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REQUEST FOR INTRA-DEPARTMENTAL BUDGET TRANSFER

DEPARTMENT: Support Services
DATE: 02-Aug-05
Amount to be transferred -- (rounded to the nearest dollar) $5,288
Transfer From --~
Current Increase Decrease Amended

ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION Budget DR CR Budget
10-4211-620 — Misc Services -~ =~ -~~~ $ -~ 4,354 — - § (4,353) §- -~ e
10-4211-740  Capitalized Equipment $ 24,000 $ (935) $ 23,065
Transfer To ---
10-4211-251  Non-Capitalized Equipment  $ 21,499 $ 5,288 $ 26,787

Totals $ 5288 $ (5288)

Net adjustment $ -

Description of needs and purpose of transfer ---
Transfer to cover expense in creating data links between County Admin, County Jail, & First District Court

buildings AND to upgrade firewall for computer system.
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REQUEST FOR INTRA-DEPARTMENTAL BUDGET TRANSFER

DEPARTMENT: Jail
DATE: 28-Jul-05
Amount to be transferred — (rounded to the nearest dollar) $70,000

Transfer From --~

Current Increase Decrease Amended
ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION Budget DR CR Budget
10-4230-130 ~~Employee Benefits -~ - ~$1,826,374 — - -~ - $- (70,000) $ - —1,256,374 — —= = o e
Transfer To ---
10-4230-115  Overtime Pay $ 45,000 $ 37,000 $ 82,000
10-4230-230  Travel $ 18,400 $ 18,000 $ 36,400
10-4230-330  Education & Training $ 15300 $ 15,000 $ 30,300
Totals $ 70,000 $ (70,000)
Net adjustment $ -

Description of needs and purpose of transfer ---
Transfer to cover expenses.
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179 North Main, Room 210
Logan, Utah 84321

MEMORANDUM
TO: Cache County Council
FROM: Lorene Greenhalgh, Zoning Administratoy--:-" f/’
DATE: July 27, 2005

SUBJECT:  West Bend Minor Subdivision Approval Request

Brian Lyon, agent for David Griffin and D & S Dairy, Inc., is requesting approval of a 4-lot minor
subdivision on 16.27 acres to be called the West Bend Subdivision in the Agricultural Zone at
approximately 7700 North Highway 23, northeast of Newton. Lots 1 and 2 share a common access
and lots 3 & 4 share an access. The lots range in size from 3.05 to 4.99 acres.

/) The Planning Commission reviewed this request at their 2 August 2004 meeting and recommended
approval subject to the following stipulations:

1. A note to be added to the plat regarding the proximity of the abandoned Newton
Town landfill.

2. A note be added to the plat regarding the existing, active gravel pit.

3. Culinary water rights must be approved before the plat can be recorded.

4. There shall be one culinary well on lot one and easements showing for the other
lots. (The Board of Health will allow the well on lot 2, but an amendment to the
plat will be required to show easements to the other lots prior to permits being

1ssued). :

5. If the State requires a storm water drainage management program, the applicants
shall comply with it.

6. A garbage collection area shall be provided for this subdivision in a way the
garbage trucks will not impede traffic during collection and where the cans will
not easily tip over.

7. Approval of this subdivision plat is contingent on adequate culinary water bein g
established.

The County Attorney stated that if the easement for the culinary water line shows on the plat, the

advantage is that there is a graphical representation where the easement is located. Most people have

more difficulty locating an easement using a legal description. Since no easement shows on the plat,
an amendment will need to be completed prior to any zoning clearance for a building permit being
() issued for any of these four lots. '
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PLANNING COMMISSION EVALUATION
DAVID GRIFFIN FOR D & S DAIRY INC.
WEST BEND MINOR SUBDIVISION
2 AUGUST 2004

Brian Lyon, agent for David Griffin and D & S Dairy Inc., is requesting a recommendation of
approval to the County Council for a 4-lot minor subdivision to be called West Bend Subdivision
located on 16.27 acres of property in the Agricultural Zone at approximately 7700 North
Highway 23, northeast of Newton.

Lot 1 located at 7771 North Highway 23 is 3.05 acres and shares a common access with Lot 2. Lot 2
is located at 7701 North Highway 23 and is 4.69 acres. Lot 3 located at 7641 North Highway 23
is 4.99 acres and shares a common access with Lot 4. Lot 4 is located at 7581 North Highway 23
and is 3.89 acres.

This property was said to be the site of the old Newton City dump area. The development committee
requested contact with the Department of Environmental Quality in Salt Lake City. That department

/> advised that there could be a number of issues come up and suggested that it was not an area that
should have residential development. At the very least, the subdivision plat should have a clear note
stating this subdivision is on the site of the Newton City dump. Joel Hoyt, Bear River Health
Department, had a conference with his group and it was decided that further investigation is not
necessary after a site inspection and confirmation with previous owners. It was determined that the
Newton dump was to the south and west of this proposed development. No evidence of an
application for a storm water permit for this subdivision was submitted with the application. Each
lot must contain all storm water on site. It cannot flow across the lot line as allowed in the past.
Development plans should be submitted with each request for a zoning clearance for a building
permit,

Because the property is accessed from a State Road, a development permit is required from UDOT
who must approve the constructed access prior to the release of a zoning clearance for a building
permit on any of the four lots. The garbage collection representative and the County Road
Supervisor asked that while the road is being upgraded, a flat place should be constructed on the
shoulder of the road to place garbage cans for collection in a way they will not impede traffic and
where the cans will not easily tip over.

An application is on file for culinary water rights for four families. A feasibility report from Bear

River Health Department states that individual waste water (septic) systems could be installed on

. eachlot to function properly. Thereisno mapped FIRM flood plain on the property. The school bus

\‘ ) evaluation states that the nearest bus stop is 1.5 blocks from the proposed subdivision. Fire
‘ protection would be tankers from Newton, 2.5 miles away.
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4 1allllilly CULIUILSS10N IVIINUTICS -2- August 2, 2004

In discussing this request, it was determined that David Griffin owns D & S Dairy and has the authority to act for it.
Draxler made the motion to allow Highway 23 to be determined a natural barrier dividing a pre-1970 parcel. It was
seconded by Clements and passed unanimously. Draxler asked ifa stipulation should be added regarding the requirement
for a UDOT Ingress/Egress Permit for any access from Highway 23. Staff explained that would be a requirement prior
to development on either side of the highway. The following findings of fact were used in making this decision: 1) The
request meets the criteria listed in the Cache County Subdivision Ordinance. 2) State roads qualify for the criteria of a
natural barrier determination. 3) The property was reconfigured to the pre-1970 parcel prior to the application for this
determination. 4) There are no extenuating circumstances surrounding the property to prohibit this natural barrier
determination. And 5), this determination will not be detrimental to the citizens of Cache County nor to the immediate

- area and improvements surrounding this parcel.

Brian Lyon, agent for David Griffin and D & S Dairy, Inc. (04-32MS), requested a recommendation of approval to
the County Council for a 4-lot minor subdivision to be called West Bend Subdivision located on 16.27 acres of property
in the Agricultural Zone at approximately 7700 North Hi ghway 23, northeast of Newton. Lot 1 is located at 7771 North
Highway 23, is 3.05 acres, and shares a common access with Lot 2. Lot2islocated at 7701 North Highway 23, is 4.69
acres, and shares a common access with Lot 1. Lot 3 is located at 7541 North Highway 23, is 4.99 acres, and shares a

common access with Lot 4. Lot 4 is located at 7581 North Highway 23, is 3.89 acres, and shares a common access with
Lot 3.

This property was said to be the site of the old Newton Town dump. The development committee requested contact with
the Department of Environmental Quality in Salt Lake City. That department advised that there could be a number of
issues come up and suggested that it was not an area that should have residential development. At the very least, the
subdivision plat should have a clear note stating this subdivision is on the site of the Newton Town dump. Joel Hoyt,
Bear River Health Department, had a conference with his group and it was decided that further investigation was not
necessary after a site inspection and confirmation with previous owners, They determined that the Newton dump was
to the south and west of this proposed development. No evidence of an application for a storm water permit for this
subdivision was submitted with the application. Each lot must contain all storm water on site; it cannot flow across the

lot line as allowed in the past. Development plans should be submitted with each request for a zoning clearance for a
building permit.

Because the property is accessed from a State road, a development permit is required from UDOT who must approve the
constructed access prior to the release of a zoning clearance for a building permit on any of the four lots. The garbage
collection representative and the Cache County Road Superintendent asked that while the road is being upgraded, a flat

place should be constructed on the shoulder of the road to place garbage cans for collection in a way that they will not
impede traffic and where the receptacles will not easily tip over.

An application is on file at the State Water Engineer’s Office for culinary water rights for four families. All four of these
culinary water rights are required to be approved prior to the filing of the subdivision plat in the County Recorder’s
Office. A feasibility report from Bear River Health Department states that individual waste water (septic) systems could
be installed on each lot to function properly. Included in the packet was a letter dated 21 July to Bob Fotheringham from
Joel Hoyt. Both Lorene Greenhalgh and Mark Teuscher have suggested that the board follow what is recommended in
that letter which includes: 1) the location of the now abandoned landfill (which may have operated as late as the 1970'%)
borders the southwest property line of the proposed subdivision; 2) the Health Department is concerned about the culinary
use of underground wells since toxic substances may have been put into the landfill during its time of operation that could
potentially contaminate some of the proposed culinary wells; 3) the Health Department recommends that a single well
should be placed on Lot 1 (which is located furthest from the landfill site) for use by all lots rather than have an individual
well on each lot; 4) this location for the well would provide approximately 1200 feet horizontal distance from the
abandoned landfill; and 5), a note should be placed on the subdivision plat stating the proximity of the subdivision to the
abandoned landfill. There is no mapped FIRM flood plain on the property. The school evaluation states that the nearest
bus stop is1.5 blocks from the proposed subdivision. Fire protection would be tankers from Newton, 2.5 miles away.

.One adjacent property owner had contacted staff opposing the approval of this subdivision.

A discussion ensued regarding the location of the abandoned landfill. Clements felt the underground water flow would
be away from these proposed lots. Draxler stated that groundwater does not always follow the surface topography.
Brian Lyon stated the applicants and future buyers of the lots would probably prefer to have an individual well for each
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1 1ldlddlllly COILIUIISS101] Iviinutes -3- August 2, 2004

lot, but the applicants have agreed they would comply with the Health Department’s recommendation. Draxler added

that FHA and VA loans cannot be obtained on property with a shared well, unless the well is to be on the parcel with the

home. That is a fairly small, but significant, segment of the market. L. Nelson stated that when Mr. Hoyt has a concern,

. itisusually valid. Inhis tenure on the Planning Commission, this is the first time Mr. Hoyt has written a letter regarding
’ > this type of concern. Clements replied that he would rather allow the applicants to drill a well on the closest Iot and have
- ittested before requiring a common well. Draxler stated a community well works well with an adequate homeowner’s

association in place, easements shown on the plat, and a large enough pump to provide adequate volume and pressure
to each home.

Clements added that a note should also be added to the plat regarding the close proximity of an existing, active gravel
pit. Itis located to the north and west of the proposed subdivision and will remain active for years to come. Douglas
Griffin asked if there is a greater chance of contamination by drilling one large well rather than four small wells. He
asked if they could drill two wells instead of being restricted to one well. Clements expressed concern regarding the
requirements of a public drinking water system (25 people for at least 60 days of the year minimum standard) vs. a
community well. L. Nelson advised using a larger diameter pipe for the waterline and to stay away from elbow and “Ts.”
Mr. Lyon asked if the easement could be given by metes and bounds description on a deed once they have drilled the well
rather than shown on the subdivision plat. Mr. Daines stated the easement should show on the subdivision plat, but can
be handled by deed. The basic test is: anyone involved with the property needs to know their property is subject to the
easement. If the easement is not shown on the subdivision plat, a note should be included stating that the culinary
waterline easement are to be recorded on the deeds. That would require verification to staff that it was completed. Either
would be acceptable. Norval Jones, adjacent property owner, asked if the culinary water ri ghts for this subdivision have
been approved. It was explained that the subdivision plat will not be recorded until the water rights are approved.
However, even with approved water rights, there is no guarantee that water will be found or that the quality of that water
would be palatable. Dixie Poole asked if it is known what the approximate time-frame is for the State to approve or deny
the water rights. She also asked if there is a written history of the success rate of wells drilled in this area. A discussion
ensued regarding the location and quality of wells in the immediate area.’

/> Clements asked if UDOT had been contacted regarding access to these lots. Mr. Lyon stated they had attended an Access

"~ Management meeting before the subdivision application was filed. Clements stated there could be some concerns due
to the hills and curves that need to be taken into consideration. M, Lyonresponded that where Parsons enter the hi ghway
is worse. A discussion ensued regarding the Storm Water Drainage Permit. Draxler made the motion to recommend
approval of this subdivision with the following stipulations: 1) A note shall be added to the subdivision plat regarding
the proximity of the abandoned Newton Town landfill. 2) A note shall be added to the subdivision plat regarding the
proximity of the existing, active gravel pit. 3) Necessary culinary water rights shall be approved by the State Water
Engineer’s Office prior to filing this subdivision plat with the County Recorder. 4) There shall be one community well
to provide the culinary water for this subdivision and it shall be located on Lot | with an easement provided for the
culinary water lines from the well to each lot. 5) I the State requires a storm water drainage management program, the
applicants shall comply with it. 6) A garbage collection area shall be provided for this subdivision in a way the garbage
trucks will not impede traffic during collection and where the cans will not easily tip over. And 7), approval of this
subdivision plat is contingent upon adequate culinary water being established, The motion was seconded by Clements
and passed unanimously. A discussion ensued regarding the waterline easements. Mr. Daines stated that if the easement
shows on the plat, the advantage is that there is a graphical representation where the easement is located. Most people
have more difficulty locating an easement using a legal description. The findings of fact used in making this decision
were: 1) The proposed subdivision meets the County Subdivision Ordinance, 2) The Planning Commission made the
decision to uphold the Health Department’s recommendations to have a single well and to add a note advising future
buyers of the proximity of the abandoned landfill. 3) With the recommended amendments, it should not be detrimental
to the surrounding area. 4) The applicants have met with UDOT and will comply with their requirements.

Brian Lyon, agent for Douglas A. Griffin and Terry Griffin (04-33MS), requested a recommendation of approval to
the County Council for a 5-lot minor subdivision to be called Riverview Minor Subdivision located on 18.46 acres of
i > property in the Agricultural Zone at 6570 North, 6520 North, 6460 North, 6400 North, and 6310 North Hi ghway 23, south
-~ of Newton. The lots range in size from 2.31 acres to 4.63 acres. Lots 1 and 2 share a common access from Highway 23;
Lots 3 and 4 also share a common access. The applicant attended a UDOT Access Management meeting Each access
from the State road must be 500 feet or more from any other access and meet other UDOT requirements.
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