ml WEBER COUNTY PLANNING DIVISION

‘WEEER COUNTY
Administrative Review Meeting Agenda

January 11, 2017
4:00-5:00 p.m.

1. Consideration and action on final plat approval of The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat A, The
Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat B and The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat C including the
concurrent consideration and action of The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat A, The Ranches at
Powder Mountain Plat B and The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat C Hillside Review and access
via a private right of way request.

2. Consideration and action on an administrative application for final approval of the Creager
Subdivision No. 2, a small subdivision consisting of 3 lots containing approximately 5.27 acres
per lot.

3. Consideration and action on an administrative application for approval of the Emerson Hills
Phase 3 Amended.

4. Adjournment

The meeting will be held in the Weber County Planning Division Conference Room, Suite 240, in the
Weber Center, 2nd Floor, 2380 Washington Blvd., Ogden, Utah unless otherwise posted

>

In compliance with the American with Disabilities Act, persons needing auxiliary services for these
meetings should call the Weber County Planning Commission at 801-399-8791



/ N, 4| Staff Report for Administrative Subdivision Approval
} d Weber County Planning Division

Application Information
Application Request: Consideration and action on final plat approval of The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat A,
The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat B and The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat C
including the concurrent consideration and action of The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat
A, The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat B and The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat C
Hillside Review and access via a private right of way request.

Type of Decision: Administrative
Agenda Date: Wednesday, January 11, 2017
Applicant: SMHG Phase 1, LLC
Authorized Representative: Rick Everson
File Numbers: AE 2013-01
HSR 2016-02
UVSO713E
UVS0713F
UVS0713G
Property Information :
Approximate Address: 7500 East Horizon Run Eden, UT
Project Area: 163.431 Acres
Zoning: DRR-1 Zone
Existing Land Use: Resort Development/Open Space
Proposed Land Use: Resort Development/Open Space
Parcel ID: 23-012-0134, 23-012-0135, 23-012-0143 (previous Parcel ID 23-012-0133), 23-128-0032,
12-128-0033
Township, Range, Section: Township 7 North, Range 2 East, Section 6
Adjacent Land Use o : :
North: Ski Resort South:  Ski Resort
East: Ski Resort West: Ski Resort
Staff Information :
Report Presenter: Ronda Kippen
rkippen@co.weber.ut.us
801-399-8768
Report Reviewer: RG

Applicable Ordinances

= Title 101, Chapter 1, General Provisions, Section 7, Definitions

= Title 102,Chapter 1, Section 2 Administrative Authority

= Title 104 Zones, Chapter 27 Natural Hazards Overlay District

= Title 104, Zones, Chapter 28, Ogden Valley Sensitive Lands Overlay Districts

*  Title 104, Chapter 29 Ogden Valley Destination and Recreation Resort Zone (DRR-1)

= Title 106, Subdivisions, Chapter 1-8 as applicable

= Title 108, Standards, Chapter 7 Supplementary and Qualifying Regulations, Section 29 Flag lot access strip, private
right-of-way, and access easement standards

Development History : : : :

e A Conditional Use Permit for a PRUD was approved on April 9, 2013.

e A Conditional Use Permit Amendment for the PRUD was approved July 9, 2013.

e Arezone petition along with a Zoning Development Agreement was finalized and approved in January 2015.
e The PRUD for this area has since been vacated on July 19, 2016.
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The applicant has submitted a request for final plat approval of The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat A, a small
subdivision consisting of one lot; The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat B, a small subdivision consisting of two lots; and
The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat C, a small subdivision consisting of three lots. The applications for the three
subdivisions includes the concurrent consideration and action on an application for access by a private right of way as
well as approval of a Hillside Review application due to the existing slopes, topography and this area being located within
a potential geologic hazardous area.

The proposed subdivisions are located at approximately 7500 East Horizon Run, and are in the DRR-1 zone. The six lots
were not included in the Summit Eden Phase 1A which was initially approved as a PRUD in 2013 and platted in 2014.
These phases initially were proposed as Summit Eden Phase 1E, Summit Eden Phase 1F & Summit Eden Phase 1G. The
applicant has renamed the development area to “The Ranches at Powder Mountain” in order to remain consistent with
the Neighborhood Declaration (CC&R’s) and the lot numbers in The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat A, Plat B and Plat C
are based on the original lot layout of Summit Eden Phase 1A. The applicant is desirous to continue using the previously
designated lot numbers based on the private driveway easement notes that have been included on previous plats and in
the CC&R'’s for Summit Eden Phase 1A. The private drive will provide access and frontage for all six lots in the three
separate subdivisions.

A geologic and geotechnical investigation has been compiled into one report for all three subdivisions by IGES (Project
No. 01628-012 dated December 20, 2016). Based on these two factors, all three applications are being combined into
one review and staff report including the concurrent consideration and action on an application for access by a private
right of way for all six lots as well as approval of a Hillside Review.

The Zoning Development Agreement Master Plan and the conceptual plan have identified the proposed area as an area
anticipated for large residential lots. The proposed subdivisions and lots configuration are in conformance with the
current zoning and the Zoning Development Agreement Master Plan (see Exhibit A) as well as the applicable subdivision
requirements as required in the Uniform Land Use Code of Weber County (LUC). The requests for an alternative access,
Hillside Review and the subdivision process have been thoroughly vetted and have received approval from all the
applicable review agencies. The following is a brief analysis of the subdivisions, the alternative access and the Hillside
Review applications.

General Plan: The proposal conforms to the Ogden Valley General Plan by encouraging development within the existing
resort-related commercial areas.

Zoning: The proposed subdivisions are located in the Ogden Valley Destination and Recreation Resort Zone more
particularly described as the DRR-1 zone. The purpose and intent of the DRR-1 zone is identified in the LUC §104-29-1 as:

“The purpose of this chapter is to provide flexible development standards to resorts that are dedicated to preserving
open space and creating extraordinary recreational resort experiences while promating the goals and objectives of the
Ogden Valley general plan. It is intended to benefit the residents of the county and the resorts through its ability to
preserve the valley's rural character, by utilizing a mechanism that allows landowners to voluntarily transfer
development rights to areas that are more suitable for growth when compared to sensitive land areas such as wildlife
habitats, hazardous hillsides or prime agricultural parcels. Resorts that lie within an approved destination and
recreation resort zone shall, by and large, enhance and diversify quality public recreational opportunities, contribute to
the surrounding community's well-being and overall, instill a sense of stewardship for the land.”

As part of the subdivision process, the proposal has been reviewed against the current subdivision ordinance in LUC §106,
and the standards in the DRR-1 zone in LUC §104-29. Small subdivisions as defined in LUC §101-7 can be administratively
approved per LUC §106-1-5(b)(1) and the proposal has been reviewed against the adopted zoning and subdivision
ordinances to ensure that the regulations and standards have been adhered to. The proposed subdivision is in
conformance with county code. The following is a brief synopsis of the review criteria and conformance with the LUC.
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Lot area, frontage/width and yard requlations:

The DRR-1 Zone does not have a minimum lot area or a minimum lot width requirement per LUC §104-29-2(h) for
a single family residential dwelling. The following development standards will be reviewed upon submittal for
single family building permit:

e Front yard sethack: 0 feet

e Side yard setback: 8 feet with a total of two required side yards of not less than 18 feet
e Rearyard setback: 10 feet

e Average building height: 35 feet

The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat A:

The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat A is a one lot subdivision with adequate access and frontage along
Horizon Run, a dedicated private road (see Exhibit B). Lot 9R in The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat A is
a 5.27 acre lot with approximately 121.36 feet of frontage along Horizon Run. Lot 9R is considered to be a
restricted or “R” ot due to the existing slopes exceeding 25%. A note to provide the required “Notice to
Purchasers of Restricted (R) Lots” has been added to the plat notes to ensure adequate notification of the
required Hillside Review process.

The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat B:

The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat B is a two lot subdivision which will gain access by the private drive
identified as “Valley View Lane” (see Exhibit C). Lot 1R in The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat B is a
33.14 acre lot. Lot 10Ris a 7.58 acre lot. Plat B also dedicates a 9.08 acre open space parcel identified as
Parcel 0S3. Lot 1R and 10R are considered to be restricted or “R” lots due to the existing slopes
exceeding 25%. A note to provide the required “Notice to Purchasers of Restricted (R) Lots” has been
added to the plat notes to ensure adequate notification of the required Hillside Review process.

The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat C:

The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat C is a three lot subdivision which will gain access by the private
drive identified as “Valley View Lane” (see Exhibit D). Lot 2 in The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat B is a
16.99 acre lot. Lot 3R is a 8.28 acre lot and Lot 4R is a 26.02 acre lot. Lots 3R and 4R are considered to be
restricted or “R” lots due to the existing slopes exceeding 25%. A note to provide the required “Notice to
Purchasers of Restricted (R) Lots” has been added to the plat notes to ensure adequate notification of the
required Hillside Review process.

The proposed lot configuration meets the area and width standards in the DRR-1 Zone. The proposal is in
conformance with county code and the Zoning Development Agreement.

Natural Hazards Overlay Zone:: The proposed subdivision is located in a Zone “D” as determined by FEMA to be
an area of undetermined flood hazards. Areas designated as Zone “D” are typically areas in which no analysis
of flood hazards has been conducted.

A geologic and geotechnical investigation has taken place on The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat A, Plat B
and Plat C. The investigation was performed by IGES (Project#t 01628-012 dated December 20, 2016). Lots 1R-
4R, 9R and 10R are considered to have a low risk for landslides/mass movements (including slope stability) on
the properties (see Exhibit E) with the exception of the upper portion of Lot 9R where the private drive
intersects with Horizon Run. This area along the frontage of Horizon Run is located is within a mapped
landslide. During the excavation and construction of the private drive, the developer will need to adhere to the
recommendations outlined in the IGES Geologic Hazards Assessment Report Project # 01628-012. A condition
of approval that a geologist and geotechnical engineer are onsite during excavation to ensure the
recommendations are adhered to has been added to staff’s recommendations for approval.

These lots have also been investigated for rockfall, surface fault rupture, earthquake related hazards,
liquefaction, debris flow and flooding hazards and shallow ground water. The rockfall, surface fault rupture,
earthquake related hazards have been given a low to moderate rating due to the location of some “limited
parts of the property immediately downslope of an outcrop of bedrock blocks” and the closest “active fault”
being approximately 8.5 miles to the west of the property. The liquefaction, debris flow and flooding hazards
and shallow ground water have all been rated as a low hazard risk in the report.
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IGES concludes that the areas located in the landslide and other mass-movement areas are as such that
appropriate mitigation practices can reduce the level of landslide/mass movement hazard risk to an acceptable
level for development. IGES makes the following recommendations that shall be followed during the
development process of these subdivisions:

e The recommendations provided in the IGES geotechnical report (2015a) and rockery design
submittal (2015b) should be followed for all proposed development on the subject property,
except as amended herein. As a result of the additional subsurface exploration conducted for this
report, the referenced geotechnical report may be considered to encompass Lots 5R, 6R, and 119
(these three lots were not a part of the original scope in 2015).

e For those areas identified as having moderate landslide risk, overexcavation of the landslide
deposits and through the slide/shear zones to competent earth materials must occur preceding
the emplacement of footings. In these areas, conventional spread footings are to be founded
upon competent earth materials or appropriately compacted structural fill that immediately
overlies the competent bedrock. The overexcavation must extend over the entire building
footprint {not just the footings), and should extend a minimum of four feet beyond the exterior
foundations.

e For Lot 1R, to reduce the rockfall hazard risk to low, an earthen berm or rock wall approximately
3 feet high is recommended on the north side of the proposed structure.

e Because landslide deposits are noted on and near the property, an IGES geologist should observe
the foundation excavations to assess the removal of potentially hazardous landslide deposits and
to observe that the foundation footprint has been excavated down to competent, stable earth
materials.
A condition of approval that a “Natural Hazards Disclosure” document will be required to be recorded to
provide adequate notice of any geotechnical and geological recommendations for future property owners.

Additional design standards and requirements: The proposed subdivision does have significant slopes. Major grading has
been proposed for the private access to the proposed subdivisions. As part of the request for access to the lots using a
private right-of-way or access easement the applicant has demonstrated compliance with the criteria and conditions
outlined in LUC §108-7-31(1)(c) which state:

“Based on substantial evidence, it shall be shown that it is unfeasible or impractical to extend a street to
serve such lot/parcel. Financial adversity shall not be considered, however, circumstances that may
support an approval of a private right-of-way/access easement as access to a lot/parcel may include but
not be limited to unusual soil, topographic, or property boundary conditions.”

The proposed private drive is shown as a 100 foot easement with an improved surface of 20 feet per LUC§108-7-29(1)(c)
and will be designed to support a minimum weight of 75,000 pounds with the required turnouts for fire services. The
private drive is identified as “Valley View Lane” and will provide access to all of the lots within The Ranches at Powder
Mountain Plat A, Plat B and Plat C. The drive gains access from Horizon Run along the frontage of Lot 9R and Lot 117R. The
private drive then runs in an easterly direction through Lot 7A and 7B (which were recently combined into one lot now
known as Lot 119) and then through lots 5R and 6R. The private drive then meanders through The Ranches at Powder
Mountain Plat B and Plat C. The private drive terminates on Lot 2 in The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat C. A public
utility easement will be included as part of the private drive infrastructure to provide utilities to the proposed subdivisions.

The County Engineer and Weber Fire District have reviewed and approved the engineered drawings for the private drive.
The review agencies do not feel that it is necessary to extend a street to provide access for the future lots due to the
existing topography.

As part of the considerations for granting access by a private right of way or access easement per LUC §108-7-31(2) the
applicant will need to demonstrate that the “lot/parcel has appropriate and legal access due to historic use, court decree, or
the execution of an easement, right-of-way, or other instrument capable of conveying or granting such right;” and requires
that “the landowner of record or authorized representative shall agree to pay a proportionate amount of the costs
associated with developing a street if, at any time in the future, the county deems it necessary to have the landowner
replace the private right-of-way/easement with a street that would serve as a required access to additional lots. The
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agreement shall be in the form considered appropriate and acceptable to the office of the Weber County Recorder and shall
recite and explain all matters of fact, including a lot/parcel boundary description, which are necessary to make the
agreement intelligible and show its successive nature.” A condition of approval that the required agreements will be
recorded with the final Mylar to ensure that if, at any time in the future, the County deems it necessary to have the
landowners replace the private right-of-way/easement with a street that would serve the lots has been added to the staff's
recommendations for approval.

There may be additional site preparation in conjunction with an approved building permit. The proposed subdivision does
not require the realignment of or the creation of a new street system. With the exception of the recommended conditions
identified in this staff report, additional standards and requirements are unnecessary at this time.

Culinary water and sanitary sewage disposal: Culinary and sewer services are provided by Powder Mountain Water and
Sewer Improvement District. Based on the original approvals, additional proof of culinary and sanitary sewage services will
only be required for two lots in The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat C. A condition of approval has been added to staff's
recommendations to ensure that adequate proof of water and sanitary sewage services are received prior to recording The
Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat C.

Review Agencies: The Weber Fire District, Weber County Surveyor’s Department and Weber County Engineering Division
have reviewed and approved the proposed subdivisions, alternative access request and Hillside Review applications.

Tax clearance: The 2016 property taxes have been paid in full. The 2017 property taxes will be due in full on November 1,
2017.

It appears that the multiple parcels fall within three separate taxing districts. Prior to recording any of the subdivision
Mylar’s, the applicant will need to annex The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat A, Plat B and Plat C boundaries into the
same taxing district to ensure that a residential lot is not split between two separate taxing districts per LUC §106-2-4(l)
which states: “Parcels that are split by a taxing district shall have the entire parcel annexed into that taxing district prior to
the recording of the subdivision. Exceptions will be made for bond obligations by the taxing district.” A condition of approval
has been included in staff's recommendation to ensure that the property is annexed into one taxing district prior to
recording the final Mylar.

Public Notice: The required noticing for the final subdivision plat approval has been mailed to all property owners of record
within 500 feet of the subject property regarding the proposed small subdivision per noticing requirements outlined in LUC
§106-1-6(c).

Staff recommends final plat approval of The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat A, The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat B
and The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat C including the concurrent consideration and action of The Ranches at Powder
Mountain Plat A, The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat B and The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat C Hillside Review and
access via a private right of way request. This recommendation for approval is subject to all applicable review agency
requirements and is based on the following conditions:

1. A geologist and geotechnical engineer are onsite during excavation to ensure that their recommendations
are adhered to as outlined in this report.

2. A “Natural Hazards Disclosure” document will be required to be recorded to provide adequate notice of any
geotechnical and geological recommendations for future property owners.

3. The required agreements will be recorded with the final Mylar to ensure that if, at any time in the future, the
County deems it necessary to have the landowners replace the private right-of-way/easement with a street that
would serve the lots has been added to the staff’'s recommendations for approval.

4. Adequate proof of water is received for two additional lots prior to recording The Ranches at Powder Mountain
Plat C.

5. The property shall be annexed into one taxing district prior to recording the final Mylar.

This recommendation is based on the following findings:

1. The proposed subdivision conforms to the Ogden Valley General Plan.

2. With the recommended conditions, the proposed subdivision complies with all previous approvals and the
applicable County ordinances.

3. The proposed subdivision will not be detrimental to the public health, safety, or welfare.
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4. The proposed subdivision will not deteriorate the environment of the general area so as to negatively impact
surrounding properties and uses.

Administrative Approval

Administrative final plat approval of The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat A, The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat B
and The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat C including the concurrent consideration and action of The Ranches at Powder
Mountain Plat A, The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat B and The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat C Hillside Review
and access via a private right of way request, is hereby granted based upon its compliance with the Weber County Land
Use Code. This approval is subject to the requirements of applicable review agencies and is based on the findings listed in

this staff report.

Date of Administrative Approval:

Rick Grover
Weber County Planning Director

A. Approved Conceptual Plans

B. The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat A

C. The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat B

D. The Ranches at Powder Mountain Plat C

E. IGES Geologic and Geotechnical Hazards Assessment Report
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The Ridge lllustrative Plan

Placement of development within the Ridge arca

has been sensitive to the existing ski experience

at Powder Mountain with future hotels and multi
family units designed to be within ski access to the
existing mountain while maintaining the existing ski
accesses. Single family units have been located on the
mountain within existing tree massing to provide visual
and physical protection as well as to maintain those
important open meadow and hillsides for the remainder
of the Resort.

KEY MAP
=

POWDER MOUNTAIN

Weber County Rezone Application: DRR1 27



Exhibit B- The Ranches at Powder Mountain PlatA
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THE RANCHES AT POWDER MOUNTAIN PLAT A

ALSO ENOWH AS PHASE |E
]
iggl!ﬁit%n_ﬂﬂhiﬂ!ui.tﬁtﬁvis;
ETeEN FORTHEAST CORMER: SECTUM &,

Tonsideds T jng
E‘-Eg
Hsim..u...l% —tre's e
K TR W 1o == =
RECORT:)
POURD HERER CONITT LN POPSFENT LR ¥

'LDPB)Q

———— ARLA T LS
+ STRELT POMUINTS
FOAD RERLR bW
* Ramaga T
LT RINAR WITH PLASTIC
L) CAR STATPED oL TR
Assoc*
| oy |
Lol sy
CURVE TABLE
Olh_gfvi_a? Lovd Dok | L .
a o ouar {wrer| Wy o | sear
] et | o lafrier | o Horit @ | ot
o B | e (e | RN e | e
o E mar | et -ith-.l.-l
] | e e e | A
o | mar | s fwww | saener | e
CRE— 3 o TR T

Sheet 2 of 2

ruTuRE A SUHG PASE | LLC

<
m_
(=9
=
S
=
-
o
=
5
E
=)
(=¥
®
7]
£
=
®
[~
Q
=
=
s
=
=
2

Page 9 of 57




Exhibit C-The Ranches at Powder Mountain PlatB.__
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Exhibit D- The Ranches at Powder MountainPlatC
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Exhibit D- The Ranches at Powder Mountain PlatC
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Exhibit E-IGES Project No. 01628-012

i~
. ® Intermountain GeoEnvironmental Servicas, Inc.
12428 South 300 East, Suite 100, Draper, Utah 84020 4153 South Commerce Drive, SLC, UT 84107
T: (801) 746-4044 ~ F: (801) 7484045 T: (801) 270-8400 ~ F: (801) 270-2401
December 20, 2016

Summit Mountain Holding Group
3632 North Wolf Creek Drive
Eden, Utah 84310

c/o Walts Enterprises

5200 South Highland Drive #101
Salt Lake City, Utah 84117
Attn: Mr. Rick Everson

IGES Project No. 01628-012

Subject: Geologic Hazards Assessment
Phase 1E, 1F, and 1G and Adjacent Areas
Summit Powder Mountain Resort
Weber County, Utah

Mr. Everson:

This letter report presents the results of the geologic hazards investigation performed by
Intermountain GeoEnvironmental Services, Inc. (IGES) for the Phase 1E, IF, and 1G property,
plus selected adjacent arcas, as part of the greater Powder Mountain Resort development in
Weber County, Utah (Figure A-1). The report identifies the nature and associated risk of the
applicable geologic hazards associated with the property, based upon the results of the literature
review, site reconnaissance, and subsurface invesligation conducted as part of this assessment.

INTRODUCTION

The Summit Powder Mountain project consists of developing approximately 200 of 2,000 acres
of lightly forested land just south of the existing Powder Mountain Ski Resort. Powder
Mountain is undergoing a major expansion that will include golf courses, ski lifts, residential,
and commercial property development. Site development will include site infrastructure such
as roads and bridges, retaining structures, and associated underground utilities. IGES has
previously completed a preliminary geotechnical investigation for the project as a whole (IGES,
2012), as well as provided recommendations and construction observation services for several
individual structures currently being developed or in planning stages. IGES also recently
completed a design-level geotechnical investigation of the Summit Eden Phase 1E, 1F, and 1G
project area, which included rockery design and associated slope stability analysis (IGES,
2015a, 2015b).

The Phase 1E, LI, and 1G project is proposed to be developed within approximately one mile
south of the Powder Mountain Ski Resort in Weber County, Utah (see Figure A-1, Site Vicinity
Map). It 1s our understanding that the proposed development will include six large estate lots
(Lots IR, 2R, 3R, 4R, 9R. and I0R) and associated infrastructure, including roadways and
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utilities, over an approximately 100-acre site. A geotechnical investigation covering these six
lots and the associated roadway has been completed by IGES (2015a). As a part of this geologic
hazard assessment, the study arca has been expanded to include Lots 5R, 6R, and 119 (formerly
Lots 7A and 7B) (sce Figure A-5). The site is on a hillside with a natural gradient generally
ranging between 3.511:1V to 4H:1V; as such, access roads will be constructed with a series of
cuts and fills, necessitating a series of cut slopes and fill slopes ranging in height up to 30 feet.
Construction drawings prepared by NVS5 illustrate a 20-foot tall, 3-tiered rockery near the
cnfrance to the project area; this rockery is expected to have an area of roughly 10,000 square
feet. The tallest rockery planned will have four tiers, accommodating a 30-foot grade change.
In addition, seven smaller rockeries are planned along the private drives to accommodate access
and installation of various utilities. The project area encompasses parts of the southwestern
quarter of Section 6, and the northwestern quarter of Section 7, in Township 7 North, Range 2
East. The cumulative acreage for the project area is approximately 100 acres. The property is
bound on all sides by undeveloped lands, though the northeastern part of the property abuts
Horizon Run.

PURPOSE AND SCOPE

This study was performed as a site-specific geologic hazards assessment to identify any surficial
or subsurface geologic hazards that may be extant on the property or have the capability to
adversely impact the property. The study was conducted in response to the observation of
landslide-indicative features in some of the test pits excavated for the recently completed
geotechnical investigation on the property (IGES, 2015a). Specifically, this study was
conducted to:

* Analyze the existing geologic conditions present on the property and relevant adjacent
areas;

*  Asscss the geologic hazards that pose a risk to development across the property, and
determine an associated risk for each hazard; and

o Identify the most significant geologic hazard risks, and provide recommendations for
appropriate additional studies and/or mitigation practices, if necessary.

» Provide an assessment the geologic suitability of the property for development, based
upon the findings of this investigation.

In order to achieve the purpose and scope outlined above, the following services were
performed as part of this investigation:

* Review of available published geologie reports and maps for the subject property and
surrounding areas;

* Stereoscopic review of aerial photographs and analysis of additional available aerial
imagery;

IGES. I 2
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* Site reconnaissance by an engincering geologist licensed in the state of Utah to map the
surficial geology, determine site conditions, and assess the property for geologic
hazards;

e Subsurface excavation and the logging and soil sampling of the trenches; plus index
testing of representative soil samples to assist in soil classification;

e DPreparation of this report, based upon the data reviewed and collected in this
investigation,

REVIEW OF GEOLOGIC LITERATURE

A number of pertinent publications were reviewed as part of this investigation. Sorensen and
Crittenden, Jr. (1979} provides 1:24,000 scale geologic mapping of the Huntsville Quadrangle,
which is the only 1:24,000 scale mapping of the project arca to date. Coogan and King (2001)
provide more recent geologic mapping of the area, but ata 1:100,000 scale. An updated Coogan
and King (2016) regional geologic map (1:62,500 scale) provides the most recent published
geologic mapping that covers the project area. Western Geologic (2012) conducted a
reconnaissance-level geologic hazard study for the greater 200-acre Powder Mountain
expansion project, including the Phase 1E, 1F, and 1G area. The Western Geologic (2012) study
modified some of the potential landslide hazard boundaries that had previously been mapped at
a regional scale (1:100,000) by Coogan and King (2001) and Elliott and Harty (2010). The
corresponding United States Geological Survey (USGS) topographic map for the Huntsville
Quadrangle (2014) provides physiographic and hydrologic data for the project arca. Regional-
scale geologic hazard maps pertaining to landslides (Elliott and Harty, 2010; Colton, 1991),
faults (Christenson and Shaw, 2008a; USGS and Utah Geological Survey (UGS), 2006), debris-
flows (Christenson and Shaw, 2008b), and liquefaction (Christenson and Shaw, 2008c;
Anderson et al., 1994) that cover the project area were also reviewed. The Quaternary Fault and
Fold Database (USGS and Utah Geological Survey (UGS), 2006), was reviewed to identify the
location of proximal faults that have had associated Quaternary-aged displacement. The
geotechnical investigation for the greater Powder Mountain property performed by IGES
(2012), as well as the recently completed geotechnical investigation for the Phase 1E, 1F, and
1G property (IGES, 2015a) were reviewed in detail to provide an understanding of the nature
of the subsurface materials at the site and to assist in the geologic mapping of the potential
landslide hazard areas.

Stereo-paired acrial imagery for the project site and recent and historic Google Earth imagery
was also reviewed to assist in the identification of potential adverse geologic conditions. The
acrial photographs reviewed are documented in the References scction of this report.

General Geologic Setting

The Phase 1E, 1F, and 1G property is located in the western portion of the northern Wasatch
Mountains, approximately 4 miles northeast of Ogden Valley. The Wasatch Mountains contain
a broad depositional history of thick Precambrian and Paleozoic sediments that have been
subsequently modified by various feetonic episodes that have included thrusting, folding,
intrusion, and volcanics, as well as scouring by glacial and fluvial processes (Stokes, 1987).
The uplift of the Wasatch Mountains occurred relatively recently during the Late Tertiary
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Period (Miocene Epoch) between 12 and 17 million years ago (Milligan, 2000). Since uplift,
the Wasatch Front has seen substantial modification due to such occurrences as movement
along the Wasatch Fault and associated spurs, the development of the numerous canyons that
empty into the current Salt Lake Valley and Utah Valley and their associated alluvial fans,
erosion and deposition from Lake Bonneville, and localized mass movement events (Ilintze,
1988).

The Wasatch Mountains, as part of the Middle Rocky Mountains Province (Milligan, 2000),
were uplifted as a fault block along the Wasatch Fault (Hintze, 1988). Ogden Valley itself is a
fault-bounded trough that was occupied by Lake Bonneville (Sorensen and Crittenden, Jr, 1979)
before being cut through by the Ogden River and subsequently dammied to form the Pineview
Reservoir. The Wasatch Fault and its associated segments are part of an approximately 230-
mile long zone of active normal faulting referred to as the Wasatch Fault Zone (WFZ), which
has well-documented evidence of late Pleistocene and Holocene (though not historic)
movement (Lund, 1990; Hintze, 1988). The faults associated with the WFZ are all normal
faults, exhibiting block movement down to the west of the fault and up to the east. The WFZ is
contained within a greater area of active seismic activity known as the Intermountain Seismic
Belt (ISB), which runs approximately north-south from northwestern Montana, along the
Wasatch Front of Utah, through southern Nevada, and into northern Arizona. In terms of
earthquake risk and potential associated damage, the ISB ranks only second in North America
to the San Andreas Fault Zone in California (Stokes, 1987).

The WFZ consists of a series of ten segments of the Wasatch Fault that each display different
characteristics and past movement, and are believed to have movement independent of onc
another (UGS, 1996). The Phase 1E, IF, and 1G property is located approximately 8.5 miles to
the east of the Weber Segment of the Wasatch Fault, which is the closest documented Holocene-
aged (active) fault to the property and trends north-south along the Wasatch Front (USGS and
UGS, 2006).

The property is underlain by Cambrian bedrock which comprise the upper plate of the Willard
Thrust (Sorensen and Crittenden, Jr., 1979), and comprise an allocthonous' block of rock that
has been transported eastward to its present location from the Cordilleran geosyncline® (Stokes,
1987). The Willard Thrust is believed to connect and be structurally continuous with the
Charleston-Nebo Thrust, which passes through the Salt Lake Valley and beneath Strawberry
Reservoir, with the two thrusts connecting near Antelope Island (Stokes, 1987).

Surficial Geology

Several extant geologic maps cover the Phase 1E, 1F, and |G property. Sorensen and
Crittenden, Jr. (1979) provides the most detailed mapping of the general geology of the arca,
and serves as the base map for the Regional Geologic Map I shown in Figure A-2. According
to Sorensen and Crittenden, Jr. (1979), the property is largely underlain by several Cambrian

! Allocthonous: Formed or produced elsewhere than in its present place; of foreign origin, or introduced. (AGI,
2005)

? Geoysncline: As originally defined, a mobile downwarping of the crust of the Earth, either elongate or
basinlike, measured in scores of kilometers, in which sedimentary and volcanic rocks accumulate to thicknesses
of thousands of meters, (AGI, 2005)

ight 2016 IGES, Ine 4 L] R
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sedimentary bedrock units, with the easternmost portion of the property mantled with
undifferentiated Holocene colluvium, slopewash, and landslide deposits. The Cambrian
bedrock units are mapped as striking to the northwest and dipping between 15 and 35 degrees
to the northeast, and as such increase in age as one passes from cast to west across the property,
From youngest to oldest, these bedrock units include the Worm Creek Quartzite Member (Csw)
of the St. Charles Limestone, the Nounan Dolomite (Cn), the Calls Fort Shale Member of the
Bloomington Formation (Cbc), and undivided Cambrian limestones (Clu), including the
Limestone and Hodges Shale Members of the Bloomington Formation, the Blacksmith
Limestone, and the Ute Limestone. Collective thicknesses of these units may be approximately
4,000 feet, whereas the undifferentiated Iolocene sediments (Qes-Qls) found near the eastern
margin of the property may be collectively as much as 118 feet thick (Sorensen and Crittenden,
Jr., 1979).

The younger sediments found on the castern portion of the property represent the western
margin of a large body of undifferentiated mass-movement deposits that extend over ¥ mile to
the east of the property (Sorensen and Crittenden, Ir., 1979). Another large lobe of these
undifferentiated mass-movement deposits encroaches the northern margin of the property and
extends approximately % mile to the north. Both of these bodies of mass-movement deposits
had their contacts further delineated by Coogan and King (2001, 2016) and Western Geologic
(2012) in subsequent mapping efforts. Across the Phase 1E, IF, and 1G property, the Coogan
and King (2001, 2016) and Western Geologic (2012) outline of these deposits are largely
consistent with one another. Coogan and King (2016) updated their 2001 map by differentiating
the previously-mapped mass-movement deposits into individual landslide deposits. These are
described as “poorly sorted clay- to boulder-sized material; includes slides, slumps, and locally
flows and floods; generally characterized by hummocky topography, main and internal scarps,
and chaotic bedding in displaced blocks™ (Coogan and King, 2016). Coogan and King (2001,
2016) also separate the undifferentiated Cambrian bedrock on the western portion of the
property into the Hodges Shale Mcember of the Bloomington Formation, the Blacksmith
Dolomite, the Ute Formation, and the Langston Dolomite, Figure A-3 is Regional Geology Map
2, based upon the Western Geologic (2012) mapping effort, while Figure A-4 is Regional
Geolagy Map 3, based upon the most recent mapping across the property (Coogan and King,
2016).

Whereas Sorensen and Crittenden, Jr. (1979) display a series of older (pre-Tertiary), northwest-
southeast trending normal faults that offset Cambrian bedrock between approximately 0.6 and
0.8 miles to the west of the property (Figure A-2), the same faults are mapped as thrust faults
by Coogan and King (2001, 2016 (Figure A-4)). Both Sorensen and Crittenden, Jr. (1979) and
Coogan and King (2001) map a pre-Tertiary northwest-trending normal fault, downdropped to
the west, al the head of Goertsen Canyon approximately one mile southeast of the property.
Coogan and King (2016) show this fault as extending to the northwest to approximately 0.15
miles south of the property. Additionally, Coogan and King (2016) show another northwest-
trending bedrock normal fault, downdropped to the east, passing through the westernmost
portion of the property (Figure A-4).
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Hydrology

The USGS topographic map for the Huntsville Quadrangle shows that the Phase 1E, 1F, and
1G project arca gencrally consists of highlands that are straddled by the South Fork Wolf Creek
drainage to the west and an unnamed ephemeral stream drainage to the south. Both drainages
flow to the southwest, with the unnamed drainage joining the South Wolf Creek drainage
approximately % of a mile to the southwest of the property. Streamflow from these drainages
ultimately adjoin the Odgen River and empties into the Pineview Reservoir, located
approximately 5.25 miles to the southwest of the property.

On the property, two small ephemeral stream drainages are found. The larger of the two
drainages runs generally north-south along the easternmost portion of the property, while the
smaller drainage passes generally north-south through the middle of the property. No springs
have been noted on or adjacent to the property.

Groundwater depths for the property are currently unknown, but are anticipated to fluctuate
both seasonally and annually. The recently completed geotechnical investigation of the property
completed in the June of 2015 (IGES, 2015a) did not encounter groundwater in any of the test
pits, and groundwater was not encountered in any of the trenches excavated as part of this
geologic hazard assessment.

Geologic Hazards

Based upon the available geologic literature, regional-scale geologic hazard maps that cover
the Phase 1E, 1F, and 1G project area have been produced for landslide, fault, debris-flow, and
liquefaction hazards. The following is a summary of the data presented in these regional and
other geologic hazard maps and literature.

Landslides

As discussed above, Sorensen and Crittenden, Jr. (1979) show the easternmost portion and some
of the northern margin of the Phase 1E, 1F, and 1G property to contain mass-movement deposits
that include shallow landslide deposits. Colton (1991) maps the outline of these deposits largely
consistent with Sorensen and Crittenden, Jr. (1979), and shows the direction of slide movement
for the eastern deposits to be to the south. The more detailed contact for these deposits originally
mapped by Coogan and King (2001) was also used by Elliott and Harty (2010), who mapped
these deposits as “landslide undifferentiated from talus and/or colluvial deposits.” Western
Geologic (2012; Figure A-3) maintains the same contact outline and description for these
deposits along the eastern and northern portion of the property as Coogan and King (2001).
Coogan and King (2016) maintain the same contact outline for these deposits, but identify them
distinctly as landslide deposits (Figure A-4).

The recent IGES geotechnical investigation of the property (IGES, 2015a) noted “chaotic,
Jumbled soil™ in three of the 16 test pits excavated (TP-01, TP-06, and TP-14), which may be
associated with landslide deposits. Two (TP-06 and TP-14) of the three test pits with this
description were excavated near the southern margin of the property, while TP-01 was located
in the easternmost portion of the property in the area mapped as potential landslide deposits.
Notably, two additional test pits (TP-12 and TP-13) were excavated in the arca mapped as
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potential landslide deposits, but “chaotic, jumbled so0il™ was not noted in either of these test
pits.

Faults

According to the Weber County Code of Ordinances, an active fault is defined as “a fault
displaying evidence of greater than four inches of displacement along one or more of its traces
during Holocene time (about 11,000 years ago to the present)” (Weber County, 2015). Because
surface-fault-rupture hazards are only associated with active faults, it is imperative that the
precise locations of active faults are known. Christenson and Shaw (2008a) show that the
property is not located within a surface-fault-rupture special study area. As noted above, there
are several inactive, pre-Tertiary bedrock faults within several miles of the property. The
Quaternary Fault and Fold Database of the United States (USGS and UGS, 2006) shows four
Quaternary-aged faults to be located within 5 miles of the property. This includes three faults
with ages of less than 130,000 years (the James Peak Fault, located approximately 3.5 miles to
the northwest of the property, the Broadmouth Canyon Faults, located approximately 4 miles
to the west of the property, and the East Cache Fault Zone, located approximately 3.75 miles to
the north of the property) and one fault with an age of less than 1.6 million years (the Ogden
Valley Northeastern Margin Fault, located approximately 2 miles to the south of the property).

No active faults have currently been mapped on the property. The closest active fault to the
property is the Weber Segment of the Wasatch Fault, located approximately 8.5 miles to the
west of the property (USGS and UGS, 2006).

Debris-Flows

Christensen and Shaw (2008b) do not show the project area to be located within a debris-flow
hazard special study area. No additional maps have been produced to document the debris-flow
hazard associated with the property, though the description by Coogan and King (2001) for the
mapped mass-movement deposits on the easternmost portion of the property include the
possibility that some of the material was deposited by way of debris-flows,

Ligquefaction
Christenson and Shaw (2008c¢) and Anderson, et al. (1994) show the project area to be within a
zone of very low potential for liquefaction hazards,

REVIEW OF AERIAL IMAGERY

A series of acrial photographs covering the Phase 1E, 1F, and 1G project area were taken from
the UGS Acrial Imagery Collection (UGS, 2016) and analyzed stercoscopically for the presence
of adverse geologic conditions across the property. This included a review of photos collected
from the years 1947, 1953, and 1963, A table displaying the details of the aerial photographs
reviewed can be found in the References section of this repott.

No geologic lincaments or fault scarps were observed in the acrial photography. However, a
large curvilinear feature approximately 400 feet wide was seen to pass northwest to southeast
through the western portion of the property where bedrock does not appear to be exposed at the
surface. Upon referencing the geologic maps covering the propetty, it was noted that this feature
corresponds to the mapped Calls Fort Shale Member of the Bloomington Formation, a slope-
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forming geologic unit and is therefore not a potential landslide feature. This was confirmed
during the site reconnaissance and field mapping.

The middle of the property was observed to have irregularly knobby, though not necessarily
hummocky, topography. Test pits excavated in this vicinity in the geotechnical investigation
for the property (IGES, 2015a) suggest that this irregular topography is more a product of the
erosion of the carbonate bedrock than small, shallow, localized landslide deposits. Additionally,
a small curvilinear feature potentially indicative of a landslide headscarp was noted
approximately 400 feet to the southeast of the southeastern property margin. This feature is
located within an area mapped as Nounan Dolomite.

Google Earth imagery of the property from between the years of 1993 and 2015 were also
reviewed. Light-colored, near-surface bedrock was readily observed over much of the property
in the more recent images, though the older images display an increased expression of the near-
surface bedrock, especially in the west-central portion of the property. Surficial bedrock
expression was observed to be limited in the eastern one-third of the property, especially in a
northwest to southeast-trending swath of land that is fairly well-vegetated, and passes
immediately cast of Lot 4,

No LiDAR data for the project area was readily available to be reviewed at the time of this
report.

SITE RECONNAISSANCE

Mr. Peter E. Doumit, P.G.. C.P.G., of IGES conducted reconnaissance of the site and the
immediate adjacent properties between June 21 and June 29, 2016. The site reconnaissance was
conducted with the intent to assess the general geologic conditions present across the property,
with specific interest in those areas identified in the geologic literature and aerial imagery
reviews as potential geologic hazard areas. Additionally, the site reconnaissance provided the
opportunity to geologically map the surficial geology of the arca. Figure A-5 is a site-specific
geologic map of the Phase 1E, IF, and 1G property and adjacent areas.

In general, variously-sized boulders and cobbles were found scattered across the propetty, as
part of a surficial geologic unit considered to be either weathered Wasatch Formation or
colluvial deposits derived from weathered Wasatch Formation. These were typically subangular
to subrounded, and were found to be as large as two feet in diameter. The rock clasts were found
to be comprised predominantly of pink to purple massive to banded to conglomeratic quartzite,
though in some arcas angular clasts of Cambrian-aged dolomitic bedrock were observed as part
of the colluvial detritus.

Much of the property was observed to be densely vegetated with aspen trees, grasses, or low-
lying bushes, some of which showed evidence of downslope soil creep. The southern and
western portion of the property exhibited common outcrops of Cambrian bedrock, which
included outcrops of several different formations (see Figure A-5). No springs or hydrophilic
plants indicative of shallow groundwater conditions were observed across the property, despite
the site reconnaissance taking place near expected peak groundwater levels. The eastern and
southeastern portions of the property contained the most irregular topography and surficial

Page 21 of 57



Exhibit E-IGES Project No. 01628-012

features potentially indicative of landsliding, and these areas were subsequently investigated
with subsurface excavations.

Eight different lithologic units were observed on the surface during the site reconnaissance,
while an additional unit was observed only in a road cut;

Qcg: Quaternary-aged (Holocene to Pleistocene) colluvial deposits derived from weathered
Wasatch Formation. This unit was the most prevalent across the property, and consisted entirely
of subrounded to subangular quartzite cobbles and boulders up to several feet in diameter.

Qch: Quaternary-aged (Holocene to Pleistocene) colluvial deposits derived from both
weathered Wasatch Formation and weathered Cambrian bedrock outcrops. This unit was
generally found between Cambrian bedrock outerops and Wasatch Formation-only derived
colluvial deposits in the middle portion of the property, and was also observed downslope
(south) of Cambrian bedrock outcrops in the southern and western portions of the property. It
consisted of a combination of cobbles and boulders of subrounded quartzite and angular
limestone and dolomite up to several feet in diameter.

Ols: Quaternary-aged (Holocene to Pleistocene) landslide deposits. This unit was observed in
the eastern and southeastern portions of the property, coinciding with irregular, hummocky
topography and occasional small sag ponds. In some areas, small headscarps could be
delineated. The unit was found to be predominantly associated with the Qcq and Qcb unit
lithologies, and did not appear to involve large blocks of Cambrian bedrock units.

Tw: Tertiary-aged (Eocene to Paleocene) Wasatch Formation. This unit was observed on the
ridge to the northeast of the property, and was the formation from which the quartzite boulders
of the colluvial units were derived. The unit is a reddish-brown conglomerate bedrock with
subrounded quartzite cobbles and boulders that commonly weathers to a sandy gravel. As such,
the unit was not exposed in outcrop but rather was identified by way of its surficial weathering.
It was distinguished from the Qcq unit in that it has a higher sand component and the matrix
has a reddish hue.

Csd: Cambrian-aged Dolomite Member of the St. Charles Limestone. This unit was observed
as a sliver of outcrop found immediately north of Horizon Run northeast of the property. The
unit was a light gray to pinkish orange thickly bedded sparry, sandy dolomite, Though the unit
also exhibited blocky jointing, the unit weathered with rounded edges.

Csw: Cambrian-aged Worm Creek Quartzite Member of the St. Charles Limestone. This unit
was observed as a sliver of outcrop immediately north of Horizon Run northeast of the property,
and along Horizon Run at the northeastern property margin. The unit was a dark gray calcareous
sandstone gradational to sandy dolomite with thin shaley beds, and appeared similar in
appearance to the underlying Nounan Dolomite (unit Cn).

Cn: Cambrian-aged Nounan Dolomite. This unit was observed in outcrops across much of the
eastern half of the property. The unit was a thinly to thickly bedded medium gray to dark gray
sparry to finely sparry sandy dolomite and limestone. In outerop, the unit commonly exhibited

IGES, Ine 9
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blocky jointing and weathered to a light gray color. The unit also was found to contain beds of
white to very light gray coarsely sparry dolomite and light bluish gray, highly etched sparry
limestone in places.

Chc: Cambrian-aged Calls Fort Shale Member of the Bloomington Formation. This slope-
forming unit was found in the southern portion of the property, and consisted of a greenish gray,
thinly bedded, calcareous silty shale. It was only exposed in outcrop where roads for the
geotechnical test pits had uncovered the hillside, and therefore was covered on the surface by
the Qcb unit.

Chm: Cambrian-aged Middle Limestone Member of the Bloomington Formation. This unit
was observed to outcrop in the southwestern portion of the property, and typically consisted of
a dark gray, mottled, thickly bedded, finely sparry to micritic limestone with some thin shaley
interbeds.

Because landslide and potential landslide features were observed during the site reconnaissance,
it was determined that subsurface excavations were necessary to assess the landslide hazard risk
associated with the property.

SUBSURFACE INVESTIGATION

Between September 21 and September 26, 2016, seven exploration trenches were excavated at
representative locations across the property, where potential landslide hazards had been
identified during the site reconnaissance and field mapping (Figure A-5). The trenches were
excavated to depths ranging between 10 and 15 feet below existing grade with the aid of a
Caterpillar 315C tracked excavator. Detailed logs for each of the trenches are displayed in
Figures A-6 through A-12. Shallow Cambrian bedrock was encountered in all seven trenches
between the depths of 4 and 9 feet below existing grade, and refusal was noted in all trenches
except TR-2. Groundwater was not encountered in any of the test pits. Evidence of mass-
movement was observed in only TR-1 and TR-2. In general, the subsurface profile consisted of
topsoil forming upon colluvial units, which was underlain by Cambrian bedrock that was
commonly highly weathered at the colluvium/bedrock interface. The following geologic units
were encountered in the subsurface in the exploration trenches:

A/B Soil Horizon: This topsoil unit was found to be between 1 and 3 feet thick. The unit
consisted of loose to medium-stiff, slightly moist to moist, dark brown to grayish brown lean
CLAY with gravel (CL) that contained abundant plant and tree roots. Most of the gravel clasts
encountered were quartzite, though some dolomite bedrock clasts were encountered in this unit
in TR-2, TR-4, TR-6, and TR-7. Topsoil was the matrix to the loose colluvial unit seen at the
surface in TP-5. The topsoil was typically found to be forming upon an underlying colluvium
unit.

Quartzite Colluvium (Qcq): This unit was found to be underlying the topsoil in TR-2 and TR-
3. The unit was between 1 and 2 feet thick, and consisted of a medium-stiff to loose, moist to
slightly moist, dark brown to light brown lean CLAY with gravel (CL) gradational to clayey
GRAVEL (GC). Gravel and larger-sized subrounded to subangular quartzite clasts comprised
between 30% and 75% of the unit, with individual clasts up to 10 inches in diameter, though

Copyright 2016 LGES, In: 10 01628012
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the mode clast size was 3 to 4 inches. Pinhole voids 1 to 2 mm in diameter were observed in
TR-2. Plant and tree roots were commeon within the unit.

Bedrock Colluvium (Qcb): This unit was found to be underlying the Qcq umit in TR-3,
underlying the topsoil in TR-4, and at the surface and associated with the topsoil in TR-5, TR~
6, and TR-7. The unit was between 1 and 6 feet thick, and consisted of loose to very stiff,
slightly moist, dark brown lean CLAY with gravel (CL) gradational to clayey GRAVEL (GC).
Gravel and larger-sized clasts consisted of a combination of both quartzite and dolomite
bedrock, and comprised between 25% and 60% of the unit, with individual clasts up to 1 foot
in diameter.

Shallow Landslide (Qls): This unit was found to be underlying the topsoil unit in TR-1 and
possibly TR-2. The unit was between [ and 3 feet thick, and consisted of stiff to very stiff] dry,
light brown lean CLAY with gravel (CL). Gravel and larger-sized clasts consisted entirely of
subrounded to subangular quartzite, which comprised between 25% and 30% of the unit, with
individual clasts up to 6 inches in diameter. Pinhole voids between 1 and 2 mm in diameter
were abundant within the unit. The unit appeared similar to a cemented colluvial unit observed
in other trenches on Powder Mountain, with the exception that this unit has a distinet slide plane
immediately underlying it.

Wasatch Formation? (Tw): This unit was observed only in TR-2 underlying the Qcq unit and
in contact with weathered and largely unweathered Nounan Dolomite bedrock. The unit was
between 5 and 7 feet thick, and consisted of a medium dense, moist, dark reddish brown clayey
SAND (8C) with gravel gradational to sandy fat CLAY with gravel (CH). Gravel and larger-
sized clasts comprised between 25% and 30% of the unit, and consisted of a combination of
quartzite and dolomite up to 2.5 feet in diameter. The unit is queried in that it appeared very
similar to the Wasatch Formation in color and USCS classification; however, the Wasatch
Formation doecsn’t typically contain dolomite clasts, and the unit was found to have an odd
semi-vertical contact with the Nounan Dolomite.

Nounan Dolomite (Cn): This unit was observed in all seven of the exploration trenches, and
extended in thickness beyond the depths of exploration. The unit typically contained several
feet of highly weathered and oxidized dolomite bedrock overlying the in-situ bedrock. In one
instance (TR-1), a paleosol was developed within the highly-weathered bedrock. The bedrock
was a thinly bedded to massive, sparry to finely sparry, dark gray to bluish gray sandy dolomite
that commonly weathered to a fine sand. Though heavily jointed with blocky jointing, many
individual blocks were hard to very hard.

GEOLOGIC HAZARD ASSESSMENT

Geologic hazard assessments are necessary to determine the potential risk associated with
particular geologic hazards that are capable of adversely affecting a proposed development area,
As such, they are essential in evaluating the suitability of an arca for development and provide
critical data in both the planning and design stages of a proposed development. The geologic
hazard assessment discussion below is based upon a qualitative asscssment of the risk
associated with a particular geologic hazard, based upon the data reviewed and collected as part
of this investigation,
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A “low” hazard rating is an indication that the hazard is either absent, is present in such a remote
possibility so as to pose limited or little risk, or is not anticipated to impact the project in an
adverse way. Arcas with a low-risk determination for a particular geologic hazard do not require
additional site-specific studies or associated mitigation practices with regard to the geologic
hazard in question. A “moderate™ hazard rating is an indication that the hazard has the capability
of adversely affecting the project at least in part, and that the conditions necessary for the
geologic hazard are present in a significant, though not abundant, manner. Arcas with a
moderate-risk determination for a particular geologic hazard may require additional site-
specific studies, depending on location and construction specifics, as well as associated
mitigation practices in the areas that have been identified as the most prone to susceptibility to
the particular geologic hazard. A “high™ hazard rating is an indication that the hazard is very
capable of or currently does adversely affecting the project, that the geologic conditions
pertaining to the particular hazard are present in abundance, and/or that there is geologic
evidence of the hazard having occurred at the area in the historic or geologic past. Areas with a
high-risk determination always require additional site-specific hazard investigations and
associated mitigation practices where the location and construction specifics are directly
impacted by the hazard. For areas with a high-risk geologic hazard, simple avoidance is often
considered.

The following are the results of the geologic hazard assessment for the Phase 1E, IF, and 1G
property.

Landslides/Mass Movement

Landslide deposits have been mapped across the casternmost portion and northern margin of
the property (Coogan and King, 2016; Western Geologic, 2012). Site reconnaissance of these
areas as part of this investigation did not observe clear evidence of landsliding in these areas
(scarps, hummocky topography, etc.), though uneven ground and small slope breaks were
observed. The subsequent trenching performed as part of this investigation was intended to
further define this landslide area. All seven trenches were spotted in locations that were
considered to be potential landslide areas, based upon the site reconnaissance. However,
subsurface evidence of mass-movement was only encountered in trenches TR-1 and TR-2, and
the nature of the mass-movement appeared to be different in these two trenches.

In TR-1, a slickensided slide plane clay was present that had formed on the top of the weathered
bedrock, dipping downslope to the southwest at approximately 16 degrees, A jumbled, shallow
landslide unit was found overlying the slide plane. In TR-2, a similar, though wavy, non-planar
slickensided clay was found overlying the dolomite bedrock. The nature of the surface and
associated shear gave the indication of soil creep, though an odd semi-vertical contact between
the bedrock and possibly the Wasatch Formation was also observed. This contact is interpreted
to be depositional in nature, as a large quartzite boulder and Wasatch-like material was observed
below both the slickensided clay and a weathered dolomite lens that was continuous with the
bedrock (see Figure A-7). This suggests that the boulder and Wasatch-like material was
originally deposited under an overhang of bedrock that subsequently weathered, and post-
depositional soil creep has ensued.
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Given that there are no prominent surficial features indicative of landsliding in the TR-1 and
TR-2 area, the mass-movement deposits associated with these two trenches is considered to be
Pleistocene in age. The approximate trace of the area affected by these deposits is exhibited in
Figure A-5. The deposits are indicative of shallow and not deep-seated landsliding, affecting
only up to approximately 10 feet below the existing grade. Additionally, because the deposits
appear different in TR-1 and TR-2, it is likely that they represent distinet, localized events that
have been highly modified. This is evidenced by a lack of geomorphic expression at the surface,
and multiple feet of topsoil/colluvial cover present in these arcas,

Additional landslide deposits were observed along the southern margin and just south of the
southern margin of the property during the site reconnaissance (see Figure A-5). The trace of
these deposits is far enough south as to not impact any of the proposed development, and these
appear to be shallow slides similar to what was encountered in TR-1 and TR-2.

Given this data, the risk associated with landslide and slope stability hazards on the property is
considered to be low for all areas and lots outside of the landslide outlines shown on Figure A~
5, and moderate for all areas and lots located inside the landslide outlines — this finding
primarily impacts Lot 6R and Lot 119, and potentially Lot SR, Lot 8, and other lots cast of the

property.
Rockfall

Bedrock outcrops are found at a number of places across the property, though these outcrops
largely do not extend more than 10 feet above the ground surface, and in most cases are
weathering out at ground level. Additionally, bedrock blocks that have weathered off the
outcrops were not observed to have been transported downslope more than approximately 50
feet. Given this data, the rockfall hazard associated with most of the property is considered to
be low. The rockfall hazard is considered to be low to moderate for only those limited parts of
the property immediately downslope of an outcrop.

Surface-Fault-Rupture and Earthquake-Related Hazards

A single bedrock fault (inactive) has been mapped on the property, passing through the
southwestern portion of the property (Figure A-4; Coogan and King, 2016). The closest active
fault to the property is the Weber Segment of the Wasatch Fault Zone, located approximately
8.5 miles to the west of the property (USGS and UGS, 2006). Given this information, the risk
associated with surface-fault-rupture on the property is considered low.

The entire property is subject to earthquake-related ground shaking from a large earthquake
generated along the active Wasatch Fault. Given the distance from the Wasatch Fault, the
hazard associated with ground shaking is considered to be moderate. Proper building design
according to appropriatc building code and design parameters can assist in mitigating the hazard
associated with earthquake ground shaking.

Liquefaction

The site 1s underlain by several different Cambrian bedrock units comprised of hard dolomite
and limestone. Bedrock units such as these are not considered susceptible to liquefaction; as
such, the potential for liquefaction occurring at the site is considered low,
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Debris-Flows and Flooding Hazards

The property is located near the top of the ridge that drains to the south and into the South Fork
of the Wolf Creck drainage, and the property is not located adjacent to any active drainages.
Though several small ephemeral drainages are present on the property, the lots are not located
within or adjacent to these drainages. Given these conditions, the debris-flow and flooding
hazards associated with the property are considered to be low.

Shallow Groundwater

Groundwater was not encountered in any of the 16 test pits excavated as part of the geotechnical
investigation (IGES, 2015), nor in the 7 trenches excavated as part of this investigation.
Additionally, ne springs, ponds, or hydrophilic plants indicative of shallow groundwater
conditions were observed on the property during the site reconnaissance,

It is expected that groundwater levels will fluctuate both seasonally and annually; however,
given the existing data, the risk associated with shallow groundwater hazards is considered low,

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Based upon the data collected and reviewed as part of this assessment, IGES makes the
following conclusions regarding the geological hazards present at the Phase 1E, 1F, and 1G
project arca:

¢ The Phase IE, IF, and 1G project appears to have geological hazards that could
potentially adversely affect a portion of the development as currently proposed.
Geological hazards in the form of landslides and other mass-movement processes,
including soil creep, are capable of adversely affecting the lots in the northeastern
part of the property. IGES concludes, however, that the geologic conditions are
such that appropriate mitigation practices (discussed in the recommendations
outlined below) can reduce the level of landslide/mass movement hazard risk to an
acceptable level for development.

o [Landslide hazards are considered to be moderate for Lots 5R, 6R, 119, and 9R. This
designation is based upon the presence of shallow landslide and/or soil creep features
and associated shearing observed in TR-1 and TR-2, and the unknown northwestern
extent of these deposits. Landslide hazards are considered to be low for the remaining
lots on the property, including Lots IR, 2R, 3R, 4R, and 10R.

¢ The preexisting landslide appears to be stable based on the current location of the slide,
estimated soil strengths, current and proposed grades, and limit equilibrium slope
stability analysis performed for the proposed development (IGES, 2015b). Anticipated
grading (construction of homes with basements, moderate cuts and fills for grading
around the homes, etc.) is not expected to alter the stability of the slope in a meaningful
way. The primary concermn for slope instability would be for highly localized ground
movement associated with the older, concealed surficial landslide deposits identified in
TR-1 and TR-2 — this primarily impacts Lots 5R, 6R. Lot 119, and potentially Lot 9R.
However, this hazard can be mitigated with proper excavation and grading within the
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building footprint. Consequently, the site is considered suitable for the proposed
development, provided the recommendations presented in the following
paragraphs are followed.

Earthquake ground shaking is the only hazard that may potentially affect all parts of the
project area and is considered to pose moderate risk, while other hazards have the
potential to affect only limited portions of the project area, or pose minimal risk,

Rockfall hazards are considered to be low to moderate for Lot IR, and low for all other
lots on the property.

Surface-fault-rupture, liquefaction, debris-flow, flooding, and shallow groundwater
hazards are considered to be low for the property.

Given the conclusions listed above, IGES makes the following recommendations:

»

The recommendations provided in the IGES geotechnical report (2015a) and rockery
design submittal (2015b) should be followed for all proposed development on the
subject property, except as amended herein, As a result of the additional subsutface
exploration conducted for this report, the referenced geotechnical report may be
considered to encompass Lots 5R, 6R, and 119 (these three lots were not a part of the
original scope in 2015).

For those arcas identified as having moderate landslide risk, overexcavation of the
landslide deposits and through the slide/shear zones to competent earth materials must
occur preceding the emplacement of footings. In these areas, conventional spread
footings are to be founded upon competent earth materials or appropriately compacted
structural fill that immediately overlies the competent bedrock. The overexcavation
must extend over the entire building footprint (not just the footings), and should extend
a minimum of four feet beyond the exterior foundations.

For Lot IR, to reduce the rockfall hazard risk to low, an earthen berm or rock wall
approximately 3 feet high is recommended on the north side of the proposed structure.

Because landslide deposits are noted on and near the property, an IGES geologist should
observe the foundation excavations to assess the removal of potentially hazardous
landslide deposits and to observe that the foundation footprint has been excavated down
to competent, stable carth materials,

LIMITATIONS

The conclusions and recommendations presented in this report are based on limited geologic
literature review, site reconnaissance, subsurface investigation, and our understanding of the
proposed construction. It should be noted that construction activitics may cxpose adverse
geologic conditions that were hitherto unknown. Thercfore, the geologic hazard classifications
as denoted in this report are potentially subject to change with data collected from additional
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excavations across the property. This report was prepared in accordance with the generally
accepted standard of practice at the time the report was written. No warranty, expressed or
implied, 1s made.

CLOSURE

We appreciate the opportunity to provide you with our services. If you have any questions,
please contact the undersigned at your convenience at (801) 748-4044.

Respectfu!l) Submitted,

Peter E. Doumit, P.G., C.P.G. David A. Glass, P.E.
Senior Geologist Senior Geotechnical Engincer
Attachments:
References
Appendix A Figure A-1 Site Vicinity Map
Figure A-2 Regional Geology Map |
Figure A-3 Regional Geology Map 2
Figure A-4 Regional Geology Map 3
Figure A-5 Local Geology Map

Figures A-6 1o A-12 Trench Logs

Appendix B Laboratory Results

Page 29 of 57




Exhibit E-IGES Project No. 01628-012

REFERENCES

American Geologic Institute (AGI), 2005, Glossary of Geology, Fifth Edition, revised,
Neuendorf, K.K.E., Mehl, Jr. L.P., and Jackson, J.A., editors: American Geological
Institute, Alexandria, Virginia, 783 p.

Anderson, L.R., Keaton, ].R., and Rice, 1.DD,, 1994, Liquefaction Potential Map for the Northern
Wasatch Front, Utah, Complete Technical Report: Utah Geological Survey Contract
Report 94-6, 169 p.

Christenson, G.E., and Shaw, L.M., 2008a, Liquefaction Special Study Areas, Wasatch Front
and Nearby Areas, Utah: Utah Geological Survey Supplement Map to Utah Geological
Survey Circular 106, 1 Plate, Scale 1:250,000.

Christenson, G.E., and Shaw, L.M., 2008b, Surface Fault Rupture Special Study Areas,
Wasatch Front and Nearby Areas, Utah: Utah Geological Survey Supplement Map to
Utah Geological Survey Circular 106, 1 Plate, Scale 1:200,000.

Colton, R.B., 1991, Landslide Deposits in the Ogden 30" x 60° Quadrangle, Utah and Wyoming:
U.S. Geological Survey Open-File Report 91-297, 1 Plate, 8 p., Scale 1:100,000,

Coogan, J.C., and King, 1.K., 2001, Progress Report Geologic Map of the Ogden 30° x 60°
Quadrangle, Utah and Wyoming — Year 3 of 3: Utah Geological Survey Open-File
Report 380, 1 Plate, 33 p., Scale 1:100,000.

Elliott, A.H., and Harty, K.M., 2010, Landslide Maps of Utah, Ogden 30" X 60’ Quadrangle:
Utah Geological Survey Map 246DM, Plate 6 of 46, Scale 1:100,000.

Federal Emergency Management Agency [FEMA], 2015, Flood Insurance Rate Map, Weber
County, Utah: Map Number 49057C0250F, Effective June 1, 2015, Not Printed.

Giraud, R.E., and Shaw, L.M., 2007, Landslide Susceptibility Map of Utah: Utah Geological
Survey Map 228DM, 1 Plate, 15 p., Scale 1:500,000.

Hintze, L.F., 1988, Geologic History of Utah: Brigham Young University Geology Studies
Special Publication 7, Prove, Utah, 202 p,

Intermountain GeoEnvironmental Services, Inc. (IGES), 2012, Preliminary Geotechnical
Investigation: Powder Mountain Resort, Weber County, Utah, IGES Project No. 01628-
001, dated July 26, 2012,

IGES, 2015a, Geotechnical Investigation: Summit Eden Phases 1E, 1F, and 1G, Summit at

Powder Mountain Resort, Weber County, Utah, IGES Project No. 01628-011, dated
September 30, 2015.

whi 2016 IGES, In | L H08-01

Page 30 of 57



Exhibit E-IGES Project No. 01628-012

IGES, 2015b, Rockery Design Package, Phase 1E, IF, and 1G -~ Summit Powder Mountain,
Weber County, Utah, Project No. 01628-011, dated October 1, 2015.

Lund, W.R., 1990, editor, Engineering geology of the Salt Lake City metropolitan area, Utah:
Utah Geological Survey Bulletin 126, 66 p.

Milligan, M.R., 2000, How was Utah's topography formed? Utah Geological Survey, Survey
Notes, v. 32, no.1, pp. 10-11.

Sorensen, M.L., and Crittenden, Jr., M.D., 1979, Geologic Map of the [untsville Quadrangle,
Webet and Cache Counties, Utah: U.S. Geological Survey Geologic Quadrangle Map
GQ-1503, 1 Plate, Scale 1:24,000,

Stokes, W.L., 1987, Geology of Utah: Utah Museum of Natural History and Utah Geological
and Mineral Survey Department of Natural Resources, Salt Lake City, UT, Utah Museum
of Natural History Occasional Paper 6, 280 p.

U.S. Geological Survey and Utah Geological Survey, 2006, Quaternary fault and fold database
for the United States, accessed 3-17-16, from USGS website:
http://earthquakes.usgs.gov/regional/qfaults

Utah Geological Survey (UGS), 2016, Utah Geological Survey Aerial Imagery Collection
hitps://geodata.geology.utah. gov/imagery/

AERIAL PHOTOGRAPHS

Data Set Date Flight Photographs Scale

1947 AAJ August 10, 1946 AAJ 1B 88-90 1:20.000
1947 AAJ August 10, 1946 AAl 2B 34-35 1:20,000
1933 AAI September 14, 1952 [ AAI 3K 130-131 1:20,000
1953 AAI September 14, 1952 [ AAI 4K 34-36 1:20.000
1963 ELK June 25, 1963 ELK 2 202-203 1:15,840
1963 ELK June 25, 1963 ELK 3 57-39 1:15.840

*https://geodata.geology.utah.gov/iimagery/

Utah Geological Survey, 1996, The Wasatch Fault: UGS Public Information Series 40, 17 p.

Weber County, 1988, Landslide Hazard Map of the Huntsville Quadrangle: Compiled by
Mike Lowe, Weber/Davis Counties Geologist, 1 Plate,

Weber County, 2015, Natural Hazards Overlay Districts, Chapter 27 of the Weber County

Code of Ordinances Ordinance No. 2015-22, updated from Chapter 38 of Ordinance of
1956, adopted on December 22, 2015.

nght 20 IGES, Inc 18 R A28.0] 2

Con
opy

Page 31 of 57



Exhibit E-IGES Project No. 01628-012

Western Geologic, 2012, Report: Geologic Hazards Reconnaissance, Proposed Area | Mixed-
Use Development, Powder Mountain Resort, Weber County, Utah, dated August 28,
2012.

Copyright 2016 IGES, Ine 19 RO1628-012

Page 32 of 57



Exhibit E-IGES Project No. 01628-012

APPENDIX A

Page 33 of 57



ibit E-IGES Project No. 01628-012

47°30"

1570000 FEET

11

Ehase4 E *lfF

| \
CACHE NATIONAL
—.T) -FOREST. \__-

*’&q_r,-_.

BASE MAP:
-USGS Huntsville 7.5-Minute v N
Topographic Quadrangle Map (2014) ‘
a 1000 2000
QUADRANGLE LOCATION FEET

3000

FIGURE A-1

SITE VICINITY MAP
PHASE 1E, 1F, 1G

GEOLOGIC HAZARD ASSESSMENT
SUMMIT POWDER MOUNTAIN RESORT

WEBER COUNTY, UTAH

DATE: 11, 18 | scap | .
m:tcr:mmu -aml@lGES

Page 34 of 57




Exhibit E-IGES Project No. 01628-012

\!
§

BASE MAF:

-USGS Huntsville 7.5-Minute
Geologic Quadrangle Map (GQ-1503),
Sorensen and Crittenden, Jr. (1979)

QUADRANGLE LOCATION

1930000 FEFT, 111

1000

2000
FEET

3000

| _‘-.r “__/— ,E
e e
- iy

7

FIGURE A-2a

|
i W08 v .
e e (95| @ IGES

REGIONAL GEOLOGY MAP 1
PHASE 1E, 1F, 1G
GEOLOGIC HAZARD ASSESSMENT

SUMMIT POWDER MOUNTAIN RESORT
WEBER COUNTY. UTAH

Page 35 of 57




Exhibit E-IGES Project No. 01628-012

MAP LEGEND

Qal ALLUVIAL DEPOSITS, UNDIFFERENTIATED (Holocene) —

Unconsolidated gravel, sand, and silt deposits in presently active

stream channels and floodplains; thickness 0-6 m

Qcs COLLUVIUM AND SLOPEWASH (Holocene) — Bouldery colluvium

and slopewash chiefly along eastern margin of Ogden Valley; in part,

. lag from Tertiary units; thickness 0-30 m

- Qft ALLUVIAL FAN DEPOSITS (Holocene) — Alluvial fan deposits;

B postdate, at least in part, time of highest stand of former Lake
Bonneville; thickness. 0-30 m

LANDSLIDE DEPOSITS (Holocene) — thickness 0-6 m

{225 TALUS DEPOSITS (Holocene) — thickness 0-6 m

TKwe | WASATCH AND EVANSTON(?) FORMATIONS, UNDIVIDED
(Eocene, Paleocene, and Upper Cretaceous?) — Unconsolidated
pale-reddish-brown pebble, cobble, and boulder conglomerate; forms
boulder-covered slopes. Clasts are mainly Precambrian quartzite and
are tan, gray, or purple; matrix is mainly poorly consolidated sand
and silt; thickness 0-150 m

ST. CHARLES LIMESTONE (Upper Cambrian) — Includes:

Dolomite member — Thin- to thick-bedded, finely to medium
crystalline, light- to medium-gray, white- to light-gray-weathering,
cliff-forming dolomite; linguloid brachiopods common in basal
15 m; thickness 150-245 m

Worm Creek Quartzite Member — Thin-bedded, fine- to medium-
grained, medium- to dark-gray, tan- to brown-weathering calcareous
quartzitic sandstone; detrital grains well-sorted and well-rounded;
thickness 6 m

NOUNAN DOLOMITE (Upper and Middle Cambrian) — Thin- to
thick-bedded, finely crystalline, medium-gray, light- to medium-gray-
weathering, cliff-forming dolomite; white twiggy structures common
throughout unit; thickness 150-230 m

CALLS FORT SHALE MEMBER OF BLOOMINGTON FORMATION
(Middle Cambrian) — Olive-drab to light-brown shale and light- to
dark-blue-gray limestone with intercalated orange to rusty-brown
silty limestone; intraformational conglomerate common throughout
unit; thickness 23-90 m

FIGURE A-2b
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MAP LEGEND

CAMBRIAN LIMESTONES, UNDIVIDED (Middle Cambrian) —
Includes limestone and Hodges Shale Members of Bloomington
Formation, and Blacksmith and Ute Limestones

- BLACKSMITH LIMESTONE (Middle Cambrian) ) — Medium- to
thin-bedded, light-gray to dark-blue-gray limestone; thin-bedded,
flaggy-weathering, gray to tan silty limestone and interbedded
siltstone; light- to dark-gray dolomite, with some reddish siliceous
partings; thickness 4007 m

UTE LIMESTONE (Middle Cambrian) — Medium- to thin-bedded,
finely crystalline, light- to dark-gray silty limestone with irregular
wavy partings, mottled and streaked surfaces, worm tracks, and
twiggy structures common throughout unit; oolites and Girvanella in
many beds; olive-drab fissile shale interbedded throughout unit.
Includes thin-bedded, gray-weathering, pale-tan to brown dolomite
exposed at base of unit, 18-24 m at head of Geertsen Canyon and
0-3 m elsewhere: thickness 2457 m

GEERTSEN CANYON QUARTZITE (Lower Cambrian) — Includes:

A//// Upper member — Pale-buff to white or flesh-pink quartzite, locally

//’/" streaked with pale red or purple. Coarse-grained; small pebbles occur
throughout unit and increase in abundance downward. Base marked
by zone 30-60 m thick of cobble conglomerate in beds 30 ¢cm to
2 m thick; clasts, 5-10 cm in diameter, are mainly reddish vein
quartz or quartzite, sparse gray quartzite, or red jasper; thickness
730-820 m

Lower member — Pale-buff to white and tan quartzite with irregular
streaks and lenses of cobble conglomerate decreasing in abundance
downward. Lower 90-120 m strongly arkosic, streaked greenish or
pinkish. Feldspar clasts increase in size to 0.6-1.3 c¢cm in lower part of
unit; thickness 490-520 m

~bel Recently active normal fault — Dashed where
inferred. Ticks on downthrown side

et Pre-Tertiary normal fault — Dotted where concealed
Bar and ball on downthrown side

A Thrust fault — Dashed where inferred
Sawtecth on upper plate
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MAP LEGEND

Ume  Landslide and colluvial deposits, undivided (Holocene and Pleistocene) — Poorly sorted to unsorted
clay- to boulder-sized matenial: mapped where landslide deposits are difficult to distinguish from colluvium
(slopewash and soil ereep) and where mapping separate, small, intermmgled aress of landslide and
colluvial deposits is not possible al map scale; locally includes talus and debris flow and flood deposits;
typically mapped where landshdes are thin (“shallow™); also mapped where the blocky or rumpled
morphology that is charactenstic of landslides has been diminished (“smoathed™) by slopewash and soil
creep; cemposition depends on local sources: 6 to 40 feet (2-12 m) thick. These deposils are as unstable as
other landslide units (Qms, Qmsy, Omso).

Qms, Qms?, Qmsy, Qmsy?, Qmso, Qmso?

Landslide deposits (ITolocene and upper and middle? Pleistocene) — Poorly sorted clay- o boulder-
sized material; includes slides, slumps, and locally flows and {loods; generally cliaracterized by hummocky
topography, mam and intemal scarps, and chaotic bedding in displaced blocks; composition depends on
local sources; morphology becomes more subdued with tme and amount of water m matenal dunng
emplacement: Qms mey be in contact with Qms when landslides are different/distinet: thickness highly
variable, up to about 20 w0 30 feel (6-9 m) for small slides, and 80 1o 100 [eet (25-30 m) thick [or larger
landshdes.  Qmsy amd Qmso queried where relative age uncertain, Qms quenied where classification
uncertain. Numerous landshides are too small to show at map scale and more detailed maps shown in the
index to geologic mapping should be exammned.

Qms without a suffix s mapped where the age s uncertain (though likely Holocene and'or late
Pleistocene ), where portions of slide complexes have different ages but cannot be shown separately at map
scale. or where boundaries Letween slides of different ages are not distinet.  Estimated time of
emplacement is indicated by relatve-age letter suffixes with: Qmsy mapped where landshdes deflect
streams or falures are in Lake Bonneville deposits, amd scarps are variably vegetated, Qmso typically
mapped where deposits are “perched” above present dramages, rumpled morphology typical of mass
movements has been diminished, andéor younger surficial deposils cover or cut Qmso. Lower perched
Qmso deposils are at Qao heights above drainages (95 ka and older) and the higher perched deposits may
correlate with high level alluvium (QTa_j (hkely older than 780 ka) (see table 1), Suffixes v and o indicate
probable Tolocene and Pleistocene nges. respectively, with all Qmso likely emplaced before Lake
Bomeville transgression. These older deposils are as unstable as other shides, and are easily reachvated
with the addition of water, be it imigation or septic tank drain lelds.

Qmg, Qmg?
Mass-movement and glacial deposits, undivided (Holocene and Pleistocene) — Unsorted and
unstratified clay, silt, sand, and gravel, mapped where glacial deposits Jack typical moraine morphology,
and appear to have failed or moved down slope, also mapped in upper Strawberry Bowl (Snow Basin
quadrangle) where glacial deposits have lost their distinet morphology and the contacts between them and
colluvium and talus in the cirques cammot be mapped, likely less than 30 feet (9 m) thick, but may be
thicker in Mantua, James Peak, North Ogden, Huntsville, and Peterson quadrangles.

Tw, Tw?
Wasatch Formation (Eocene and upper Paleocene) — Typically red to brownish-red sandstone, siltstone,
mudstone, and conglomerate with nuner gray limestone and marlstone locally (see Twl); lighter shades of
red, yellow. tan, and light gray present locally and more common in uppermost part, complicating mapping,
of contacts with overlying simtlarly colored Norwood and Fowkes Formations: clasts typically rounded
Neoproterozoie and Paleczoie sedimentary rocks. mainly Necproterozoic and Cambrian quartzite; basal
conglomerate more gray and less likelv to Le red, and containing more locallv derived angular clasts of
himestone, dolomite and sandstone, typically from Paleozoie strata, for example in northem Causey Dam

BASE MAPS: — FIGURE A-4b
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LITHOLOGIC UNIT DESCRIPTIONS:

1. A/B Soil Horizon: ~2' thick: dark yellowish brown (10YR 4/2) lean CLAY with
gravel (CL), loose, slightly moisl, low plasticity, massive; upper ~1'is A-Horzon
with abundant plant and tree roots with less clast concentration (~15%) than
underlying B-Horizon; basal ~1' is B-Horizon with clast concentration ~30-40% of
unit; clasts entirely subrounded o subangular pale yellowish orange (10YR 8/8)
quartzite up lo 1.5 in diameter, lhough mode size is 4-6"; sharp, planar basal
contact,

2. Shallow Landslide: ~2-3' thick; light brown (5YR 6/4) lean CLAY with gravel
(CL), stiff to very sliff, dry, low plaslicity, massive, jagged expression on wall of
trench; unit is identical to cemented colluvium unit seen slsewhere on Powder

Mountain; blocky texture; gravel and larger-sized clasts comprise ~25-30% of unit:

clasts are enlirely subrounded to subangular pale yellowish crange (10YR 8/6)
quartzite up to 6" in diameter, though madea size is 3-4°, with almost equal
proportion of subrounded and subangular clasts; abundant pinholes (1-2 mm)
throughoul; clasts irregularly spread through unit; unit underlain by dark red slide
plane: sharp, irregular basal contact.

3. Paleosol: ~2-3' thick: dark reddish brown {10R 3/4) to dark yeliowish
brown {10YR 4/2); mottled appearance: sandy fal CLAY with grave! {CH),
sliff, slightly moist, moderate plasticily, thickly bedded (>5"); gravel and
larger-sized clasts comprise ~25-30% of unit; clasts are entirely angular,
very finely sparry, thinly bedded, medium dark gray (N4) dolomite up to 5% in
diamater, though mode size is 1-2"; pinhales thraughout (1-2 mm diameter),
upparmosl 5" is dark red slide plane that exhibits slickensides, sharp,
irregular basal contact.

4. Nounan Dolomite: >4’ thick; medium dark gray (N4) to medium gray (N5)
siity colomite, very finely sparry, finely bedded (< 1 cm); partly
weathered/oxidized; blocky jointing: weathers to fine sand in places; bedding
orientation unclear due to weathering, though upslope portion may have
relict orientation of N4O™W, 9°NE.

FIGURE A-6
TR-1 LOG

PHASE 1E, 1F, 1G

GEOLOGIC HAZARD ASSESSMENT]
SUMMIT POWDER MOUNTAIN
WEBER COUNTY, UTAH
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LITHOLOGIC UNIT DESCRIPTIONS:

1.A/B Soil Horizon: ~1.5-2' thick; grayish brown (3Y 3/2) te dark reddish brown (10R 3/4) 3. Wasatch Fm?: <57 thick. datk reddish brown (108 34) conglemeratic Bedrock “ —oc mm > N
Iean GLAY with gravel (CL). loose. moist. low plasticity, massive; gravel and larger-sized nearly entirely disaggragaled into clayey SAND (SC) with gravel gradational to sandy w
clasts comprise ~10-15% of unit: clasts consist of ~90% pale yellowish orange (10YR 8/6) fal CLAY with gravel (CH), medium dense, meist, moderate plaslicity, massive, gravel
subrounded lo subanguiar quartzite, and ~10% medium gray (NS}, angular, finely sparry and larger-sized casts comprise -26-30% of unit; casts aro -60% quartzite as above .—-m N _Ioo
dolomite; clasts are up 1o &7 in diameter, though mode size ~17; abundant plant and free roots; and ~40% dolomile as above, and up to 2.5' in diameter: common pinholss throughout =,
sharp. wavy basal contact. (1 mm); occasional plant and tree roats; possible landshde deposit?

4. Highly Weathered Badrock: 4a: up to 5 thick: biocky dolomite bedrock, possibly
bedrock colluvium waalhared into dark reddish brown (10R 3/4) to dark yallowish
2.Colluvium {Qeq): ~1-1.5' thick; dark yellowish orange (10YR 85} lo moderate yellowish brown brown (10YR 4/2) clayey GRAVEL (GC). medium dense. slightly moist, low plasticly,

[10YR 5/4) lean CLAY with gravel (CL) gradational to clayey GRAVEL (GC), medium stiff, massive; langsly clast-supported, with entirely dolomite clasts comprising ~50-70% of PHASE 1 m. 1 —u. 1G
maist, moderats plasticity, massive; gravel and larger-sized clasts comprise =30-60% of unit; subunit and up 1o 1.5'in diameter; 4b: up to 4' thick: dark recdish brown (10YR 3/4) 1o

clasis are almost exclusively subrounded to subangular quartzite as above, up to 10" in medium gray (NS) clayey BAND with gravel (SC), medium dense, moist, moderate

diameter, though made size ~3-4"; matrix-supparted, and norh side of trench appears plasticity. same relict banding, matrix-supporled, with entiraly dolomite clasts JGEOLOGIC HAZARD ASSESSMENT]
reversely graded; abundant pinholes throughaut (1-2 mm); clasts appear imbricaled comprising ~25-30% of subunit and up to 14" in diameter. SUMMIT POWDER MOUNTAIN

d lope; simi hall i in TR-1, though no

evident n.‘eom-uihﬂuamy_anw:” Wﬁﬂﬂﬁmﬂ“ﬂmﬂ arp, _nmamﬁw“wwuw_qwhwﬂnﬁzmg_n el 5. Nounan Dolamite: >5' thick: madium gray [NS) to medium dark gray (N4) to dark WEBER COUNTY, UTAH

reddish brown (10R 3/4) sandy dolomite bedrock, finely sparry, thinly bedded in places;
nighly weatherad to fine sand in places: highly inconsistantly weatherad, with soma
hard ta very hard dolomite blocks next 1o patches of sand, most blocks moderalely

: 12/13/2018 | SCALE:| =, .
hard; blocky jointing. PROJECT. 01628-012)1 "= L ‘ -ﬂmm
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LITHOLOGIC UNIT DESCRIPTIONS:

1. A/B Soil Horizon: ~1-1.5" thick; dark yellowish brown (10YR 4/2) to moderate
yellowish brown (10YR 5/4) lean CLAY with gravel (CL), loose, slightly moist, low
plasticity, massive; gravel and larger-sized clasts comprise ~5-10% of unit; clasts
entirely pale yellowish orange (10YR &/6) subrounded to subangular quarizite up
to 4" in diameter, though mode size <17, abundant plant and tree roots, though
largely restricted to uppermast ~6" of unit.

2. Colluvium (Qeg): ~2' thick; dark yellowish brown (10YR 4/2) to lighl brown
(SYR 6/4) gravelly lean CLAY (CL} gradational lo clayey GRAVEL (GC), medium
Sl Lo loose, slightly moisl, low plasticity, massive: gravel and larger-sized clasts
comprise ~50-75% of unit; matrix-supported, though locally clast-supported:; clasts
are entirely subrounded to subangular pale yellowish orange {10YR 8/6) quartzite
up to 10" in diameter, though mode size ~4"; comman plant and tree roots; sharp.
wavy basal contact.

3. Bedrock Colluvium (Qeb): ~5-6 thick; dark reddish brown (10R 34} to
dark yellowish orange (10YR €/6); silty CLAY wilh gravel (CL), stiff to very
stiff, slightly moist, low plasticity, massive; gravel and larger-sized clasts
comprise ~30-50% of unit, and increase in frequency with depth; clasts are
enlirely angular and blocky, finely sparry, medium gray (N5) dolomite up to 1'
in diameter, though mode size is -2"; possible downslape imbrication of
clasts; very similar in appearance to Wasalch Formation, except not as

FIGURE A-8
TR-3LOG

sandy and no quarlzite; uppermest ~6"-1' is largely devoid of clasts and is
pinholed (<1 mmj; may grade with depth into highly weathered bedrock:
occasional to comman plant and tree roots; gradational, irreqular basal
contact,

4. Nounan Dolomite: =5 thick, medium gray (N5) to medium dark gray (N4} |
sandy dolomile, finely sparry to sparry, massiva; parlly weathered/oxidized
lo moderate reddish brown (10R 4/6); heavily fractured and jointed with
blacky jointing; commen calcite stringers and nodules; blocks are largely
hard to very hard; weathers io fine sand in places; occasional plant and tree
rosts in fractures; discontinuaus clay lens at top of unit may be indicative of

PHASE 1E, 1F, 1G

GEOLOGIC HAZARD ASSESSMENT]
SUMMIT POWDER MOUNTAIN
WEBER COUNTY, UTAH

soil creep: badding ariantation unclear due to weathering.

OATE: 12/13, SCALE: | .~ -
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LITHOLOGIC UNIT DESCRIPTIONS:

1. A/B Soil Horizon: ~2-3' thick; dark yellowish brawn (10YR 4/2) to dark reddish
brown (10R 3/4) lean CLAY with gravel (CL), loose, sligntly moist, low plasticity,
massive; gravel and larger-sized clasts comprise ~5-10% of unit; clasts are ~75%
pale yellowish orange (10YR &/6) subrounded guartzite and ~25% medium gray
(NS5} to medium dark gray (N4) subrounded finely sparry dolomite with calcite
nodules angd stringers; clasts are up lo 15" in diameter, though mode size <1%
abundant plant and tree roots; gradational, irregular basal contact.

2. Colluvium (Qcb): ~1-1.5' thick, dark yallowish brown (10YR 4/2) to moderale
reddish brown (10R 4/8) gravelly lean CLAY (CL) gradaticnal to clayey GRAVEL
{GC). loose, slightly moist. low plasticity, massive; gravel and larger-sized clasts
comprise ~50-60% of unit, though matrix-supported; clasts are ~75% pale
yellowish orange (10YR 8/6) subrounded quartzite and ~25% subrounded to
subangular medium gray (N5) dolomite as above and white (N9) dolomitic
quartzite; clasts are up to 8" in diameter, though maode size ~2-4"; common plant
and tres roots; sharp, planar basal conlact.

3. Highly Weathered Bedrock: ~4' thick: moderate reddish brown (10R 4/6)
to dark yellowish orange (10YR 6/6); dolomite bedrock almast entirely
disaggregated inlo clayey GRAVEL wilh sand (GC), medium dense, slightly
maist, massive, gradational batween clast and malrix-supported; sand is
fine-grained, and comprisad of angular grains of dolomite and quartzile;
gravel and larger-sized clasls comprise ~50-80% of unit; clasts are entirely
angular medium gray {N§) to madium dark gray (N4) finely sparry dolomile
with abundant calcite stringers and nodules, and up to 87 in diameter, though
maode size <17, base of unit is ~1" thick dark yellowish orange o dark reddish
vrown (10R 3/4) sandy fat CLAY (CH) with abundant pinholes (up to 1 mm)
and may represent creep surface; becomes clayey with depth; commen plant
and tree roots; gradational, irregular basal contact.

4. Nounan Dolomite: >’ thick: medium gray (N5) to medium dark gray (N4)
sandy dolomite, finely sparry to sparry, massive; common calcite slringers
and nodules; partly weathered/oxidized, heavily fractured and jeinted with
blacky jointing, though still largely hard to very hard; occasional roots within
fractures; bedding orientation nat discernible,

FIGURE A-9
TR-4 LOG

PHASE 1E, 1F, 1G

GEOLOGIC HAZARD ASSESSMENT]
SUMMIT POWDER MOUNTAIN
WEBER COUNTY, UTAH
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LITHOLOGIC UNIT DESCRIPTIONS:

1. Colluvium (Qcb): ~1-1.5 thick; dark yellowish brown (10YR 4/2) to light brown
(5YR 6/4) lean CLAY with gravel (CL). loose, moist, low plaslicity, massive; A/B
topsail forming on and within unit such that it is indistinguishable fram unit;
organic-rich lopsoil only in uppermost —4-6"; gravel and larger-sized clasts
comprise ~25-30% of unit; clasts are ~80% pale yellowish orange (10YR B/6)
subrounded quarlzile and ~20% angular medium dark gray (N4} finely sparry
dolomite 10 limestone with abundant calcite veining: clasts are up to 2’ in diameter,
though mode size ~6-8"; abundant plant and tree rools: sharp, irregular basal
contact.

2. Highly Weathered Bedrock: ~2-4' thick; maderate yellowish brown (1DYR 5/4)
to medium gray (N5) dolomite bedrack largely disaggregated to silty GRAVEL
(GC), medium dense, slightly maist, low plasticity, massive; clast-supported;
gravel and larger-sized clasts comprise ~75% of unit, and are entirely angular,
blocky dolomife as above up to 1' in diameter, though mode size ~2-37; silty,
sandy matrix with some lean clay; common plant and tree roots; gradalional,
irregular basal contacl.

3. Nounan Dolomite: >5' thick; medium dark gray (N4) to medium gray (N5)
sandy dolomite, finaly sparry lo sparry, massive, common white calcite
veining and small (up to 5 mm) nodules; weathers lo dark yellowish orange
(10YR €/6}; weathers to fine sand in places, partially oxidized, though mast
blocks are still hard 10 very hard; highly fractured and jointed, though
bedding and jointing are indiscernible,

FIGURE A-10
TR-5LOG

* Excavator noted that this was the hardest trench to dig.

PHASE 1E, 1F, 1G

GEOLOGIC HAZARD ASSESSMENT]
SUMMIT POWDER MOUNTAIN
WEBER COUNTY, UTAH
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LITHOLOGIC UNIT DESCRIPTIONS:

1. A/B Soil Horizon: ~1-1.5' thick; grayish brown (5Y 3/2) to brownish black (5YR 2/1)
loan CLAY with gravel (CL), madium stff, slightly moist, low plasticity, massive; siity;
gravel and largor-sized clasts comprise ~10-15% of unit; clasts are ~85% medium gray
(N5} subrounded quarlzite and ~15% pale yellowish orange (10YR 8/6) weathering,
white (N9} subangular to subrounded sparry delomite: clasts are up to 6" in diameter:
basal -1' is mederate reddish brown {10R 4/6) s1iff, lean clay, possibly colluvium derived
from Wasatch Fm; sharp, irregular basal contact.

2. Highly Weathered Bedrock: -2.5-5' thick: dark reddish brown (10R 3/4) lo dark
yellowish orange (10YR 6/6); pessibly colluvium, though some in situ delomite hedrock
blocks; disaggregated into clayey GRAVEL with sand (GC), medium dense, slightly
maist, low plasticity, massive; sand component increases with depth; gravel and
larger-sized clasts comprise ~50-80% of unit: clasis are entirely very pale blue (58 &/2)
angular, sparry, quartzitic dolomite up 1o 1' in diameter; unit containg a possible buried
topsoil belween stations 15 and 20, though this is likely slough from excavation or
deeper roots associated with the jointing in the weathered badrock.

3, Nounan Dolomite: >11" thick; very light gray (N8) to dark gray {N3) silty
dolomite, sparry, fire ta medium-bedded (up to 4"); highly weatherad/oxidized 10
sand or soft bedrack in between clay seams; contains multiple dark reddish brawn
(10R 3/4) fat clay seams, with slickensides observed on northemmost seam; all
clay seams are pinholed and dip upslope: abundant fractures and jointing
throughout,

FIGURE A-11
TR-6 LOG

PHASE 1E, 1F, 1G

GEOLOGIC HAZARD ASSESSMENT]
SUMMIT POWDER MOUNTAIN

WEBER COUNTY, UTAH
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LITHOLOGIC UNIT DESCRIPTIONS:

1. A/B Soil Horizon: -1-1.5' thick; grayish brown (5Y 3/2) to brownish black (5YR 2/1)
lean CLAY with gravel {(CL), medium stiff, slightly moist, low plasticity, massiva; silty;
gravel and larger-sizad clasts comprise ~10-15% of unit: clasts are ~85% medium gray
(N5) subrounded quartzite and ~15% pale yellowish orange (10YR &8/6) weathering,
white (N9} subangular 1o subreunded sparry dolomite; clasts are up to 67 in diameter,
basal ~1' is mederate reddish brown (10R 4/6) siff, lean clay, possibly colluvium derved
from Wasatch Fm; abundant plant and tfree raots; sharp, irregular basal conlact.

2. Highly Weathered Bedrock: Subunit 2a; =2 5.3 5" thick; cark reddish brown {10R
3/4) to dark yellowish orange (10YR 6/6) dolomile bedrock, possibly colluvium, though
some in situ blocks; largely disaggregated to clayey GRAVEL with sand {GC), medium
dense, slighlly moist, low plasticity, massive: sand component increases with depth;
fewer clasts to south; gravel and larger-sized clasts comprise ~50-80% of subunit;
clasts enlirely very light gray (MB) to white (N9) sparry sandy dolomita that weathers to
pale yellowish orange (10YR 8/6) and dark yellowish orange; clasts are moderately hard
to hard, angular to subrounded, heavily jointed, and up 1o 1.5' in diameter; comman
plant and tree roots; sharp, iregular basal contact,

2. Highly Weathered Bedrock: Suburit Zb: up to 3" thick, light gray (N7 to dark
yellowish orange (10YR &/6); well graded SAND with graval (SW), loose, slightiy
maist, massive; gravel and larger-sized clasts comprise ~10-15% of subunit,
entirely dolomite as above up to 8" diameter; sand s medium-grained and
angular, comprised of both dolomite and quanzite grains: accasional te commaon
plant and tree roots; likely derived Trom soft bedrock; sharp, iregular basal
contact,

3. Nounan Dalomite: >5' thick; very pale blue |SB B/2) sandy dolomite, sparry to
linely sparry, massive; hard to very hard, partially weathered o fine-grained sand,
commonly oxidized to moderate roddish brown (10R 4/6); heavily jointed with
blocky joinling; contains a —1' thick dark gray (N3} finely sparry dolomile bed;
becomes finely sparry with depth.

FIGURE A-12
TR-7 LOG

PHASE 1E, 1F, 1G

GEOLOGIC HAZARD ASSESSMEN
SUMMIT POWDER MOUNTAIN
WEBER COUNTY, UTAH

DATE: 12/15,/2018 | SCALE:
e et | @ IGES'
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Exhibit E-IGES Project No. 01628-012

APPENDIX B
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Water Content and Unit Weight of Soil
(In General Accordance with ASTM D7263 Methaod B and D2216)
Project: Summit - Phase 1E/F/G
No: 01628-012
Location: Powder Mountain, UT
Date: 10/10/2016
By: BSS/ET/NB

w IGES

IGES 2006, 2016

~ Boring No.J TR-1 TR-1 TR-2
ié Sample
= Depthf  4.0' 7.0' 6.0'
E : Sjplil Yes No No
Split sicve]  3/8"
Total sample i2)f 3999.50
Moist coarse fraction il’.)l 1003.10
Moist split fraction ()] 2996.40
Sample height, H ﬁn'l’
Sample diameter, D 1:in‘ll
Mass rings + wet soil (g)
Mass rings/tare (g)
Moist unit wt., y,, (pef)
Wet soil + tare (o) 1313.48
Dry soil + lare !upl 1304.91
Tare (m]_310.40
Water content 1“-;)' 0.9
Wet soil + tare (o 357.30 | 464.20 | 2069.78
Dry soil + larctu]l 341,12 § 411.15 § 1R04.30
Tare (] 124.68 126.91 409.82
Water content (%) 7.5 18,7 19,0
Water Content, w (%) 5.7 18.7 19.0

Dry Unit Wt., y, (peD]

Entered by:

Reviewed:
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No: 01628-012

Location: Powder Mountain, UT

Date: 10/12/2016
By: BRR

Plastic Limit

Liguid Limit, Plastic Limit, and Plasticity Index of Soils

(ASTM D4318)
Project: Summit - Phase 1E/F/G

@ IGES

@ IGES 2004, 2016

Boring No.: TR-1
Sample:
Depth: 4.0
Description: Reddish brown lean clay

Preparation method: Wet
Liquid limit test method: Multipoint

Determination No | 2
Wet Soil + Tare (g)]  28.02 27.91
Dry Soil + Tare (g)] 27.09 27.03
Water Loss (g)]  0.93 (.88
Tare (g)] 21.53 21.75
Dry Soil (g)] 5.56 5.28
Water Content, w (%) 16.73 16.67
Liquid Limit
Determination No 1 2 3
Number of Drops, N 33 26 17
Wet Soil + Tare (g)] 31.41 30.44 30.71
Dry Soil + Tare (g)| 2937 28.56 28.56
Water Loss (2)]  2.04 1.88 2.15
Tare (g)] 21.91 22.00 21.35
Dy Soil (g)]  7.46 6.56 7.2]
Water Content. w (%) 27.35 28.66 29.82
One-Point LL (%) 29

Liquid Limit, LL (%) 29
Plastic Limit, PL (%)] 17
Plasticity Index, PI (%) 12

Water content (%)

7, R ——
] Flow Curve

e

L]
?"- -
wn ~o
LT
~
c
!
£
L=

10 ) 100
Number of drops, N

Entered by:
Reviewed:

Plastic Index (P1)
()
=)

60

50 1

40 A

Plasticity Chart

ML

0

30 40 30 60 70 80 90 100
Ligud Limit (LL)

£2PROJECTSUM 628 Powder Mountain'©12_Summil'[ALv1 xlsm}1
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Liguid Limit, Plastic Limit, and Plasticity Index of Seils
(ASTM D4318)

Project: Summit - Phase 1E/F/G

wIGES
@ IGES 2004, 2018
Boring No.: TR-1
No: 01628-012 Sample:
Location: Powder Mountain, UT Depth: 7.0/
Date: 10/12/2016
By: BRR

Description: Reddish brown fat clay
Preparation method: Wet
Plastic Limit

Liquid limit test method: Multipoint
Determination No 1 2
Wet Soil + Tare (g)] 27.88 28.33
Dry Soil + Tare (g)] 26.89 27.34
Water Loss (g)]  0.99 0.99
Tare ()] 21.56 22.08
Dry Soil (g)] 5.33 5.26
Water Content, w (%) 18.57 18.82
Liquid Limit
Determination No 1 p 3
Number of Drops, N| 33 26 18
Wet Soil + Tare (g)] 29.52 29.23 28.84
Dry Soil + Tare (g)] 2698 | 26.76 | 26.47
Water Loss (2)]  2.54 2.47 2.37
Tare (z)] 22.00 22.10 22.12
Dry Soil (g)] 498 4.66 4.35
Water Content, w (%) 51.00 53.00 54,48
One-Point LL (%) 53
Liquid Limit, LL (%)| 53
Plastic Limit, PL (%)| 19
Plasticity Index, PI (%)| 34
55 60
] Flow Curve Plasticity Chart
545 & "
] \ 50
54 ‘-,‘
-~ 535 "‘. 40
E 53 .l"(\ g
G 52.5 \ =
5 ' 2
3 52 =20
515 4
' [0
51 © 8 ML
50.5 r 0 . . - ' ;
10 ) 100 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 ¥0 90 100
Number of drops. N Liquid Limit (LL)
Entered by:
Reviewed:

Z2PROJECTSON628_Powder_MountainH 2_Summit{ALvl xlsm]2
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Amount of Material in Soil Finer than the No. 200 (75um) Sieve

(ASTM 21140}
Project: Summit - Phase 1E/F/G
No: 01628-012
Location: Powder Mountain, UT
Date: 10/11/2016
By: BSS/ET/NB

@ IGES

© IGES 2010, 20186

Boring NoJ  TR-1 TR-1 TR-2
—% Sample
= Depth) 4.0° 7.0¢ 6.0'
g split]  Yes No No
P Split Sieve*y  3/8"
Method] B B B
Specimen soak time {min )I 240 460 200
Moist total sample wi_ ()} 3999.50 | 337.20 | 1659.96
Moist coarse fraction {(g)f 1003.11
Muoist split fraction + tare tu)l 357.30
Split fraction tare ()] _124.68
Dry split fraction G:z)l 216.44
Dry retained No. 200 + tare ()} 203.15 191.76_§ 1207.41
Wash tare ()} 124.68 126.91 | 409.82
No. 200 Dry wt. retained {g)] 7847 64.85 797.59
Split sieve® Dry wt. retained (@) 994,54
Diry total sample wio ()] 3782.51 | 284.24 | 1394.48
Muoist soil + tare {#)} 1313.48
Drv soil + tare {z)] 1304.91
Tare (2)) 31040
Water content (%)) 0.86
. Muoist soil + tare (g) 357.30 464.20 § 2069.73
-,-"_; i:‘ Drv soil +tare {;)f 341,12 | 411.15 | [R04.30
v B Tarc {w)] 124.68 126.91 § 409.82
- Water content (%)) 748 1R.66 19,04
Percent passing split sieve® (%) 73.7
Percent passing No. 200 sieve %)I 47.0 77.2 42.8

Entered by:

Reviewed:

Vot 012 Summe {FIVESY x|

Page 53 of 57




Amount of Material in Soil Finer than the No. 200 (75um) Sieve Q IGES
(ASTM D1140) © IGES 2010, 2016
Project: Summit - Phase 1E/F/G
No: 01628-012
Location: Powder Mountain, UT
Date: 10/11/2016
By: BSS/ET/NB

Boring No.J] TR-1 TR-1 TR-2
& Sample
= Depih] _ 4.0' 70|60
g Split] Yes No No
7 Split Sieve*]  3/8"
Method B B B
Specimen soak time (min)f 240 460 200

Moist total sample wi. (o)} 3999.50 | 337.29 § 1659.96
Moist coarse fraction {#)] 1003.11
Maist split fraction + tare {z)} 357.30
Split fraction tarc (2)f 124,68
Dry split fraction {g)] 216.44
Dry retained No. 200 + tare (o)} 203.15 191.76_§ 1207.41
Wash tare ()} 124,68 126,91 409.82
No. 200 Drv wi. retained (o)) 7847 64,85 797.59
Split sieve* Drv wt. retained (o)f 994,54
Dry total sample wi. :::;I 378251 | 28424 | 139448
Moist soil + tare ()] 1313.48
Dry soil + tare ()] 1304.91
Tare (2} 310.40

Water content {‘-:-n}l 0.86
Moist soil + tare (] 357.30 | 464.20 | 2069.78

Fraction

|-
;é Dry soil + tare ()} 341,12 | 411.15 | 1804.30
@B Tare (] 124.68 | 12691 | 400.82

Water content (%0)]  7.48 18.66 19,04

Percent passing split sieve* (%)} 73.7
Percent passing No. 200 sieve (%) 47.0 77.2 42.8

Entered hy:

Rn‘\s‘il‘“'i‘df - ] Z: PROJECTSOLn2Y Powder Mountun 1) Summe |FINESy 5 a1
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Exhibit E-IGES Project No. 01628-012

(ASTM D6913)
Project: Summit - Phase I E/F/G
No: 01628-012
Location: Powder Mountain, UT
Date: 10/11/2016

@ IGES
© IGES 2004, 2018
Boring No.: TR-2

Sample:
Depth: 9.0
Descri])tioni Reddish brown clayey sand with gravel

By: NB
Water content data
Split: No Moist soil + tare (g): - 4828.20
- Dry soil + tare (g): - 3985.20
Moist Dry Tare (g): - 934.92
Total sample wt. (g):  3893.28 305028 Water content (%): 0.0 27.6
Split fraction: 1,000
Accunt. | Grain Size| Percent
Sieve Wi. Rel, (¢ (mm) Finer
8" B 200 -
6" - 150 -
4" - 100 -
£ - 75 -
1.5" - 375 100.0
34" 182,36 19 94.0
3/8" 431.59 9.5 839
No.4 624.66 4.75 79.5
No.10 797.50 2 73.9
No.20 934,54 (.85 69.4
No.40 1055.13 0.425 65.4
No.60 1160.44 0.25 62.0
No.100 1270.86 0.15 383
No.140 1367.71 0.106 55.2
No.200 1534.38 0.075 49.7
3in 3/4n No4  No.lo No.40 No.200
100 r—=8 7
| tJ\E i Gravel (%): 20.5
90 | 4 | Sand (%): 29.8
| | Fines (Ya): 49.7
801 !
70 : i '
B [ [ ;
z 6011 I ;
z 11 | |
T 50| z |
= ' ' L
40 i | 1
£ i
g | l P
$ 3011 | ! *
= | ‘ I 3 |
20 41 ! | | ‘
| | | 1 ‘
10 41 [ o]
| | i f
o ur, ; ‘
100 10 1 0.1 0.01

Entered by:
Reviewed:

Grain size (mm)

2 PROIECTS 1028 _Powder_Mounean'012_Summa [GSvExia |t
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Exhibit E-IGES Project No. 01628-012

(ASTM D6Y13)
Project: Summit - Phase I E/F/G
No: 01628-012
Location: Powder Mountain, UT
Date: 10/11/2016

Boring No.: TR-4
Sample:
Depth: 4.0°

@ IGES

© IGES 2004, 2016

Description: Reddish brown clayey gravel with sand

By: NB
Water content data C.F.(+3/4") S.F.{-3/4")
Split: Yes Moist soil + tare (g): 12818.00  1826.68
Split sieve: 34" Dry soil + tare (g):  12736.60  1739.27
Motst Dry Tare (g): 882.14 330.87
Total sample wt. (g): 25631.86  24726.44 Water content (%a): 0.7 6.2
£3/4" Coarse fraction (g): 11477.27  11399.00
-3/4" Split fraction (g): 149581 1408.40
Split fraction:  0.539
Accum. | Grain Size| Percent
Sieve Wi. Rel. (g (mm) Finer
8" - 200 -
6" - 150 -
4" - 100 100.0
3" 2386.10 75 Q0.4
15" 7534.70 375 69.5
34" 11399.00 19 33.9 «—Split
3/8" 220.76 9.5 455
No.d 280.36 4.75 43.2
No.10 299,77 2 424
No.20 312,94 0.85 419
No.40 340.25 0.425 40.9
No.60 414,41 0.25 38.0
No.100 602.79 0.15 30.8
No.140 747.97 0.106 253
No.200 §98.21 0.075 19.5
3m 34 in Nod4  No.lb No.40 No.200
100 [g T .
| Gravel (%): 36.8
90 Sand (%): 23.6
11 Fines (%): 19.5
80 |
|
= 011
i |
2601
¥y |
= S0 |
@
= |
= 40 | |
g 1 |
v
s 30 | |
= | I |
20 41 | | i
| : | i |
10 11 il | { |
] | ? | : |
0 1 | 1 i L. §
100 10 1 0.1 0.01
Entered by: Grain size (mm)
Reviewed: ZPROIECTS 01828 Powder_ Muuneun'012_Summi [GSDv xbx 2
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Exhibit E-IGES Project No. 01628-012

@ IGES
(ASTM D6913) © IGES 2004, 2016
Project: Summit - Phase I E/F/G Boring No.: TR-7
No: 01628-012 Sample:
Location: Powder Mountain, UT Depth: 4.5
Date: 10/11/2016 Description: Brown sand with silt
By: NB
Water content data C.F.(+3/8") S.F.(-3/8")
Split: Yes Moist soil + tare (g):  353.93 570.15
Split sieve: 38" Dry soil + tare (g):  551.81 564.46
Moist Dry Tare (g): 21099 205.98
Total sample wt. (g):  5204.24 512555 Water content (%): 0.6 1.6

+3/8" Coarse fraction (g):  277.38 275.67
-3/8" Split fraction (g):  364.17 33848

Split fraction: 0,946

Accum. | Grain Sizc] Percent
Sieve Wi Rel (gf  (mm) Finer
8" - 200 -
6" - 150 -
4" - 100 -
3" - 75 100.0
15" 148.31 375 97.1
3/4" 238,80 19 95.3
3/8" 275,67 935 94.6 «—Split
No.4 2.17 4.75 94.0
No.10 2,72 2 93.9
No.20 11.92 0.85 91.5
No.40 65.72 0.425 77.3
No.60 162,93 0.25 51.6
No.100 266,01 0.15 244
No.140 309.12 0.106 13.0
No.200 33249 0.075 6.9
3in 34 in No4 No.l0o No.40 No.200
[
0 ] T\E'“ﬁ I . Gravel (%): 6.0
9 | 1 E Sand (%): 87.2
| 1 | Fines (%): 6.9
80 | | '
g "9 ' .’
..:..‘ | | :
80 I g
z_ | L
= S0 | !
E | | |
= 40 | | |
] ‘
z l l 3
s 30| | !
r [ I :
20 11 | i
| |
10 41 | i
| | i
0 L : L
100 10 1 0.1 0.01
Entered by: Grain size (mm)
Reviewed: 2 PROIECTS 01624 Powder_ Mounesin'012_Summie (GSDV xsa 3
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Staff Report for Administrative Subdivision
Approval

Weber County Planning Division

Application Information
Application Request: Consideration and action on an administrative application for final approval of the
Creager Subdivision No. 2, a small subdivision consisting of 3 lots containing

approximately 5.27 acres per lot.

Type of Decision: Administrative
Agenda Date: Wednesday, January 11, 2017
Applicant: Verl and Gaye Creager
File Number: UvC 121616
Property Information
Approximate Address: 1539 North 5900 E, Eden, UT 83410
Project Area: 16.44 acres
Zoning: Agriculture Valley (AV-3) Zone, Shoreline (S-1) Zone
Existing Land Use: Agriculture
Proposed Land Use: Residential
Parcel ID: 20-002-0083
Township, Range, Section: TEN, R1E, Section 2
Adjacent Land Use .
North: Agriculture Residential South:  Vacant Residential
East: 5900 E West: Agriculture Residential
Staff Information :
Report Presenter: Steve Burton

sburton@co.weber.ut.us
801-399-8766
Report Reviewer: RK

Applicable Ordinances

=  Weber County Land Use Code Title 104 (Zones) Chapter 6 (AV-3 Zone)
= Weber County Land Use Code Title 104 (Zones) Chapter 10 (S-1 Zone)
®=  Weber County Land Use Code Title 106 (Subdivisions)

Background and Summa '

Verl and Gaye Creager are requesting approval of the Creager Subdivision No. 2, a small subdivision consisting of
3 lots containing approximately 5.27 acres per lot, located at approximately 1539 North 5900 East in Eden. The
proposed subdivision is located within the Agriculture Valley (AV-3) Zone and the Shoreline (S-1) Zone (See
Exhibit A) The proposed subdivision has access and adequate frontage along 5900 East.

Culinary water will be provided by Eden Waterworks Company and wastewater will be controlled by individual
septic systems. Prior to Creager Subdivision No. 2 being finalized and recorded, all review agency requirements
must be addressed and completed.

The proposed subdivision and lot configuration are in conformance with the applicable zoning and subdivision
requirements as required in the Uniform Land Use Code of Weber County (LUC). The following is a brief synopsis
of the review criteria and conformance with the LUC.



General Plan: The General Plan for Ogden Valley is intended to preserve private property rights while also
preserving the rural characteristics of the Valley. As such, this proposed subdivision, in compliance with the
Weber County Land Use Code, is in conformance with the Valley's General Plan.

Zoning: The subject property is located in the Agricultural Valley (AV-3) Zone and the Shoreline (5-1) Zone.

Lot areaq, frontage/width and yard requlations: In the LUC §104-6-6, the AV-3 zone requires a minimum lot
area of 3 acres and a minimum lot width of 150’. In the LUC §104-10-4, the S-1 zone requires a minimum
lot area of 5 acres and a minimum lot width of 300". The portion of all 3 lots that fronts 5900 E is located
within the AV-3 Zone and maintains the minimum lot width of 150'. All lots within the proposed
subdivision maintain adequate lot area of 5 acres.

LUC § 104-1-4 outlines area requirements for parcels split by zone boundaries.

The more restrictive zone is the zone which has the larger area requirement.

(1) Where a parcel that is split by a zone boundary contains at least two-thirds of the area
required for a lot in the more restrictive zone, the area from the less restrictive zone can be
used to meet the total area requirement for the more restrictive zone.

(2) Where a parcel that is split by a zone boundary contains less than two-thirds of the area
required for a lot in the more restrictive zone, the home must be built in the less restrictive
zone. The parcel area in the more restrictive zone can be used to meet area requirements in
the less restrictive zone.

As part of the subdivision process, the proposal has been reviewed for compliance with the current subdivision
ordinance in LUC 106 chapter 1, and the AV-3 Zone standards in LUC 104-6-6, as well as the S-1 Zone standards in
LUC 104-10. The proposed subdivision will not create any new public streets. The proposal meets the criteria for
“Small Subdivisions”, as defined in LUC 101-7, and can be administratively approved per LUC 106-1-5(b)(1).

Culinary water and sanitary sewage disposal: Feasibility letters have been provided for the culinary water and the
sanitary sewer for the proposed subdivision. The culinary water for the proposed subdivision will be provided by
Eden Water Works Company. The sanitary sewage disposal will be individual waste water treatment systems. All
review agency requirements must be addressed and completed prior to this subdivision being recorded.

Review Agencies: To date, the proposed subdivision has not been reviewed by the Engineering Division or the
Surveying Division. The applicant will need to submit a revised plat with all agencies conditions met prior to
recording the final Mylar.

Additional Design Standards: The proposed subdivision does not require the realignment of or the creation of a
new street system. Deferrals for curb and gutter, and sidewalk will be required as outlined in LUC 106-4-2 (e) and

(£).

Tax Clearance: There are no outstanding tax payments related to this parcel.

Public Notice: A notice has been mailed not less than seven calendar days before final approval to all property
owners of record within 500 feet of the subject property regarding the proposed small subdivision per noticing
requirements outlined in LUC §106-1-6.

Staff recommends final approval of the Creager Subdivision No. 2, a small subdivision consisting of 3 lots
containing approximately 5.27 acres each. This recommendation is subject to all review agency requirements and
based on the following conditions:

1. Adeferral agreement for curb and gutter, and sidewalks must be filed and recorded with the final Mylar.
2. An "Onsite Wastewater Disposal System Deed Covenant and Restriction to Run with the Land" must be
filed and recorded with the final Mylar.



This recommendation is based on the following findings:

1. The proposed subdivision conforms to the Ogden Valley General Plan.

With the recommended conditions, the proposed subdivision complies with applicable county ordinances.
The proposed subdivision will not be detrimental to public health, safety, or welfare.

The proposed subdivision will not deteriorate the environment of the general area so as to negatively
impact surrounding properties and uses.

Administrative Approval

Administrative final approval of the Creager Subdivision No. 2 is hereby granted based upon its compliance with
the Weber County Land Use Code. This approval is subject to the requirements of applicable review agencies
and the conditions of approval listed in this staff report.

S

Date of Administrative Approval: Wednesday, January 11, 2017.

Rick Grover
Weber County Planning Director

Exhibits
A. Plat Map
B. Feasibility and Will Serve letter
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Exhibit B

BRIAN W. BENNION, M.P.A,, LEH.S. = :
Health Officer/Executive Director WE iER-M(}R'G AN

December 7, 2016 HEALTH DEPARTMENT

Weber County Planning Commission
2380 Washington Blvd.
Ogden, UT 84401

RE:  Creager Subdivision, Lots 1-4
Approx 1627 N 5900 E
Parcel #20-002-0083
Soil log #14257 & #14422

Gentlemen:

The soil and percolation information for the above-referenced lots have been reviewed. Culinary water will be
provided by Eden Water District, an extension of an existing approved non-community water system. A letter
from the water supplier is required prior to issuance of a permit.

DESIGN REQUIREMENTS

Lot 1: Existing Home

Lots: 2, 3&4: Anticipated ground water tables not to exceed 42 inches, fall within the range of acceptability for
the utilization of a Conventional System as a means of wastewater disposal. Maximum trench depth is limited
to 18 inches. The absorption system is to be designed using a maximum loading rate of 0.65 gal/sq. ft. /day as
required for the sandy loam, granular structure soil horizon.

Plans for the construction of any wastewater disposal system are to be prepared by a Utah State certified
individual and submitted to this office for review prior to the issuance of a Wastewater Disposal permit.

All subdivision plats submitted for review are to show the location of exploration pits and percolation
tests as well as the documented soil horizons and percolation rates. Mylars submitted for signature
without this information will be returned.

Each on-site individual wastewater disposal system must be installed in accordance with R317-501 through
R317-513, Utah Administrative Code, Individual Wastewater Disposal Systems and Weber-Morgan District
Health Department Rules. Final approval will be given only after an on-site inspection of the completed project
and prior to the accomplishment of any backfilling.

Please be advised that the conditions of this letter are valid for a period of 18 months. At that time the site will
be re-evaluated in relation to rules in effect at that time.

Sincerely,

{M
_~Brian Cowan, LEHS

Environmental Health Division
801-399-7160
BC/gk

EDUCATE | ENGAGE | EMPOWER

phone: 801-399-7100| fax: 801-399-7110 | 477 23rd Street, Ogden, UT 84401 | www.webermorganhealth.org




EALTH DEPARTMENT SUBDIVISION

Subdivision Name:  C.-ecaqec  Subdivicion Ne. 7
Previous Name(s}: dreager Fomily Trush
Approximate Address: . grﬂ\f 5900=, and zevr&f.?;q;‘;gffﬁ' Number of lots: 3
City: <J€ y |St8t€: Lota by 'le $4Y3210
Culinary Water Provider: = |. v (ladey wrerke

Land Serial Number(s):

Verl end Gaye (reager
Mailing Address: /s34 N. 5900r . ' City: ...,
State: ), b, Zip Code: S Y3z, Phone: goi7us-z3nya_
Fax: goryyc-304q Email: vandgereaqerg amai), com. -- -
Name:
Address: Phone;
City: State: ZIP Code:

EmaII:

NEORMATION REQ!

T R TR, S e e

Preliminary Plat Subme: ) N Toahy:

Soil Evaluation(s): Water table Monitoring:
Septic and wellhead location for existing ’ )
infrastructure: Percolations Results:

Location of nearest sewer and public water systems (Zone 2 delineation):
Square footage and slopes of each proposed lot outside of any easements:
= s e
understand that this document is a guide for the submittal of information that may be

required for approval of a new subdivision. Additional information may be required du ring
the course of plan review. Completion of these requirements is not an assertion of the

ability to subdivide, A
Signature of applicant: .75~ - " F o T Tate: L, ..
Signature of Authorized RepreSentative: 7 pate:




EDEN WATER WORKS COMPANY
PO BOX 13
EDEN, UTAH 84310
801-791-1772

October 14, 2016

Weber County Planning Commission
2380 Washington Boulevard
Ogden, Utah 84401

To Whom It May Concern:

Re: Lot #2 Creager Subdivision
1671 N 5900 E
Eden, Utah 84310
Proposed property

The Eden Water Works Company would like to inform you of the
availability of water for the proposed property above. Shares of class “D”
stock in the Company are available for purchase.

It is mandatory that the following conditions be met:

P~

6.

Proof of secondary water rights assigned to property.

Purchase Eden Water Works Company share to include item #3.
Additional cost of replacement water from Weber Basin Water.
Pay applicable hookup fees.

Prior to occupancy, meter must be installed and tested.
Failure to do so will result in a $50.00 fine for the first week and
$100.00/ week thereafter.

Satisfy the Impact to EWWC system and Potential Impact Fees

Upon the purchase of stock and when these conditions are met and
verified by a member of the Board of Trustees or its designated
representative, the Board will be pleased to make the connection to the
Company water system.

Sincerely,

Linne w/g Lo )

Board of Trustees
Eden Water Works Company



EDEN WATER WORKS COMPANY
PO BOX 13
EDEN, UTAH 84310
801-791-1772
edenwaterworks@gmail.com

October 14, 2016

Weber Morgan Health Department

477 234 Street

Ogden, UT 84401

Regarding: Lot #2 Creager Subdivision, 1671 N 5900 E Eden, UT

To Whom It May Concern:

Please accept this letter as confirmation that subject to Share of Stock
and applicable fees being paid, Eden Water Works Company will serve

culinary water to the property located @ 1671 N 5900 E Eden, UT.

If you have any questions or need further information you may contact
the office at 801-791-1772.

Sincerely,

L éz"//ﬂég“ L@LLGL

Board of Trustees
Eden Water Works Company



EDEN WATER WORKS COMPANY
PO BOX 13
EDEN, UTAH 84310
801-791-1772

October 14, 2016

Weber County Planning Commission
2380 Washington Boulevard
Ogden, Utah 84401

To Whom It May Concern:

Re: Lot #3 Creager Subdivision
1627 N 5900 E
Eden, Utah 84310

Proposed property

The Eden Water Works Company would like to inform you of the
availability of water for the proposed property above. Shares of class “D”
stock in the Company are available for purchase.

It is mandatory that the following conditions be met:

G

6.

Proof of secondary water rights assigned to property.

Purchase Eden Water Works Company share to include item #3.
Additional cost of replacement water from Weber Basin Water.
Pay applicable hookup fees.

Prior to occupancy, meter must be installed and tested.
Failure to do so will result in a $50.00 fine for the first week and
$100.00/ week thereafter.

Satisfy the Impact to EWWC system and Potential Impact Fees

Upon the purchase of stock and when these conditions are met and
verified by a member of the Board of Trustees or its designated
representative, the Board will be pleased to make the connection to the
Company water system.

Sincerely,

LQ-/Z./L(Z“@\;SZ&}'-L%

Board of Trustees
Eden Water Works Company



EDEN WATER WORKS COMPANY
PO BOX 13
EDEN, UTAH 84310
801-791-1772
edenwaterworks@gmail.com

October 14, 2016

Weber Morgan Health Department

477 231 Street

Ogden, UT 84401

Regarding: Lot #3 Creager Subdivision, 1627 N 5900 E Eden, UT

To Whom It May Concern:

Please accept this letter as confirmation that subject to Share of Stock
and applicable fees being paid, Eden Water Works Company will serve

culinary water to the property located @ 1627 N 5900 E Eden, UT.

If you have any questions or need further information you may contact
the office at 801-791-1772.

Sincerely,
Lﬁ/m@ [ )

Board of Trustees
Eden Water Works Company



EDEN WATER WORKS COMPANY
PO BOX 13
EDEN, UTAH 84310
801-791-1772

October 14, 2016

Weber County Planning Commission
2380 Washington Boulevard
Ogden, Utah 84401

To Whom It May Concern:

Re: Lot #4 Creager Subdivision
1579 N 5900 E
Eden, Utah 84310
Proposed property

The Eden Water Works Company would like to inform you of the
availability of water for the proposed property above. Shares of class “D”
stock in the Company are available for purchase.

It is mandatory that the following conditions be met:

Proof of secondary water rights assigned to property.

Purchase Eden Water Works Company share to include item #3.
Additional cost of replacement water from Weber Basin Water.
Pay applicable hookup fecs.

Prior to occupancy, meter must be installed and tested.
Failure to do so will result in a $50.00 fine for the first week and
$100.00/ week thereafter.

6. Satisfy the Impact to EWWC system and Potential Impact Fees

Oy o L3 B

Upon the purchase of stock and when these conditions are met and
verified by a member of the Board of Trustees or its designated
representative, the Board will be pleased to make the connection to the
Company water system.

Sincerely,

Lﬁ/mc 47 m-c%

Board of Trustees
Eden Water Works Company



EDEN WATER WORKS COMPANY
PO BOX 13
EDEN, UTAH 84310
801-791-1772
edenwaterworks@gmail.com

October 14, 2016

Weber Morgan Health Department

477 23rd Street

Ogden, UT 84401

Regarding: Lot #4 Creager Subdivision, 1579 N 5900 E Eden, UT

To Whom It May Concern:

Please accept this letter as confirmation that subject to Share of Stock
and applicable fees being paid, Eden Water Works Company will serve

culinary water to the property located @ 1579 N 5900 E Eden, UT.

If you have any questions or need further information you may contact
the office at 801-791-1772.

Sincerely,

hrne Zw@%/

Board of Trustees
Eden Water Works Company



) } r - 7/ ? Staff Report for Administrative Subdivision Approval

Weber County Planning Division

Application Information

Application Request: Consideration and action on an administrative application for approval of the Emerson Hills
Phase 3 Amended.
Type of Decision Administrative
Agenda Date: Wednesday, January 11, 2017
Applicant: Kevin Parkinson
File Number: UVL 111816
Property Information s Lt :
Approximate Address: 6523 N North Fork RD, Eden
Project Area: 5.44 Acres
Zoning: Forest (F-5) Zone
Existing Land Use: Single Family Dwelling
Proposed Land Use: Residential
Parcel ID: 16-287-0001
Township, Range, Section: Township 7N, Range 1W, Section 1
AdjacentLand Use : - e .
North: Forest/Residential South: Forest/Residential
East: Residential West: Forest
Staff Information o ;
Report Presenter: Felix Lleverino
flleverino@co.weber.ut.us
801-399-8767
Report Reviewer: RK

Applicable Ordinances

= Title 104 (Zones) Chapter 9 (F-5 Zone)

= Title 104 (Zones) Chapter 27 (Natural Hazards Overlay District)
*  Title 106 (Subdivisions)

= Title 108 (Standards) Chapter 22 (Natural Hazard Areas)

= Title 101 (General Provisions) Section 7 (Definitions)

The applicant, Kevin Parkinson, is requesting final approval of this amendment to an already approved subdivision that
was granted final approval on March 25, 2008. This amendment will expand the buildable area within lot 12 of the
original plat. As part of the County Surveyor’s comments it required that the lot be renumbered to lot 13.

The specific buildable area has been designated due to topography and ground water. The site specific geologic report
that was conducted by Gordon Geotechnical Engineering, Inc. has stated that “The proposed buildable area expansion is
suitable from a geologic standpoint.” This quote is taken from page 3 of the Geologic Reconnaissance Study. The entire
report has been attached as Exhibit D.

The width and area of lot 13 exceed the minimum requirements for the Forest (F-5) Zone. This lot also conforms to the
subdivision requirements including adequate frontage and access along a dedicated public road as required in the
Uniform Land Use Code of Weber County (LUC). The following is an analysis of the subdivision amendment proposal.

General Plan: This buildable area expansion within Emerson Hills Phase 3 Amended is in harmony with the Ogden Valley
General Plan by implementing developments that preserve natural, agricultural and open spaces within the valley.

Zoning: The property is located in the F-5 Zone. The purpose of this zone is stated below, and can be found in LUC §104-6-1

Page 10f 18



“The intent of the forest zones is to protect and preserve the natural environment of those areas of the
county that are characterized by mountainous, forest or naturalistic land, and to permit development
compatible to the preservation of these areas.”

Lot Area, Frontage Width and Yard Requlations: The area and width of lot 13 exceeds the minimum
requirements for a lot within the F-5 Zone. LUC 108-9-1

The Yard Regulations for the F-5 zone are as follows:
Front: 30 feet
Side: 20 feet
Rear: 30 feet
The Minimum width and area for the F-5 Zone are as follows:
300 feet in width
5 acresin area

Natural Hazards Overlay Districts: A site specific geologic report was conducted by Gordon Geotechnical
Engineering, Inc. The report gave an analysis on the following potential geologic hazards affiliated with the site:

Slope Stability and Landslide Hazard: “A review of Utah Geological Survey Landslide Maps (Elliott and
Harty 2010) identified no known landslide deposits at the site. Additionally, the engineering geology
report for the subdivision including a reconnaissance site and aerial photograph review identified no
indication of slope failure at the site.” This quote is taken from page 3 of the Geologic reconnaissance
study (see Exhibit D).

Flood Plain: “A review of FEMA flood insurance maps indicates that the majority if the site is located in
Zone X, which is defined as the area of minimal flood hazard. The buildable area expansion is located well
beyond 100 feet away from Zone A, which is defined as the area of the 100-year flood event.” This quote
is taken from page 4 of the Geologic reconnaissance study (see Exhibit D).

Shallow Groundwater: “Groundwater was encountered in our geotechnical study at a depth if 10 feet
below the ground surface. Although the ground water level is expected to fluctuate one to two feet with
the flow of the river, it is not expected to affect any future construction at the site.”

“The recommendations for the floor slabs and foundation subdrains will be the same as per our
geotechnical study for the site.” This quote is taken from page 4 of the Geologic reconnaissance study
(see Exhibit D).

Small Subdivision: The LUC §101-1-7 defines “small subdivision” as “A subdivision consisting of five (5) or fewer lots and for
which no streets will be created or realigned.” This subdivision consists of one lot and no new streets are being created or
realigned. Stated in the LUC § 106-1-5(b),(1) “The land use authority who, for the purposes of this section, shall be the
planning commission, for their review and decision in compliance with applicable ordinances.” Based on these
requirements, this subdivision qualifies for administrative approval as a small subdivision.

Culinary Water; Durfee Creek Homeowners Association will be providing culinary water services to lot 13 of the Emerson
Hills Phase 3 Amended.

Sanitary System: Lot 13 of Emerson Hills Phase 3 Amended will be serviced by a private septic system.

Review Agencies: The proposed subdivision has been reviewed by Surveying, Planning and Engineering. The Planning
Division anticipates that the items in each review can be sufficiently addressed by the applicant.

Tax Clearance: There is no record of past delinquent tax history and no outstanding tax bills on these parcels.

Public Notice: Noticing requirements, according to LUC § 106-1-6(c), have been met by mailing notices out to all property
owners of record within 500 feet of the subject property.

Page 2 of 18



Staff Recommendations

Staff recommends final plat approval of the Emerson Hills Phase 3 Amended, consisting of one lot. This recommendation
for approval is based on the applicant providing a site specific geologic study and meeting all subdivision requirements.

This recommendation is based on the following findings:

1. The proposed subdivision conforms to the Ogden Valley General Plan.
2. The proposed subdivision complies with the applicable County ordinances.

Administrative final approval of Emerson Hills Phase 3 Amended is hereby granted based upon its compliance with the
Weber County Land Use Code. This approval is subject to the requirements of applicable review agencies and the
conditions of approval listed in this staff report.

Date of Administrative Approval: January 11, 2016

Rick Grover
Weber County Planning Director
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Emerson Hills Phase 3 Amended
Original Emerson Hills Phase 3 Plat
Recorders Plat

Geologic Report
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B GORDON
G’ GEOTECHNICAL
B ENGINEERING, INC.

REPORT
GEOLOGIC RECONNAISSANCE STUDY
BUILDABLE AREA EXPANSION
EMERSON HILLS SUBDIVISION LOT #12
LIBERTY, UTAH

September 23, 2016

Job No. 406-01A-16

Prepared for:
Distinct Homes, LLC
2490 Wall Avenue
Ogden, Utah 84401

Prepared by:

Gordon Geotechnical Engineering, Inc.
4426 South Century Drive, Suite 100
Salt Lake City, Utah 84123

Tel: 801-327-9600

Fax: 801-327-9601
www.gordongeotech.com

GEOLOGICAL ENGINEERING I GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEERING ! ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES
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B corDON
| GEOTECHNICAL
| ENGINEERING, INC.

September 23, 2016
Job No. 408-01A-16

Distinct Homes, LLC
2490 Wall Avenue
Qgden, Utah 84401

Attention: Mr. Kevin Parkinson
Ladies and Gentlemen:

Re:  Report
Geologic Reconnaissance Study
Buildable Area Expansion
Emersen Hills Subdivision Lot #12
Liberty, Utah

1. INTRODUCTION
1.1 GENERAL

This report presents the resulls of our geologic reconnaissance study performed for the
proposed expansion of the buildable area at Lot #12, Emerson Hills Subdivision in Liberty, Utah.
The general location of the site with respect to major topographic features and existing facilities,
as of 1991 and 1998, is presented on Figure 1, Vicinity Map. A detailed location of the site
showing existing roadways and surrounding facilities, on an air photograph base, is presented
on Figure 2, Area Map. A more detailed layout of the site showing the existing buildable area
and proposed expansion is presented on Figure 3, Site Plan.

Gordon Geotechnical Engineering, Inc. (G?) previously performed a geotechnical and geologic
hazards study for the site dated August 12, 2018".

1.2  OBJECTIVES AND SCOPE

The objectives and scope of our study were planned in discussions between
Mr. Kevin Parkinson or Distinct Homes, LLC and Mr. Patrick Emery of G2,

} ‘Report, Geotechnical and Geologic Hazards Study, Proposed Single-Family Residential
Structure, Emerson Hills Subdivision Lot #12, Liberty, Utah,” G? Job No. 406-001-16, Dated
August 12, 20186,

Gerdon Geotechnical Enginaering, Inc. Tel: 801-327-9600

4426 South Century Drive, Suita 100 Fax: 801-327-9601

Salt Lake City, Utah 84123 www.gordongeotech com
GEOLOGICAL ENGINEERING [ GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEERING I ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES
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Distinct Homes, LLC

Job No. 406-01A-16
Geologic Reconnaissance Study
September 23, 2016

" GEOTECHNICAL
ENGINEERING, INC.

In general, the objectives of this study were to:
1. Evaluate the potential for geologic hazards or geologic concerns associated with
the proposed buildable area expansion including landslides, shallow
groundwater, expansive soil and rock, radon, flooding, and earthquakes.

In accomplishing these objectives, our scope has included the following:

1. A reconnaissance site visit.
2. A review of available geclogic maps, and engineering geologic report.
3. An office program consisting of the correlation of available data, geolegic

analyses, and the preparation of this summary report.
1.3  PROFESSIONAL STATEMENTS

Supporting data upon which our recommendations are based are presented in subsequent
sections of this report. Recommendations presented herein are governed by the physical
properties of the soils encountered in the previously completed exploration test pils, measured
and projected groundwater conditions, and the layout and design data discussed in Section 2.,
Proposed Buildable Area Expansion, of this report. If subsurface conditions other than those
described in this report are encountered and/or if design and layout changes are implemented,
G? must be informed so that our recommendations can be reviewed and amended, if necessary.

Our professional services have been performed, our findings developed, and our
recommendations prepared in accordance with generally accepted engineering principles and
practices in this area at this time.

2. PROPOSED BUILDABLE AREA EXPANSION

The existing buildable area, identified on the subdivision plat, has been defined according to
USGS guad maps and the proper setback distances defined by Weber County.

The proposed expansion extends to the southeast from the southern boundary of the existing
buildable area. The irregularly-shaped area is confined by the toe of the alluvial terrace slope to
the west and a 20-foot setback from the property line to the east.

3. SITE CONDITIONS

3.1 SURFACE

The overall site consists of an irregular-shaped parcel of vacant land containing 5.44 acres,
The site is located north of the town of Liberty, Utah on the west side of North Fork Road near

Page 2
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Distinct Homes, LLC

- B GORDON
Job No. 406-01A-16 G?l GEOTECHNICAL
ENGINEERING, INC.

Geologic Reconnaissance Study
September 23, 2016 B

the confluence of Durfee Creek and the North Fork of the Ogden River. Vegetation consists of
a heavy growth of grasses, weeds, and shrubs as well as several large river birch, willow, and
cottonwood trees.

The overall topography in the area slopes down to the east/southeast with a total relief of
approximately 130 feet across the site. The slopes vary significantly across the lot from nearly
flat, to a grade of approximately 25 percent in the buildable area, and approximately 64 percent
along the 130+ foot tall river-carved slope on the southern portion of the lot.

The surface of the proposed buildable area expansion is mostly flat and heavily vegetated with
shrubs and large trees.

Our review of geologic maps, indicate that the surficial geology in this area consists of primarily
alluvial terrace and floodplain deposits from the Pleistocene era. The site is situated within an
alluvial valley associated with the North Fork of the Ogden River. The geolegic materials
consist of predominantly rounded sand and gravel with numerous cobbles and small boulders,

Representative photographs of the site area are shown on Figure 4, Photographs.

4. DISCUSSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

4.1 SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

Based upon our reconnaissance site visit, geologic map review, hazard report review, and
conditions encountered in our geotechnical study, we find the proposed buildable area
expansion to be suitable from a geologic standpoint. Detailed discussion on the potential
geologic hazards is provided in the following sections.

4.2 GEOLOGIC HAZARDS

4.21 Slope Stability and Landslide Hazard

A review of Utah Geological Survey Landslide Maps (Elliott and Harty, 2010) identified no
known landslide deposits at the site. Additionally, the engineering geology report for the
subdivision? including a reconnaissance site visit and aerial photograph review identified no

indication of slope failure at the site.

During our reconnaissance site visit, the slopes at the site were closely investigated and no
signs of past or imminent slope failure were identified.

: ‘Report, Engineering Geology Reconnaissance and Evaluation, Proposed Emerson Hills
Subdivision, North Fork Ogden River, Ogden Valley, Town of Liberty, Weber County, Utah",
AGRA Earth & Environmental Job No. 7-817-000855, Dated May 20, 1997.

Page 3
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Distinct Homes, LLC

[ GorDON
Job No. 406-01A-16 G’ GEOTECHNICAL
Geologic Reconnaissance Study . ENGINEERING, INC.
September 23, 2018 5] .

The geologic materials comprising the slopes were likely deposited concurrently with the high
stand of Lake Bonneville, approximately 15,000 years ago (Crittenden and Sorensen 1985a,b).
Thus, the slopes at the site are stable in their current state despite being subjected to multiple
seismic events. The slope stability and landslide hazard is considered “low".

Where site development requires significant earthwork modification to existing slopes, we
recommend the pertinent geotechnical/slope stability studies be conducted.

4.2.2 Rockfall Hazard

No significant loose boulders were identified on the surface of the slopes at the site. Rockfall
hazard is considered “low".

4.2.3 Flooding (FEMA Flood Plain)

A review of FEMA flood insurance maps indicates that the majority of the site is located in
Zone X, which is defined as the area of minimal flood hazard. The buildable area expansion is
located well beyond 100 feet away from Zone A, which is defined as the area of the 100-year
flood event.

4.2.4 Shallow Groundwater

Groundwater was encountered in our geotechnical study at a depth of 10 feet below the ground
surface. Although the groundwater level is expected to fluctuate one to two feet with the flow of
the river, it is not expected to affect any future construction at the site.

The recommendations for floor slabs and foundation subdrains will be the same as per our
geotechnical study for the site.

4.2.5 Expansive Soil and Rock

The coarse granular and occcasional interbedded sandy silt soils encountered at the site do not
exhibit moisture sensitive characteristics.
4.2.6 Indoor Radon-Hazard

A review of the Radon-Hazard Potential map for Ogden Valley (Solomon, 1996) indicates that
the site is located within an area having "high" radon-hazard potential. Radon-hazard
determination takes into account several factors including the source and nature of the geologic
materials, and results from nearby indoor radon tests. The soils encountered at the site are
highly permeable and are sourced primarily from nearby Precambrian bedrock units which
contain trace amounts of Uranium. Indoor radon tests in the area have shown levels greater
than 4 pCi/L.
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Distinct Homes, LLC

Job No. 408-01A-16
Geologic Reconnaissance Siudy
September 23, 2016

We appreciate the opportunity of providing this service for you. If you have any questions or
require additional information, please do not hesitate to contact us.

Respectfully submitted,

Gordon Geotechnical Engineering, Inc.

JKCIPRE:sn

Encl. Figure
Figure
Figure
Figure

lf

ordan K. Culp, EIT
Staff Geological Engineer

1, Vicinity Map
2, Area Map
3, Site Plan
4,  Photographs

Addressee (3 + email)

Reviewed by:

77941710
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FIGURE 1
VICINITY MAP
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DISTINCT HOMES, LLC
JOB NO. 408-01A-16

#1 View of roadcut exposed geologic materials
comprising the slopes at the site.

#3 Facing southeast across the proposed
building area expansion.

Locations and direction, see Figure 2, Area Map

B GorRDON
GEOTECHNICAL
ENGINEERING, INC.

#2 Facing southwest from the buildable area
expansion toward the heavily vegetated
slope.

#4 Facing southeast, overall buildable area.

FIGURE 4

PHOTOGRAPHS
SE—
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#5 Facing northeast from the top of the _ #6 Facing northwest, buildable area.
130+ foot slope.

#7 Facing northeast from the top of the large
slope across the rest of the subdivision.

FIGURE 4

PHOTOGRAPHS

Locations and direction, see Figure 2, Area Map (C O N T )
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AREA EXPANSION

REFERENCE:
ADAPTED FROM DRAWING ENTITLED
“TOPOGRAPHIC SITE PLAN FOR KEVIN PARKINSON"
BY GARDNER ENGINEERING, NOT DATED
NOT TO SCALE
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