initial cost should easily be covered with available RAP funds, but long-term 
on-going costs of bags and staff time will go to the General Fund. 

2. If leased dogs are allowed, how does the city intend to try to enforce leash or waste laws? 
3. Has the city had problems with waste or safety on the Prospector Trail (leashed dogs 

currently allowed)? 
4. Is there any interest in something like: 

a. A trial or test period; 
b. Designating certain portions of the City Park to leashed or unleashed dogs (e.g. 

baseball field area when games are not being played)? 
c. Designating certain hours to leashed or unleashed dogs (per-10am, post 8pm, etc). 

Based on the council’s discussion and direction, amendments to the city code can be available at 
the next council meeting in July. 

 

MEMORANDUM 



 

 

 

 

 

 

West Bountiful City Council Report June 19, 2018 

Statistics are from May 2018; the other information reported is collected between council meetings. 

Crossing Guards 

School is out.    

Personnel 

• Officer Kassie Cook has completed her field training and is working on her own now. 

• Officer Allen Van Wagoner completed three years with West Bountiful Police on June 1, 

2018. Allen was promoted to Police Officer II. 

• Asst. Chief Brandon Erekson completed six years with West Bountiful Police on June 18, 

2018.  

 

 EmPAC 

EmPAC meeting will be held quarterly unless there is urgent business that needs attending.  

 

The last EmPAC meeting was held May 15th to discuss the parade, safety fair and end of year 

budget. The next meeting will be August 21, 2018 

 

Commitments for the CERT Trailer(s). 

 

• June 9th – We have been contacted about a Prep fair in South Jordan (not sure any details, 

still waiting to hear back). 

 

• July 3rd – West Bountiful Safety Fair – both trailers 

 

• July 4th – West Bountiful Parade and Park – both trailers. 

 

• September 8th – South Davis Preparedness Fair – both trailers 

 

• September 22nd – Davis Hospital Prep Fair – both trailers 

 

• September 28th & 29th – Utah Prepare Conference and Expo – both trailers. 

 

WEST BOUNTIFUL CITY 

POLICE DEPARTMENT 
 

550 North 800 West 
West Bountiful, Utah 84087 

Office 801- 292-4487/Fax 801 – 294-3590 Todd L. Hixson 

Chief of Police 
 

 

Kenneth Romney 

Mayor 
 



 

 

General Information   

West Bountiful Police Department will hold the first annual physical fitness test on June 26, 

2018. 

 



West Bountiful Police Department

Department Summary
5/1/2018 to 5/31/2018

Arrests  21 

Adult  17  81.0%

Juvenile  4  19.0%

Activities  1,309 

Admin  189  14.4%

Assist  105  8.0%

Community Relations  18  1.4%

Investigation  96  7.3%

Patrol  222  17.0%

Property  6  0.5%

Security  329  25.1%

Service Call  99  7.6%

Suspicious Activity  33  2.5%

Traffic  201  15.4%

Vehicle Accident  11  0.8%

Shift Time 1187 hr. 31 min.  91.3%and Percent Accounted

Reports  283 

CITATION REPORT  62  21.9%
INCIDENT REPORT  132  46.6%
OFFICER INFORMATION  84  29.7%
POLICE VEHICLE IMPOUND  5  1.8%
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Department Summary

Crime Offenses  93 

ASSAULT  3  3.2%
BURGLARY  4  4.3%
CITY CODES  1  1.1%
COUNTERFEITING  1  1.1%
DAMAGE PROPERTY  4  4.3%
DANGEROUS DRUGS  9  9.7%
FAMILY OFFENSE  8  8.6%
FRAUD  6  6.5%
JUVENILE STATUS OFFENSES  2  2.2%
KIDNAPPING  1  1.1%
OBSTRUCTION POLICE  1  1.1%
PRIVACY VIOLATIONS  11  11.8%
PUBLIC PEACE  5  5.4%
SEX ASSAULT  3  3.2%
SEX OFFENSE  1  1.1%
STOLEN VEHICLE  3  3.2%
THEFT  15  16.1%
TRAFFIC OFFENSE  11  11.8%
WARRANT SERVICE  4  4.3%

Accidents  8 

Citation Violations  93 

DUI  1  1.1%
Fix it  2  2.2%
Misdemeanor  16  17.2%
Traffic  48  51.6%
Warning  26  28.0%
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West Bountiful City        June 12, 2018 1 
Planning Commission Meeting 2 

 3 

PENDING- Not Yet Approved 4 

Posting of Agenda - The agenda for this meeting was posted on the State of Utah Public Notice website 5 
and on the West Bountiful City website on June 8, 2018 per state statutory requirement.  6 

Minutes of the Planning Commission meeting of West Bountiful City held on Tuesday, June 12, 2018 at 7 
West Bountiful City Hall, Davis County, Utah. 8 

Those in Attendance: 9 

MEMBERS PRESENT: Chairman Denis Hopkinson, Mike Cottle, Alan Malan, Laura Charchenko, Corey 10 
Sweat, Dee Vest, (alternate), and Council member Kelly Enquist 11 

STAFF PRESENT: Ben White (City Engineer), Cathy Brightwell (Recorder), Debbie McKean (Secretary) 12 

VISITORS:  Mark and Greg Garza 13 

The Planning Commission Meeting was called to order at 7:30 pm by Chairman Hopkinson.   Laura 14 
Charchenko offered a prayer. 15 

1. Accept Agenda 16 

Chairman Hopkinson reviewed the agenda.   Corey Sweat moved to accept the agenda as presented.   17 
Mike Cottle seconded the motion.  Voting was unanimous in favor among all members. 18 

 19 

2. Public Hearing to Receive Comments Regarding the Preliminary Plat for Mountain View 20 
Estates at approximately 2000 North 1100 West by DEV Group 21 

ACTION TAKEN: 22 

Corey Sweat moved to open the public hearing at 7:35 pm to receive Comments Regarding the 23 
Preliminary Plat for Mountain View Estates at approximately 2000 North 1100 West by DEV Group. 24 
Laura Charchenko seconded the motion and voting was unanimous in favor. 25 

PUBLIC COMMENT:  No Public Comment Received 26 

ACTION TAKEN: 27 

Laura Charchenko moved to close the public hearing at 7:36 pm with no public comment. Corey Sweat 28 
seconded the motion and voting was unanimous in favor. 29 

 30 

3. Consider Preliminary Plat for Mountain View Estates Subdivision at 200 N 1100 West  by 31 
DEV Group. 32 
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Commissioner’s packets included a memorandum dated June 7, 2018 from Ben White regarding 33 
Mountain View Subdivision-Public Hearing and Preliminary Plat with attached site plan. 34 

Ben White introduced the application and stated there is nothing out of the ordinary for this subdivision 35 
application.  The DEV Group is proposing a 43-lot subdivision at approximately 2000 North east of 1100 36 
West on a 26.70-acre property that extends from 100 West to the right of way of the Prospector Trail.   37 

The property is in the R-1-22 zone (half acre).  The conceptual plans appear to meet the minimum size 38 
standards for the zone.  A few lots require some adjustment with their size (Lots 117,118 and 119 have 39 
80 feet frontage and need to be 85 feet to meet standards).  The following are points of interest 40 
regarding the development: 41 

• As with most property in that area, overhead and underground easements present a challenge 42 
for the developer. 43 

• Road connection to the Kinross Development reduce the northeast dead-end street to just 44 
under 1000 feet. 45 

• The street corner radii need to be verified and meet City standards.  Currently they are not 46 
labeled on the plat. 47 

• Trail connection will need approval from Davis County. 48 
• A temporary turn around will be required on the northeast dead-end. 49 
• Street lights are included at the intersections and will be periodically placed throughout the 50 

development. 51 
• A fire hydrant is required at the east end of the road. 52 
• Drainage needs to be addressed at the northeast end of the road. 53 
• Rear yard drains will be required. 54 
• Secondary water will be provided.  There is a tentative agreement in place with Hamlet Homes 55 

for that issue. 56 
• The existing on-site well will be abandoned 57 
• Staff has received the geotechnical report and a list of water rights associated with the 58 

development. 59 
• Lots 121 and 122 will have a turn around and will not provide access into the Kinross 60 

Development. 61 

Alan Malan does not believe we are ready to approve the preliminary plat this evening as some 62 
information is missing.  He asked about defined boundaries and lot measurements.  In answer to his 63 
concern, Ben White pointed out that all these drawings and information has been submitted and 64 
showed those specifics on the overhead screen.  Utilities are all identified but not shown to scale in 65 
these drawings. Some discussion took place regarding lot 111 and how a home will sit on that lot.  66 

Chairman Hopkinson asked Mark Garza to take the stand and explain how the development will work.  67 
Mr. Garza stated that they were hired to obtain approval of the development and the intent is to sell 68 
lots to individual builders to build custom homes.  There may be a few challenging lots that they will 69 
place spec homes on.   He clarifies that there are only 42 lots instead of 43 due to misnumbering.   70 

Alan Malan asked if any of the lots are located in the flood plain.  Ben White pointed out that the 71 
shaded area on the site plan is the flood plain and will have to be dealt with.  There should be little 72 
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concern or problem with this.  There maybe a little higher insurance charge but they will not be required 73 
to raise the elevation except to meet the trail area.   74 

Councilmember Enquist asked if there needs to be a stipulation on the grade at this point.  Mr. White 75 
answered that could be included in the final approval.  Some discussion took place regarding drainage.  76 
South side will defiantly need drains and north side may be able to work together with Hamlet Homes 77 
for shared drains.  Alan Malan inquired about doing the drainage without CCR’s as defined in our 78 
ordinance.  Ben White stated that a note will be included on the plat. 79 

ACTION TAKEN: 80 

Corey Sweat moved to approve the preliminary plat for Mountain View Estates Subdivision at 200 81 
North 1100 West. Mike Cottle seconded the motion.  Some discussion took place regarding if the 82 
motion should move forward with important missing information. There was an amended motion by 83 
Corey Sweat to include that all items outlined in the memorandum received in the packet regarding 84 
Mountain View Estates be addressed and that the width of the lots be defined.  Mike Cottle seconded 85 
the amendment motion and a roll call vote was taken with 5 Aye and 1 Nay vote. 86 

Roll Call Vote: 87 

Alan Malan-Nay 88 
Mike Cottle- Aye 89 
Corey Sweat-Aye 90 
Laura Charchenko-Aye 91 
Denis Hopkinson-Aye 92 
 93 

4. Public Hearing to Receive Comments Regarding New Language to the Planned Unit 94 
Development Ordinance, WBMC 17.68.150 -Limitation on Applications that Set Out How 95 
to Modify a Development Agreement 96 

ACTION TAKEN: 97 

Laura Charchenko moved to open the public hearing at 7:56 pm to receive comments Regarding New 98 
Language to the Planned Unit Development Ordinance, WBMC 17.68.150 -Limitation on Applications 99 
that Set Out How to Modify a Development Agreement   Corey Sweat seconded the motion and voting 100 
was unanimous in favor. 101 

PUBLIC COMMENT:      No Public Comment Received 102 

ACTION TAKEN: 103 

Corey Sweat moved to close the public hearing at 7:57 pm with no public comment. Alan Malan 104 
seconded the motion and voting was unanimous in favor. 105 

 106 

5. Consider New Language to WBMC 17.68.150 Regarding How to Modify a Development 107 
Agreement 108 

 109 
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ACTION TAKEN: 110 

Laura Charchenko moved to approve the proposed new language to WBMC 17.68.150 Regarding How 111 
to Modify a Development Agreement as presented and forward the document to the City Council for 112 
their review and approval. Mike Cottle seconded the motion and voting was unanimous in favor. 113 

 114 

6. Discuss Grover Subdivision at 1811 North 800 West 115 

Commissioner packets included a memorandum dated June 8, 2018 from Ben White regarding Grover 116 
Subdivision at 1811 North 800 West with an attached site plan. Memorandum gave an update of the 117 
subdivision.   118 

Developer asked permission from city council last week to cut into the road before the 5 year 119 
moratorium period is concluded.  City Council gave approval to cut the road and work with Public Works 120 
Staff to approve the patching.  Developer will need to pay the excavation permit fee. Dee Vest 121 
commented that the patching job on 1100 West and 1200 North are the best patch jobs he has seen. 122 

Davis County Public Works will look at providing a new storm drain line discharging directly into the DSB 123 
canal instead of using a storm water pump to lift the water into the canal. 124 

 125 

7. Consider Final Plat for Dirty Dog Subdivision at 887 N 800 W 126 
 127 

Ben White informed the Commissioners that Brandon Jones’ Dirty Dog 1-lot subdivision was approved in 128 
2016 but never recorded.  He is now ready to move forward and submitted a plat amendment to the 129 
original plan that was submitted 2 years ago.  Mr. White noted that if this would have been a regular 130 
subdivision it would have to be reapproved.  131 

 132 
8. Discuss Residential Outside Storage 133 

 134 
Mr. White discussed the issues of residents keeping old equipment and junk on their property and 135 
storing trailers, RVs, etc.  Vacant property has become a real concern regarding storage items on 136 
residential property.  The city receives many complaints about junk yards and properties becoming 137 
storage yards, in some cases running a storage business.  Property owners have a right to keep things 138 
on their property but when does it cross the line and impact neighbors? 139 
 140 

He reviewed the current code regarding outdoor storage and pointed out specific things in the 141 
ordinance which addresses commercial property but not specifically residential property.  Mr. White 142 
asked the Commission if they want to consider making some changes to the ordinance to address these 143 
issues.  Cathy Brightwell explained some of the issues that they deal with from complaints of residents.  144 
Ben White offered an example of vacant property that stores trailers and such. 145 
Staff would like to have some guidelines as to what could be acceptable. 146 

 147 
Alan Malan does not feel it is our business to tell people what they can and can’t have on their property.   148 
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 149 
Laura Charchenko agreed with Commissioner Malan although she might consider requiring some 150 
fencing to keep storage out of sight. 151 

 152 
Corey Sweat feels that we should only address weeds and not what is in the weeds. 153 
 154 
Mike Cottle feels badly for the staff that receives the complaints but feels it would be very difficult to 155 
police the storage on personal property. 156 
 157 
Dee Vest agrees but is concerned with safety issues that may be hazardous like gases and chemicals. 158 
 159 
Councilmember Enquist asked how you define a nuisance.  One man’s junk is another man’s treasure.  160 
He is not sure how could this be defined. 161 
 162 
Chairman Hopkinson recognizes the pains that Staff deals with regarding this issue. He stated that the 163 
Commission does not support putting more regulation in place.  He encouraged the Commissioners to 164 
ponder how to address this issue and bring your ideas for solutions back for discussion.  He asked Staff 165 
to put it on the agenda again in two months and provide some ideas to ponder. 166 

 167 
 168 

9. Staff Report 169 

Ben White:  170 

• Next meeting needs to be scheduled in June because of heavy agenda items.  A special meeting 171 
could be held in July.  172 

• Pages Lane construction will begin in two to three weeks and last for a duration of about 10 weeks. 173 
• High Gate Subdivision went from 27 to 24 lots 174 
• City Council is receiving push back on warranty bonds (10% cash) the balance is placed in a bank and 175 

can be drawn on.  Ben gave examples of letters of credit that went sour for the City.  He asked if 176 
they would like a presentation regarding information about the various ways to address a warranty 177 
bond so they would be able to make some decisions on how to handle them with the least amount 178 
of risk for the City.  Some discussion took place regarding what instrument(s) to use.  Commissioners 179 
concurred that the Cash deposit is the best and most secure avenue for the City to use.  City 180 
currently allows an insured bank to hold funds with the City having control of those funds.   181 

 182 

Cathy Brightwell:   183 

• Next meeting will be July 10th.  If we need to have an extra meeting, keep in mind that City Council 184 
will not be holding a meeting until July 17 due to Independence Day. 185 

• ULCT  is holding a Land Use 101 training on June 23rd if you want to register for the event. 186 
Commissioner Vest is scheduled to attend. 187 

 188 
 189 
 190 
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10.  Consider Approval of Minutes from May 22, 2018. 191 

ACTION TAKEN: 192 

Mike Cottle moved to approve of the minutes of the May 22, 2018 meeting as presented.  Laura 193 
Charchenko seconded the motion and voting was unanimous in favor. 194 

 195 

10. Adjournment 196 

ACTION TAKEN:  History has been made!!! LOL  Sorry, Alan  197 

Mike Cottle moved to adjourn the regular session of the Planning Commission meeting at 8:47 pm.  198 
Corey Sweat seconded the motion.  Voting was unanimous in favor. 199 

 200 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  201 

 202 

The foregoing was approved by the West Bountiful City Planning Commission on July 10, 2018 by 203 
unanimous vote of all members present. 204 

 205 

____________________________________ 206 

Cathy Brightwell – City Recorder 207 

 208 

hi  h  b  

http://sleamanspace.wikispaces.com/book+corner
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/3.0/
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PENDING – Not Yet Approved 1 
 2 
Minutes of the West Bountiful City Council meeting held at 7:30 p.m. on Tuesday, June 5, 2018 at 3 
West Bountiful City Hall, 550 N 800 West, Davis County, Utah. 4 
 5 
Those in attendance: 6 
 7 

MEMBERS:  Mayor Kenneth Romney, Council members James Ahlstrom, James Bruhn, 8 
Kelly Enquist, and Mark Preece. Andy Williams 9 
 10 
STAFF:  Duane Huffman (City Administrator), Steve Doxey (City Attorney), Todd Hixson 11 
(Police Chief), Ben White (Engineer), Steve Maughan (Public Works Director), Cathy 12 
Brightwell (Recorder) 13 
 14 
VISITORS:  Alan Malan, Rajan Zed, Paul Maloy, Laura & Megan Charchenko, Ryan 15 
Johnson, Gordan Williams, Rachel Lee, Bridget Lee, Ann Marie Thurgood, Travis Thurgood 16 
Robert Echeverrria, Heather, Chad, Addison, Taylor, Morgan, Chloe Feinauer, Madeline 17 
Stokes, Hayden Paxton, Joni Paxton, Michael Brodsky, Zachary Brodsky, James Behunin, 18 
Xander Hulet, Mike Meredith, Jaden Thurgood, Sarahi & Olga Echeverria, Ginny & Dave 19 
Wood, Mikayla Williams, Tyson Williams, Gary Jacketta, Audrey Stokes, Dee Vest 20 
  21 

------------------------------------ 22 
 23 
Mayor Romney called the regular meeting to order at 7:30 pm.  Rajan Zed, President, Universal 24 
Society of Hinduism provided an invocation; the Pledge of Allegiance was led by James Ahlstrom. 25 
 26 
1. Approve Agenda 27 
 28 

MOTION:   James Bruhn made a Motion to approve the agenda as presented. Andy 29 
Williams seconded the Motion which PASSED by unanimous vote of all 30 
members present.  31 

 32 
2. Introduce and Swear-in new Youth City Council for 2018-2019 Term. 33 
 34 

Mayor Romney introduced Youth Mayor Madeline Stokes and had her recite the oath of 35 
office.  The rest of the 2018-2019 Youth Council members were then introduced and given the oath 36 
of office.  37 
 38 
3. Public Comment (two minutes per person, or five minutes if speaking on behalf of a 39 

group). 40 
 41 

James Behunin commented that he has lived here for 32 years, with 16 of those in local 42 
government, and from what he can tell the city has made great progress and he congratulated the 43 
mayor and city council.  Mayor Romney thanked him for his support.  44 
 45 
 46 
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4. Public Hearing for Tentative Amendments to the Fiscal Year 2017-2018 Budget. 47 
 48 

Duane Huffman stated that all the amendments have been discussed in previous meetings.  He 49 
proposed delaying approval until the next meeting.   50 

MOTION:   Mark Preece made a Motion to open the public hearing. James Bruhn 51 
seconded the Motion which PASSED by unanimous vote of all members 52 
present.  53 

 54 
James Behunin asked about the overpayment to Bountiful.  Mr. Huffman explained that 55 

Bountiful Power over-remitted $150k in municipal energy tax, and we will pay them back - half this 56 
year and half next year. 57 
 58 

MOTION:   Mark Preece made a Motion to close the hearing.  James Ahlstrom seconded 59 
the Motion which PASSED by unanimous vote of all members present.  60 

 61 
 62 
5.  Public Hearing for Fiscal Year 2018-2019 Tentative Budget. 63 
 64 

MOTION:   James Bruhn made a Motion to open the public hearing. Andy Williams 65 
seconded the Motion which PASSED by unanimous vote of all members 66 
present.  67 

 68 
Duane Huffman reviewed the FY 2018-2019 tentative budget.   69 
- City-wide property taxes increase by $18k due to new growth;  70 
- Personnel includes general pay scale inflation of 1.5% - $29,500, insurance 0.3% increase 71 

- $1k, mayor/council salary increases - $13k, and workers comp 11% decrease;  72 
- General/Buildings includes Bountiful Power repayment - $73k, city hall parking lot - 73 

$34.5k, liability insurance repayment - $2k, animal control increase - $1.5k, IT services 74 
pending.  75 

- Police includes crossing guard wage increase - $6k, operation - $24.5k, new server - $10k, 76 
new vehicle - $50k.  77 

- Fire Department increase - $72.6k.  78 
- Street Maintenance includes school zone signs - $3.3k, crack seal - $20k, sidewalk 79 

maintenance - $5k, hydraulic hose machine $6k ($4k from general fund/$2k from water 80 
fund), loader - $158k with guaranteed buyback of a higher amount (split between general 81 
fund and water fund) and $171k from sale of FY18 loader using the same split.  82 

- Streets projects include 1100 West sidewalk gap $70k, seal coat - $100k, Jessi’s Meadow 83 
- $600k, and 1000 N sidewalk - ?   84 
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- Parks department includes open space tractor - $30k, service truck to replace 2013 - $40k, 85 
top dressing city park - $30k, restroom/snack shack - $211k (Ovation and impact fees), 86 
and banners/lift - $50k (RAP). 87 

- General Fund balance includes transfers to the golf fund of $50k and to the capital projects 88 
fund (west yard) of $411,500 leaving a balance of $1,046,000 – 22%. 89 

- Water Fund includes maintenance for water lines - $3k, water tank - $5k, pumping - $3k, 90 
and resetters - $10k; training - $1.8k, Weber water - $8.9k. It also includes a portion of the 91 
hydraulic hose and loader (see above), and vac trailer - $75k. 92 

- Golf Fund includes increases to seasonal and part-time wages - $17.2k, Weber water - 93 
$3k, cart path for 18th tee - $8k, new service truck (buy/sell same year), ball shed - $3.5k, 94 
and range ball washer - $3k. 95 

 96 
James Behunin asked about sales tax revenues.  He said revenue streams appear to be good 97 

and suggested the city consider eliminating the municipal energy tax (approximately $230k) 98 
especially because our largest entity (HollyFrontier) is exempt from paying it.  If we find that we 99 
need more, can shift money to property taxes.  Municipal energy is not a progressive tax, everyone 100 
uses energy the same.  He challenged the council to think about giving it up in the future; it would 101 
help residents.   102 
 Mr. Behunin also inquired about the golf course and whether they were able to make a 103 
contribution this year.  He said once the bond was paid he expected them to more than break even.  104 
He was told that the golf course received a $50k contribution from the general fund this year. There 105 
was discussion about this and how the need to support golf courses is a national trend. 106 
 107 

MOTION:   James Bruhn made a Motion to close the hearing. Mark Preece seconded the 108 
Motion which PASSED by unanimous vote of all members present.  109 

 110 

6. Consider Acceptance of the Petition of Annexation for Parcel 06-030-0034 for Plumb, 111 
Gardiner LC. 112 

Ben explained that a Notice of Intent to File Petition to Annex was filed in February by John 113 
Warnick, Destination Homes, on behalf of Plumb, Gardiner LC for a 15.609 acre parcel of land they 114 
own adjacent to Legacy Parkway that is not currently in West Bountiful City boundaries.  On May 115 
15, 2018, an Annexation Petition was filed for the property. As required, notice of the Petition was 116 
mailed to each affected entity and property owner located within 300 feet of the areas proposed to be 117 
annexed.  Pursuant to UCA 10-2-405 the city council now has an opportunity to accept or deny the 118 
Petition for further consideration.  119 

MOTION:   James Bruhn made a Motion to accept the Petition for Annexation. Andy 120 
Williams seconded the Motion which PASSED by unanimous vote of all 121 
members present.  122 

 123 
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7. Consider Authorization of Second Amendment to Development Agreement for Kinross 124 

Estates, Modify Bonding Requirements. 125 

Duane Huffman explained that Mr. Brodsky is requesting this second amendment to the 126 
development agreement for Kinross Estates to allow for a letter of credit in place of either a cash 127 
bond or escrow fund for the required improvement bond agreement.  He added that this change would 128 
not be allowed in a standard development but as a part of a PUD development agreement there is 129 
more flexibility. 130 

Council member Ahlstrom stated that he believes a letter of credit to qualify and to be the 131 
functional equivalent of cash.  Council member Williams commented that he is familiar with letters 132 
of credit, uses them at work, and believes they are the same as cash. 133 

Steve Doxey provided history on the issue explaining that the city accepted alternatives to 134 
cash in the past but got burned with a forged letter and an institution that went out of business.  The 135 
city just doesn’t have any recent experience with this issue.  There was discussion about revocable 136 
and nonrevocable letters of credit and whether other municipalities accept them.  137 

Mr. Brodsky said his letter of credit experience comes from time with a national builder and 138 
Mountain America Credit Union. It is an instrument used to guarantee funds, is easily accessible and 139 
does not increase risk.  The reason for the request is that he made a mistake.  Most cities accept 140 
sureties and he was surprised to learn he could not in this case. He said there is probably no direct 141 
benefit to the city except that it allows him to quickly move forward with the development and selling 142 
homes. He expects to be substantially completed by mid-July, although it may be a month or two 143 
until miscellaneous improvements are complete and he can convert to the warranty bond (which is in 144 
cash to the city).  He is asking for the council’s kind consideration. 145 

Council member Ahlstrom said the purpose of the requirement is to make sure the city is not 146 
left holding the bag.  He does not see a problem with this proposal; in his mind cold hard cash is no 147 
different than a letter of credit.  It comes from the bank, similar to an escrow account and gives 148 
flexibility to the developer.  Council member Williams agrees; Letters of Credit are widely used.  149 
Council member Bruhn said he is hesitant to make the change due to previously being burned. 150 

MOTION:   Andy Williams made a Motion to Authorize the 2nd Amendment to the 151 
Development Agreement for Kinross Estates. Kelly Enquist seconded the 152 
Motion which PASSED with a vote of 4-1. 153 

 154 
The vote was recorded as follows: 155 

James Ahlstrom – Aye   Mark Preece – Aye  156 
James Bruhn – Nay  Andy Williams - Aye 157 
Kelly Enquist – Aye 158 

 159 

Mr. Huffman asked if the council is comfortable having the planning commission look into 160 
this issue to see if the city requirements should be changed and was told yes. 161 



WEST BOUNTIFUL                            Page 5 of 9 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING  June 5, 2018 
 

 162 

8. Consider Request for Exception to Street Excavation Restrictions for Proposed 163 
Subdivision at 1811 North 800 West. 164 

Wright development is under contract to purchase the 4.73-acre Grover property at 1811 N 165 
800 West.  The proposed development includes two cul-de-sacs which will require excavating across 166 
800 West to access water and sanitary sewer.  In September 2014, the City finished the reconstruction 167 
of 800 West between Pages Lane and the DSB canal after which a five-year excavation restriction 168 
went into effect.  To move forward, the city council will need to find that the need for the utility 169 
services could not have been reasonably anticipated when the city completed the road improvements. 170 

Staff believes if the excavation waiver is granted, the impacted area can be limited to the two 171 
cul-de-sac locations and excavation should not be needed in front of proposed lots 10, 11, and 12.  172 
Mr. White added that city staff will determine the appropriate methods to excavate and repair the road 173 
once a more detailed subdivision design becomes available.  174 

MOTION:   James Ahlstrom made a Motion to grant the excavation waiver for the 175 
Grover property subject to the City determining the appropriate methods to 176 
excavate and repair the road.  James Bruhn seconded the Motion which 177 
PASSED.  178 

 179 
The vote was recorded as follows: 180 

James Ahlstrom – Aye   Mark Preece – Aye  181 
James Bruhn – Aye  Andy Williams - Aye 182 
Kelly Enquist – Aye 183 

 184 
 185 

9. Consider Ordinance 406-18, An Ordinance Amending WBMC 16.20.020 Regarding 186 
Secondary Water in Subdivisions. 187 

A six-month moratorium on new subdivision applications was imposed to allow the city time 188 
to review the requirements for new developments to provide secondary water for irrigation. The 189 
planning commission has worked hard to come up with better language to deal with this issue.  190 
Following a public hearing on May 22, 2018, the planning commission recommended the proposed 191 
language be added to WBMC 16.20.020 – Public Improvements.  Deferral language would also be 192 
available.   193 

Once approved, the city will consider the temporary moratorium to end automatically.  194 

MOTION:   James Ahlstrom made a Motion to Amend WBMC 16.20.020 Regarding 195 
Secondary Water in Subdivisions.  James Bruhn seconded the Motion which 196 
PASSED. 197 

 198 
The vote was recorded as follows: 199 

James Ahlstrom – Aye   Mark Preece – Aye  200 
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James Bruhn – Aye  Andy Williams - Aye 201 
Kelly Enquist – Aye 202 

 203 

10. Consider Ordinance 407-18, An Ordinance Confirming Land Use Fees and Modifying 204 
the Subdivision Inspection Fee in the West Bountiful Consolidated Fee Schedule and 205 
WBMC 16.08.050.D. 206 

Ben White explained that the recent increase in development activity brought the City’s public 207 
works subdivision inspection fee under scrutiny.  The current fee is 3% of the total improvement 208 
bond calculation and works well for smaller developments but could be a little high for larger 209 
developments.  The planning commission considered several options and following a public hearing 210 
on May 22, 2018, recommends a fee of 2% of total improvement bond calculation with a $1800 211 
minimum inspection fee.  212 

Recent legislative changes require land use fees to be adopted by Ordinance rather than 213 
Resolution. 214 

Mayor Romney commented that if developers fail inspections they should be required to pay 215 
for re-inspections.  He asked staff to think about requiring it in the future.   216 

MOTION:   James Bruhn made a Motion to Adopt Ordinance 407-18 Confirming Land 217 
Use Fees and Modifying the Subdivision Inspection Fee in the Consolidated 218 
Fee Schedule.  Andy Williams seconded the Motion which PASSED. 219 

 220 
The vote was recorded as follows: 221 

James Ahlstrom – Aye   Mark Preece – Aye  222 
James Bruhn – Aye  Andy Williams - Aye 223 
Kelly Enquist – Aye 224 

 225 

11. Consider Resolution 436-18 Approving the Second Amendment to the 2016 Interlocal 226 
Cooperation Agreement Between Davis County and West Bountiful City for Animal 227 
Control Services 228 

 229 
Duane Huffman explained that there have been a lot of changes with Davis County Animal 230 

Control including a new director. He met with them to go over proposed increases and is satisfied that 231 
they are reasonable. He is not happy with the increase but still believes it is best way to handle animal 232 
control for the city. 233 
 234 

MOTION:   Mark Preece made a Motion to Adopt Ordinance 407-18 Approving the 235 
Second Amendment to the 2016 Interlocal Cooperation Agreement Between 236 
Davis County and West Bountiful City for Animal Control Services. James 237 
Ahlstrom seconded the Motion which PASSED. 238 

 239 
 240 
 241 
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The vote was recorded as follows: 242 
James Ahlstrom – Aye   Mark Preece – Aye  243 
James Bruhn – Aye  Andy Williams - Aye 244 
Kelly Enquist – Aye 245 

 246 
 247 
12. Consider Resolution 437-18 Certifying Authorized Individuals for PTIF Accounts. 248 
 249 

The Office of the Utah State Treasurer now requires PTIF pool participants to adopt a 250 
resolution authorizing at least two individuals to make changes to PTIF accounts.  The proposed 251 
resolution provides authorization to Mindi Tullis – Treasurer and Duane Huffman – City 252 
Administrator. 253 
 254 

MOTION:   James Ahlstrom made a Motion to Adopt Resolution 437-18 Authorizes 255 
Mindi Tullis and Duane Huffman to make changes to the City’s PTIF 256 
accounts. James Bruhn seconded the Motion which PASSED. 257 

 258 
The vote was recorded as follows: 259 

James Ahlstrom – Aye   Mark Preece – Aye  260 
James Bruhn – Aye  Andy Williams - Aye 261 
Kelly Enquist – Aye 262 

 263 
 264 
13. Public Works/Engineering Report –  265 
 266 

Ben White 267 
• Planning Commission will hold a public hearing next week for Mtn View Estates 268 

subdivision, 42 lots, at 1900 North 1100 West.  269 
• Pages Lane construction will start this month. There is one pole left to move.  270 

 271 
Steve Maughan   272 
• The 640 West project is on schedule. The road is closed for the week. They are in the 273 

process of rebuilding the road, with rebase tomorrow, paving scheduled for Friday, 274 
Saturday will cap and overlay from 75 North in Centerville to Porter Lane, then will stripe 275 
on Sunday and open the road up. The project has gone smoothly. The contractor tried to 276 
get the contractor for the Centerville storage units to do their portion of the road at the 277 
same time, but they would not agree.  278 

• McKean subdivision – still working on utilities.  They installed a 4 inch irrigation line but 279 
Weber Basin wanted 6 inch so it has been corrected.   280 

• Kinross subdivision is going smoothly and moving pretty good.  Dirt has been brought in 281 
for roads because the ground so low. 282 

• 1100 West is progressing.  They are doing one pour a day (150 ft.) for curb and prepping 283 
sidewalk. Probably will be 3 weeks before they can pave. 284 

• Turned off Stone Creek well for the summer. 285 
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• Got a quote to remove the large poplar tree north of playground.  It is ¾ dead so scheduled 286 
to have taken out due to safety concerns.  Discussion about using the stump somewhere.  287 

• Asphalt patching was done last week on 800 West. 288 
• Storm drain cleaning/camera on 800 West. 289 
• Soils engineer will do geo tech study at west yard this week. 290 

 291 
 292 
14. Administrative Report - Duane Huffman  293 

 294 
- Independence Day committee wants input on candy order for the parade.  Discussion 295 

about types of candy and how much to get each city entrant.  City council members would 296 
like three boxes instead of two. Mark Preece will get his own and James Ahlstrom will 297 
pay for additional boxes.  298 
 299 

15. Mayor/Council Reports 300 
 301 
Kelly Enquist – Discussion about mosquito spraying.   302 
 303 
James Bruhn – Wasatch Integrated Board will meet tomorrow to decide on options for 304 
equipment.  1) status quo – no change, fills up land fill, 2) truck it all out - $5.20/can goes to 305 
$11, 3) if have to chip it down, mixed waste processing – ½ stays, ½ goes equals $8/can, 4) 306 
$20m for full waste processing/recycling equipment. Rate goes up $1 and extends life of land 307 
fill 35 years ($1/can = $1M); would require 20 year bond.  Land fill will always take 308 
residential waste but would stop accepting commercial at some point.  Four percent is food 309 
waste going to the Sewer district.  310 
 311 
Mark Preece – nothing to report. 312 
 313 
James Ahlstrom – Discussion about whether dogs should be allowed at city park.  Has 314 
awareness improved?  Bountiful has loosened up their regulations and maybe we should 315 
consider it as well. Chief Hixson said the police will respond when called and ask the owner 316 
to remove the dog but their hands are tied if someone claims it is a service dog.  317 
 318 
Andy Williams – Excited about new youth council. They will do Coats for Kids service 319 
project in 2 weeks. Paul Maloy will be a great advisor. 320 
 321 
Mayor Romney – South Davis Rec Center will be making a job offer for new Director. 322 
 323 
 324 

16. Approve Minutes from the May 15, 2018 City Council Meetings. 325 

MOTION:   James Bruhn made a Motion to approve the May 15, 2018 City Council 326 
meeting minutes.  Andy Williams seconded the Motion which PASSED by 327 
unanimous vote of all members present.  328 

 329 
 330 
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17. Executive Session for the Purpose of Discussing Items Allowed Pursuant to Utah Code 331 

Annotated 52-4-205(a) discussion of the character, professional competence, or physical 332 
or mental health of an individual, and (c), strategy sessions to discuss pending or 333 
reasonably imminent litigation. 334 

 335 
MOTION:   James Ahlstrom made a Motion to go into Executive Session in the Police 336 

Training Room to discuss the character, professional competence, or 337 
physical or mental health of an individual, and strategy session to discuss 338 
pending or reasonably imminent litigation.  Andy Williams seconded the 339 
Motion which PASSED.  340 

 341 
The vote was recorded as follows: 342 

James Ahlstrom – Aye   Mark Preece – Aye  343 
James Bruhn – Aye  Andy Williams - Aye 344 
Kelly Enquist – Aye 345 

 346 
Mr. Huffman will attend the portion of closed session regarding 52-4-205(a). He will then 347 
leave for the discussion of pending litigation. 348 
 349 

MOTION:   Mark Preece made a Motion to close the Executive Session. James Ahlstrom 350 
seconded the Motion which PASSED by unanimous vote of all members 351 
present.  352 

 353 
 354 
18. Adjourn Meeting. 355 

MOTION:   James Ahlstrom made a Motion to adjourn this meeting of the West 356 
Bountiful City Council at 9:35pm.  Andy Williams seconded the Motion 357 
which PASSED by unanimous vote of all members present.  358 

 359 
 360 

---------------------------------------- 361 
 362 
 363 
The foregoing was approved by the West Bountiful City Council on June 19, 2018 by unanimous vote 364 
of all members present. 365 
 366 
 367 
 368 
  369 
Cathy Brightwell (City Recorder)  370 




