
SANTA CLARA CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
WEDNESDAY, MAY 8, 2024
MINUTES
THE CITY COUNCIL FOR THE CITY OF SANTA CLARA, WASHINGTON COUNTY, UTAH, met for a Regular Meeting on Wednesday, May 8, 2024, at 5:00 p.m. in the City Council Chambers of the Town Hall at 2603 Santa Clara Drive, Santa Clara, Utah.  Notice of the time, place, and agenda of the meeting was provided to The Spectrum and to each member of the governing body by emailing a copy of the Notice and Agenda to The Spectrum and also, along with any packet information, to the mayor and each council member, at least two days before the meeting.  The meeting will be broadcast via YouTube linked on our website at https://santaclarautah.gov. 
Mayor:			Rick Rosenberg

Council Members:		Janene Burton
				Christa Hinton 
				Dave Pond
				Ben Shakespeare
				Jarett Waite

City Manager:		Brock Jacobsen

City Recorder:  		Chris Shelley

Others Present:		Matt Ence, City Attorney
				Jim McNulty, Planning and Economic Development Manager 
				Dustin Mouritsen, Public Works Director
				Gary Hall, Power Director
				Ryan VonCannon, Parks Director
			Andrew Parker, Fire Chief
				Cody Mitchell, Building Official
				Kristelle Hendrickson, Executive Assistant
				Lance Haynie, Government Affairs Director / Human Resources		 
1. Call to Order.

Mayor Rick Rosenberg called the meeting to order at 5:03 p.m. and welcomed those present.     	

2. Opening Ceremony.

A. Pledge of Allegiance:  Dave Pond

B. Opening Comments:  Buddy Harrington, Saint George Interfaith Council 

3. Conflicts and Disclosures.

There were no conflicts or disclosures.  

4. Working Agenda.

A. Public Hearing

i. Public Hearing to Receive Public Input Regarding an Amendment to the Traffic Transportation Master Plan with Five-Year Capital Improvement Projects.

Public Works Director, Dustin Mouritsen, presented the proposed amendment.  He explained that the purpose of the Impact Fee was calculated based on future roadway improvements identified in the Santa Clara Transportation Master Plan that can be attributed to projected future development over the next six years.  The projected future development growth was determined by evaluating residential and commercial building permits issued in the last four years.  The permits for the various developments were converted to Single-Family Equivalent ("SFE") in terms of trips generated in the p.m. peak hour.  For the purpose of the study, it was assumed that Santa Clara will continue to experience similar growth over the next six years as development continues.  The SFE Impact Fee was calculated by dividing the City-responsible roadway improvement costs by the projected SFE Development Units over the next six years.  The recommended single-family detached housing street impact fee of $3,610 represents a 4.4% decrease from the current Impact Fee of $3,778.

The following Transportation Master Plan projects are included in the Five-Year Project Plan:

1. Center Turn Lane on Santa Clara Drive from Old Farm Road to Chapel Street.

This project will relieve traffic congestion and hazards at the Frei Fruit Stand.  

2. Chapel Street Widening and Extension.

This project will commence once the Hafen home is vacated.

3. Red Mountain Drive from Pioneer Parkway to North City Boundary (developer-funded).

This project is developer-funded, so Impact Fees will be collected.

4. Traffic Signal at Red Mountain Drive and Pioneer Parkway.

5. Traffic Signal at Chapel Street OR Gates Lane and Santa Clara Drive.

The City will only collect Impact Fees for a traffic signal at one location.

6. Western Corridor/Hamblin Parkway, Phase I (local match).

7. New Shop Space for Maintenance Vehicles.

8. Right-Turn Deceleration Lanes on Santa Clara Drive from Tuweap Drive to Santa Clara Parkway.

9. Right-Turn Deceleration Lanes on Pioneer Parkway West of Red Mountain Drive.

10. Bike Lane and Turnouts on the South Side of Pioneer Parkway.

11. Gap Canyon Parkway and Western Corridor, from Saint George to Old Highway 91 (local match).

12. Chapel Street Bridge Bond.

This will cover five years of Impact fee-eligible payments to the existing bond.

Mr. Mouritsen confirmed that the projects are in no specific order.  For example, work will begin on the traffic signal at Red Mountain Drive shortly.  Pioneer Parkway is scheduled for chip seal in 2025, and the right-hand deceleration lanes will likely be completed at that time to save sandblasting costs.  The new maintenance shop is in the 2025 Budget.

Council Member Burton asked for clarification on the traffic signal.  She recalled discussing funding the signal on Gates Lane, not Chapel Street, and expressed concern about the negative impact on Frei's Fruit Market if that frontage is removed.  Mr. Mouritsen reported that the City has the option to choose one location for Impact Fee collection.  The City Council and the Frei Family will need to discuss the project prior to moving forward.  Mayor Rosenberg clarified that the amendment would allow the City to adjust the Transportation Impact Fees that could potentially cover the list of projects, but the timing of individual projects is decided by the City Council.  Some projects on the list will be based on growth and new traffic demands.  Some are safety improvements that must be addressed to prevent accidents and potential loss of life.  The City Council will have the opportunity to select when each project happens, but the Impact Fees will fund the projects when the Council decides to move forward with them.

Council Member Shakespeare added that the Impact Fee is a fee paid through Building Permits.  The fee is determined by the City based on the projected five-year improvement project costs, the City's growth rate, and the projected number of Building Permits.  Mayor Rosenberg added that, based on the costs for the outlined projects, the proposed Impact Fee reflects a decrease of over four percent from the current Impact Fee.  

In response to a question from Council Member Waite, Mr. Mouritsen confirmed that the Impact Fees are charged for all Building Permits. Commercial development, for example, businesses or multi-family developments, is charged a ratio that is calculated based on Equivalent Residential Units ("ERU"). 

Mayor Rosenberg opened the public hearing.

Herb Basso asked if the project to complete Vineyard Drive would occur outside of the proposed five-year plan.  Mayor Rosenberg indicated that Phase 3 of Vineyard Drive is currently out for bid.  The City anticipates construction to begin after July 1.  It is paid out of the Capital Projects Fund and is not Impact fee eligible because it is an existing road. 

There were no further public comments.  Mayor Rosenberg closed the public hearing. 

ii. Public Hearing to Receive Public Input Regarding Updates to the Santa Clara Historic District Design Guidelines.

Planning and Economic Development Director, Jim McNulty, presented the Draft Historic District Design Guidelines.  He recognized the efforts of the Historic District Commission Members consisting of Chair Mimi McKenna, Mandi Gubler, Shelly Harris, Charise Smith, Penny Willard, Kelly Graf, Dave Leavitt, Sheldon Wittwer, and Kim Cambell, as well as City Manager, Brock Jacobsen, Kristelle Hendrickson, Cody Mitchell, Matt Ence, and himself. 

City Ordinance 2023-22 was adopted by the City Council on November 8, 2023, placing a moratorium on Building Permits in the Historic District.  That moratorium expires on May 10, 2024.  The Historic District Committee Members were appointed by Mayor Rosenberg in November, and the initial Committee meeting was held on December 5, 2023.  A Historic District Survey was sent to residents in January 2024.  The draft Guidelines were discussed with the City Council on April 17, 2024, and the Planning Commission on April 11, 2024.  The first public hearing took place on April 25, 2024, with the Planning Commission.  The second Public Hearing took place at the current City Council Meeting.

In researching changes for the Historic District Design Guidelines, the Committee made use of materials provided by the Utah Land Use Institute, which states, "Local governments may use their extended discretion to enact ordinances that recognize and preserve the aesthetic values of districts that have a common cultural value and/or landmarks that have significance of their own.  Many jurisdictions have designated certain areas as historic districts subject to detailed architectural controls and demolition limitations.  These districts are often managed by a heritage commission, landmark commission, or similar body."  Santa Clara City has an established Heritage Commission. 

Mr. McNulty clarified that the Guidelines are not a City Ordinance.  They are a companion document to the City Ordinance.  He was working with City Attorney, Matt Ence, to update Chapter 17.74, Historic District Mixed-Use Zone, and Chapter 17.76, Historic District, of the City Code to better align with the Historic District Design Guidelines.  Those zone changes will require a separate Public Hearing Process.  

On April 25, 2024, the Planning Commission held a Public Hearing, after which they forwarded a recommendation for approval to the City Council.  Staff recommended that the City Council hold this public hearing to allow for public input.  Mr. McNulty noted that several residents were present, and each would be afforded three minutes to speak on the draft Guidelines.  Staff recommended that the City Council consider approving the Historic District Design Guidelines as presented.  

Mr. McNulty gave a brief overview of the draft Guidelines.  It is a two-part, 65-page document that includes photographs and exhibits.  Part I builds from the current Design Guidelines that have been in place since they were adopted in 2015 or 2016.  Part II is more specific to commercial structures in the Historic District.  

Exhibit A provides examples of the different types of homes covered in Part I:

· Utah Vernacular/Greek Revival Cross Wing 1880-1910
· Period Cottages 1920-1935
· Craftsman Style Bungalows 1905-1925
· Ranch Style Homes 1930s-1960s

Exhibit B is the Historic Colors of America Color Matrix from Sherwin Williams.  Mr. McNulty indicated that most paint brands have a similar color palette that could potentially be used as well.  

Exhibit C provides photographs and addresses of the types of homes and commercial properties specified in Exhibit A. 
 
Exhibit D contains the results of the Historic District Survey. 

Historic District Committee Chair, Mimi McKenna, thanked the residents for attending the Public Hearing.  The strong attendance shows how much the community cares about the Historic District.  The Committee members frequently discussed the importance of educating people because the more they know, the more they care.  Photographs and extensive documentation were included in the new Guidelines so that when developers who may not be familiar with Santa Clara review them, they can be educated on the Historic District's history and the City's expectations. Ms. McKenna also serves on the Heritage Commission.  She noted that in the past when developers asked what the Commission wanted, there wasn't a clearly defined answer.  The Historic District Design Guidelines correct that problem.  The Guidelines are a tool that can be used to provide examples of what the City does want.  They will not solve every problem in the Historic District, but they are a step in the right direction, and they can be built upon. 

Throughout the Guidelines, two words are used frequently “shall” and “should”.  "Shall" is non-negotiable and will be enforced through Zoning Ordinances.  "Should" is open for discussion.  Those are things the City would like to see, but there is flexibility for other alternatives that better fit a specific situation.  

Mayor Rosenberg thanked Ms. McKenna and the Historic District Committee for their diligent efforts over the past six months.  

Mayor Rosenberg opened the public hearing.

Denise Webster expressed her thanks to the Committee for the hard work they've done.  It is a great document, and she was very appreciative of their efforts.  She asked about the codes and ordinances that will be updated and inquired how she can work with the City to locate possible discrepancies.

Dennis Frei asked if buildings must be restored to a specific year or if unrestorable buildings can be demolished. Mr. McNulty indicated that reference has been made in the Guidelines to the historical period between the late 19th Century and mid-20th Century.  There is a process in place for property owners to request a Demolition Permit and a second process for building another structure on the site.  For a Demolition Permit, the building must be deemed unsalvageable and unrestorable.  The process involves the Heritage Commission, Planning Commission, and City Council approval.  It will be decided on a case-by-case basis, but there is some flexibility.  Mr. McNulty indicated that eight Historic District homes are on the State Historic Register, but other candidates should be reviewed at a later time.  It has been over 20 years since a Santa Clara home was added to the State Historic Register.  The Guidelines consider historic structures to be those built between the 1870s and 1960s.  

Council Member Shakespeare asked how the Guidelines affect property owners whose homes are in the Historic District but not on the Historic Register.  Mr. McNulty stated that the homes can remain as-is, be remodeled, or potentially be converted to commercial use.  If the property owner wanted to repaint, do an exterior remodel, or add, it would need to first be approved by the Heritage Commission.  That is not a change from the existing Guidelines.  Regarding Mr. Frei's question, that would be decided on an individual basis.

Teresa Frei indicated that the issue with the home they are referencing is the foundation.  The original floor is in good condition, but the basement is not.  She asked at what point remodeling costs would be considered by the City.  They plan to rebuild the structure but are concerned that the cost to correct the foundation issue will be significantly higher than the cost to demolish and rebuild. Mayor Rosenberg stated that it would be decided on a case-by-case basis.  In this case, they would probably be allowed to demolish the existing structure but would be required to rebuild it in accordance with the Historic District Design Guidelines.  Mr. McNulty added that the materials could be different, and it could be built in a more modern way but would need to otherwise follow the Guidelines.  There is a path for a brand-new structure to be approved in accordance with the Guidelines.

Ms. McKenna referred to the photograph on Page 22 of the draft Guidelines.  It is a brand-new structure in the Springer Farms development in Midway.  The developer demolished the original Springer farmhouse, and then built an exact replica of it.  It is new construction with new materials that looks exactly like the old farmhouse.  If the Freis wanted to do something similar, they would have the Heritage Commission's support.  The Committee has tried to walk the line between private property rights and maintaining a viable Historic District, but with so many different home styles and levels of disrepair in the Historic District, some issues must be decided on an individual basis.  The Guidelines have put a process in place to discuss those cases and interpret the Guidelines in the property owner's best interests while still being of benefit to the City.  

There were no further public comments.  Mayor Rosenberg closed the public hearing.

B. Consent Agenda.

i. Approval of Claims and Minutes:

· April 17, 2024, City Council Work Meeting Minutes.
· April 24, 2024, Regular City Council Meeting Minutes.
· Claims through May 8, 2024.

ii. Calendar of Events:

· May 15, 2024, City Council Work Meeting.
· May 22, 2024, Regular City Council Meeting.

It was noted that High School graduation is May 22 and there is also a Utah League of Cities and Towns (“ULCT”) training that evening. The Regular City Council Meeting scheduled for that evening has been canceled. A Special City Council Meeting will be held on Tuesday, May 21, 2024, at 5:00 p.m.  

Council Member Waite moved to APPROVE the Consent Agenda, as amended.  Council Member Hinton seconded the motion. Vote on motion: Council Member Waite-Yes, Council Member Pond-Yes, Council Member Hinton-Yes, Council Member Burton-Yes, Council Member Shakespeare-Yes. The motion passed unanimously.

C. General Business.

1. Discussion and Action to Consider Approval of the Updated Traffic Transportation Master Plan Update with Five-Year Capital Improvement Projects and Proposed Impact Fee. Presented by Dustin Mouritsen, Public Works Director.

Council Member Pond reported that he has received phone calls and emails from the Frei Family regarding the proposed center turn lane from Old Farm Road to Chapel Street.  He understands that the matter before the Council is an update to the Five-Year Plan and a rate adjustment.  His concern is that it is on the Five-Year Capital Improvement Projects List, and taking out the parking would essentially cause the fruit stand to shutter.  There is no additional parking for them to utilize.   Mr. Mouritsen responded that his opinion is the current conditions are a safety hazard.  During his 27 years with Santa Clara, he has seen dozens of near misses at that intersection.  He was urged by both senior Staff and the Council to include this project on the Five-Year Project List.  

Council Member Pond asked if there are other, alternative solutions.  Referring to the recent survey, he stated that moving forward with that project would be contradictory to the wish of Santa Clara residents to keep the two-lane, shaded, downtown feel of Santa Clara.  He understands that there are safety concerns but would like to explore alternatives.  Mr. Mouritsen responded that there are always alternatives.  Once they are ready to move forward with the project, the City can put it out for design and consider different options.  Council Member Burton added that a blinking sign could be an option.  

Mr. Mouritsen indicated that one concern is the left-hand turn lane onto Old Farm Road.  During heavy traffic periods, eight to 10 cars are often backed up waiting to turn left onto Old Farm Road.  He receives a lot of complaints from residents and is trying to address the problem.  There will always be a handful of people who are not on board with the best solution.  Council Member Pond stated that he understands but is expressing the concerns that were expressed to him.  Mayor Rosenberg commented that they have been in discussion with the Frei family to come up with alternative solutions.  The current angled parking, where cars have to back out into traffic on a blind corner, is a safety issue.  

Mayor Rosenberg reminded the Council that the item before them is not the approval of any individual item on the Five-Year Capital Improvement Projects List.  The City Council has the ability to approve each item following the presentation of the actual design and Staff recommendations.  The amendment allows the City to collect Impact Fees, which will allow funding for those projects at the time they are deemed necessary.  There will be subsequent discussions and meetings with the Frei Family and adjacent property owners before any project moves forward between Old Farm Road and Chapel Street.  

Council Member Burton stated that there has never been an accident in front of the fruit stand.  There have been near misses, which she understands is important.  Mr. Mouritsen clarified that the crash data was discussed with the City Council at the last meeting and there have been several accidents at that intersection.  Council Member Burton responded that people know to drive more slowly in historic areas.  She believes there are other alternatives, like a traffic sign indicating driving speed.  She does not want to see Freis or other affected businesses close.

Council Member Shakespeare stated that the Council's intention is to improve business in the Historic District.  There will be multiple discussions on that specific item before it moves forward.  The point of the amendment is to make sure the City has funding for projects, regardless of the direction the Council ultimately decides to go on specific items.  Discussion for each project will take place once the City is ready to move forward with that project.

Council Member Shakespeare moved to APPROVE the Updated Traffic Transportation Master Plan Update with Five-Year Capital Improvement Projects and Proposed SFE Impact Fee of $3,610, as presented.  Council Member Hinton seconded the motion.  Vote on motion: Council Member Waite-Yes, Council Member Pond-No, Council Member Hinton-Yes, Council Member Burton-No, Council Member Shakespeare-Yes. The motion passed 3-to-2.

2. Discussion and Action to Consider Approval of the Updates to the Santa Clara Historic District Design Guidelines and Approve Ordinance 2024-06.  Presented by Jim McNulty.

Mr. McNulty referred resident Denise Webster's earlier question to Mr. Ence and indicated that members of the Historic District Committee and Heritage Commission also have input on the pending Ordinance changes.  Mr. Ence stated that the primary focus of the revisions is to integrate the Design Guidelines into the Code, but he welcomed Ms. Webster's suggestions.  He asked that she email her feedback to both him and Mr. McNulty.

Council Member Waite thanked Mr. McNulty and the Committee for addressing the seven issues he brought up at the last Council discussion on the draft Guidelines.

Council Member Hinton asked for clarification on a statement on Page 38, Part II, Section 18: Residential Compatibility, "Commercial buildings and uses shall be compatible with residential uses."  Mr. McNulty clarified that there are two Zones in the Historic District, R-1-10 Historic District and Historic District Mixed Use.  New buildings must fit in with the surrounding structures and be compatible with the fabric of the community, so that needs to be considered in the design.  For example, a 35-foot-high building would not be approved if the surrounding homes are 20 to 25 feet high.  Council Member Hinton asked if that could be better clarified in the Guidelines.  Ms. McKenna added that this is covered under Part II, Section 10: Building Form, Mass, and Scale.  They could add another bullet point to further clarify it if necessary.  

Council Member Hinton noted that "new construction" is mentioned multiple times in Sections 9, 10, and 11 and asked if it should be clarified that the Guidelines also apply to renovations and remodels.  For example, Page 28, Part II, Section 9: Building Materials states, "The use of indigenous/traditional building materials and techniques is strongly encouraged in new construction."  Ms. McKenna responded that the beginning of Part II states that the Guidelines apply to all commercial and residential buildings within the Historic District.  Council Member Hinton's concern is that it might be interpreted to only apply to new buildings.  Ms. McKenna indicated that additions and renovations are addressed in different categories separately, but if it isn't clear, that should be addressed.  Mr. McNulty suggested that they remove the word "new." 

In response to a question, Mr. McNulty clarified the application process as outlined in Zoning Ordinances 17.74 and 17.76.  An application with relevant drawings must first be submitted to the Heritage Commission.  Sometimes multiple submissions are necessary before final Heritage Commission approval.  The Heritage Commission then makes a recommendation to the Planning Commission, after which the Planning Commission reviews the application.  If they recommend approval, it then goes to the City Council for approval.  New construction goes through all three levels: Heritage Commission, Planning Commission, and City Council.  Additions or remodels usually only go to the Heritage Commission and Planning Commission.  Ms. McKenna added that the process actually begins when the builder speaks with Mr. McNulty, and he gives them the Historic District Design Guidelines.  

Council Member Hinton asked if an architect would be required for all projects or just new builds.  Ms. McKenna clarified that an architect is required for most commercial projects, including more extensive renovations.  City Staff and the Heritage Commission will determine if an architect is needed. 

Council Member Hinton thanked the Committee for their efforts and great work.  

Council Member Burton asked about the process to have a home declared a landmark or historic property.  Ms. McKenna expressed her encouragement for residents wishing to go through that process.  Websites for the State and Federal National Registers are listed in the Guidelines on Page 6, Part I, Section 3: Background and History, and residents can visit those links to learn more about the process.   

Council Member Shakespeare stated that there is an approval process for additions to the National Registry.  From a fiscal perspective, the updates required to maintain a home on the National Registry can be overwhelming and cost-prohibitive.  It may cost 40% more to upgrade a structure than to rebuild it in the same style to today's standards.  Mr. McNulty responded that it has to be a labor of love.  For example, when rebuilding the Miner shack, the builder redid all the materials and even re-milled the wood.  The architect stated that the cost was two or three times higher than that of building a replica, but it was a labor of love.  There will be cases where that approach is not practical.  Ms. McKenna added that you have to recognize that value is not only monetary.  The Miner Shack renovation was not financially prudent, but the owner wanted to keep a piece of history that reminds the community of the sacrifices people made to live in Santa Clara.  

Council Member Shakespeare stated that his concern is about property rights and how the Guidelines are interpreted in the future.  Mr. McNulty replied that the Historic District Design Guidelines will likely need to be updated in 10 years.  Things may come up that weren't considered in this version, but it is a good starting point.  Council Member Shakespeare agreed that at this point the hard work has been done.  There are small things that could come up in the future, and those can be addressed by amendment.  

Ms. McKenna expressed her appreciation for the Council's input in helping make the Guidelines better.

Council Member Pond moved to APPROVE the Updates to the Santa Clara Historic District Design Guidelines and Ordinance 2024-06, with changes as noted.   Council Member Burton seconded the motion.  Vote on motion: Council Member Shakespeare-Yes, Council Member Burton-Yes, Council Member Hinton-Yes, Council Member Pond-Yes, Council Member Waite-Yes.  The motion passed unanimously. 

Mayor Rosenberg thanked the Historic District Committee for their hard work.  They exceeded his expectations.  

3. Discussion and Action to Consider Approval of an Interlocal Agreement for Building Inspections.  Presented by Cody Mitchell, Building Inspector.  

Building Official, Cody Mitchell, presented the Interlocal Agreement.  He reported that HB-185 passed during the 2024 Legislative Session, requires jurisdictions to either retain three third-party inspection firms or enter into an Interlocal Agreement to meet potential inspection needs.  The required agreements would only be used in cases where there is more than a three-day wait for inspection requests.  At that point, a contractor would be able to choose a third-party inspector from either the City’s approved list of firms or neighboring cities listed in the Interlocal Agreement to fulfill their need.   In a previous meeting, the City Council approved an Inspection Agreement with Shums Coda Associates to partially fulfill this requirement, but there are not three qualified agencies in the area.  The Interlocal Agreement will fully meet the requirement.  

The Interlocal Agreement is between Santa Clara, Saint George, Hurricane, Washington City, Ivins City, and Washington County.  Mr. Mitchell noted that Section 3, Service Area, should only include those municipalities.  Toquerville, LaVerkin, Virgin, Springdale, and Enterprise will enter into their own, separate agreement.  Additionally, under Item 4, Third-Party Inspection Firm List, Washington County has opted out of coverage for the first year.  They want to receive the benefit of the agreement, but they only have two inspectors within their department and are unsure if they can participate because of the large jurisdictional range.  The other cities have allowed this stipulation.  Regarding section 6, Fees, the intent of the agreement is an hourly rate beginning from the time the inspector leaves their jurisdiction for the inspection until the time they return. It is not a per-inspection rate.  Everyone agrees that it is an hourly rate, but the language has not been finalized.

Council Member Shakespeare asked if those points need to be clarified when they make the motion.  Mr. Mitchell clarified that the cities are listed correctly at the beginning of the agreement, with the exception of Enterprise.  The municipalities that should be listed in the motion are Saint George, Hurricane, Washington, Ivins, Santa Clara, and Washington County. The smaller jurisdictions will not be included. 

In response to a question from Council Member Hinton, Mr. Mitchell confirmed that the City Attorney, Matt Ence, has reviewed and approved the Interlocal Agreement.  

Council Member Shakespeare stated that this is a great solution to meeting the requirements of HB-185.  Mr. Mitchell indicated that a lot of time was put into creating the Agreement.  He noted that no one on the committee could recall any inspections taking more than three days to complete in their many years of service.

In response to a question from Council Member Burton, Mr. Mitchell clarified that the agreement does not specify the number of Inspectors.  It was created to meet the specific need addressed in HB-185.  If an inspection cannot be performed within three days, a contractor has the right to reach out to the list of firms provided by the jurisdiction.  Santa Clara's list will include Shums Coda Associates, Ivins City, and Saint George.  The contractor could then reach out to one of those three to fulfill their inspection.  Council Member Burton asked if those firms would have several different inspectors to choose from.  Mr. Mitchell responded that Saint George has several inspectors, as does Shums Coda Associates.  Ivins City has three or four inspectors.  

In response to a question from Council Member Hinton, Mr. Mitchell clarified that the jurisdiction in need pays the associated fees.  

Council Member Shakespeare stated that the House Bill was introduced due to inspection delays in northern Utah.  The law was passed and now Santa Clara needs to meet its requirement to ensure inspections can be made within 72 hours.  This Interlocal Agreement fulfills that requirement but will probably never be used.  Mr. Mitchell added that he would call a neighboring jurisdiction or third-party firm to schedule an inspection if necessary. 

In response to a question from Council Member Waite, Mr. Mitchell indicated that the final language regarding fees has not been decided.  Mr. Ence suggested passing the motion subject to final legal review.

Council Member Hinton moved to APPROVE the Interlocal Agreement for Building Inspections, subject to final legal review and amended as follows:

3. 	Service Area:  Santa Clara, Saint George, Hurricane, Washington, Ivins, and Washington County.

Council Member Shakespeare seconded the motion.  Vote on motion: Council Member Shakespeare-Yes, Council Member Burton-Yes, Council Member Hinton-Yes, Council Member Pond-Yes, Council Member Waite-Yes.  The motion passed unanimously. 

4. Discussion and Motion to Consider Approval of a Multi-Year Lease Program with Unified Fleet Services and Approve Resolution 2024-06-R.  Presented by Lance Haynie, Government Affairs/Human Resources.

Government Affairs/Human Resources, Lance Haynie, provided background on why they are moving to a multi-year lease.  He explained that the City currently contracts with Unified Fleet Services and the only difference is moving from a one-year to multi-year lease.  Four vehicles are currently leased but that will increase over time because leasing presents better options than purchasing.  Mr. Haynie clarified that the $350,000 total maximum value listed in the agreement is for all vehicles leased by the City.  In response to a question from Council Member Shakespeare, it was confirmed that the leases are covered under the current Budget.  Mr. Haynie added that Unified Fleet Services acts as fleet manager for the City.  For example, if the City needs a truck, Unified will find the best fit within its inventory.  The City cannot choose the make and model but can set the basic requirements.   

Council Member Shakespeare moved to APPROVE the Multi-Year Lease Program with Unified Fleet Services and Approve Resolution 2024-06-R.  Council Member Pond seconded the motion.  Vote on motion: Council Member Shakespeare-Yes, Council Member Burton-Yes, Council Member Hinton-Yes, Council Member Pond-yes, Council Member Waite-Yes. The motion passed unanimously. 

5. Discussion and Action to Consider Approval of the Youth City Council.  Presented by Leina Mathis/Mayor Rosenberg.

Leina Mathis introduced the Youth City Council and reported that this was the Youth Council's final meeting of the year.  They served the City very well.  They learned about civic government and met with City officials and went to the State Legislature to learn how bills are passed.  Member Andy Hobson could not attend, but each of the members present spoke.

Austin Renstrom thanked Ms. Mathis for the time and attention she gave the Youth City Council.  He learned a lot in his time on the Youth Council, primarily how much work it takes to run a city.  He does not think people his age realize how much work it is.  He also realized that politicians can get very negative feedback from constituents.  He learned about the social media bill, which tries to help parents have more control over their children's social media accounts, and the controversy surrounding it.  His favorite thing about Santa Clara Youth Council was joining the City Council Members on the fire truck during Swiss Days.  

Joseph Smith expressed gratitude for the opportunity to participate on the Youth Council and for Ms. Mathis' hard work and guidance.  He was grateful to have been able to speak with the City Manager, Brock Jacobsen, about current projects.  He enjoyed learning about the Vineyard Drive Project as he had not realized how detailed projects like that are.  He learned how hard it is to run a municipality.  He was grateful for the opportunity and hopes the Santa Clara Youth Council continues so other youth can have the opportunity to learn about local government.  It's easy to get fed up with American politics at the national level, but he was grateful for the good men and women who serve at the local level.

Colin Gibb learned a lot in his time on the Youth Council.  One highlight was his meeting with Power Director, Gary Hall, and Mr. Mouritsen, where he learned about the Public Works and Power Departments.  Santa Clara is a small town, and those departments have little manpower, but they take care of the entire City and keep it running.  He was grateful to be able to learn about those things. Another highlight was when they met with all the Youth Councils and spent a couple of days doing activities at the Capital.  He thanked Ms. Mathis for her time and for helping with his experience on the Youth Council.

Calin Morris thought the Youth Council was a great experience.  They learned about how the government works on the Federal, State, and City levels.  It was a great opportunity to be a part of the government and learn about governing.  He thanked Ms. Mathis for her time and efforts.

Mayor Rosenberg presented each member of the Santa Clara Youth Advisory Council with a certificate recognizing their service.  Photographs were taken with the City Council. 

5. Reports.

A. Mayor/Council Reports.

Council Member Shakespeare reported on the following:

· He met with the Little League.  Parks Director, Ryan VonCannon, and Mr. Jacobsen were at the meeting, as well as the Mayor and Mrs. Rosenberg.  It was a productive meeting.
· He attended the Talkabout in Ivins City after the last City Council Meeting.  Mayor Hart did a great job and fire and police also presented very well. 
· The City will provide lunch for the Police Department on Friday, May 17 at Bahama Bucks. 

Council Member Burton reported on the following:

· She met with Monica Bracken and the Miss Santa Clara royalty on May 1 to discuss future events.  They also held a Parent Meeting on May 2.  Ms. Bracken is stepping down as Director and she would like to recognize her for her service.   Mayor Rosenberg suggested bringing Ms. Bracken and the new royalty to the June City Council Meeting.
· She met the Art Teacher and students working on the tunnel.  It is beautiful.
· She noted that Police Appreciation Week is next week and asked Mayor Rosenberg what can be done to recognize them.  Mayor Rosenberg stated that the Chief will report during the Work Session, and they will do something to recognize him. 

Council Member Hinton reported on the following:

· She attended the Talkabout in Ivins City.  Chief Parker did a great job as did Chief Flowers.  A lot of residents attended.  There were questions about Black Desert.  They also honored the first responders who were involved in the incident in the canyon. 
· She attended the ribbon cutting for the Children's Justice Center expansion on April 29.  They have new conference rooms and medical and counseling rooms.  It is a beautiful addition.  There was a lot of community support for the expansion, including donations from contractors and people throughout the community. 
· She went on a ride-along with Fire and EMS and went on calls and building inspections.  She saw the first Iron Man cyclists ride through on their way to Snow Canyon, toured Black Desert, and toured the new retirement home.  She learned a lot and they were very patient with her questions.  Other Council Members were encouraged to schedule ride-alongs.

Council Member Pond reported on the following:

· He also attended the Ribbon Cutting for the Children's Justice Center expansion.  He stated that it is a beautiful facility.  
· He attended the musical revue at Stone Canyon. He noted that there are many amazing, talented youth in the community. 

Council Member Waite reported on the following:

· At the recent ULCT Conference, he attended a class on HB-491, the new government data privacy law.  The relevant Utah Code Sections are 63A-19-401 through 63A-19-406.  As of May 1, any new forms require a disclaimer stating how personal data is stored and secured.  Eventually, that will be required of all City forms.  He asked Staff to verify how Yoppify handles data if it is stored offsite, and if they are required to delete the data when the contract is canceled.  He recalled the demo of the City’s current security system including a facial recognition process.  The recommendation in that class was not to have facial recognition at all outside of law enforcement settings.  He spoke with Mr. Haynie and does not believe there will be any issues with the City’s system, but it may be worth double-checking.  
· He attended the Ribbon Cutting for the Children's Justice Center expansion.
· He attended the Ribbon Cutting for Jersey Mike's.

Mayor Rosenberg reported on the following:

· He attended the Little League Meeting.  It went very well.  They will be amending the agreement to change some language and clarify some points, and that will be on the agenda for the May 21 Special Meeting.
· He attended the Santa Clara Field & Canal Company Meeting with Mr. Mouritsen where they discussed the Financial Report and set dues for 2024.  They have a full water allocation this year, so Santa Clara should get its full allotment.  They talked a little about the lawsuit they are involved in and clarified that any Settlement Agreement will be brought back to the full group for discussion.
· The Saint George's Children's Museum is having its 10th Anniversary Celebration on June 1 from 10:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m.  There will be balloons, animals, face painting, crafts, and lawn games.  They will be unveiling their latest project, the space exhibit.  He encouraged all Council Members to attend. 
· He attended the Mayor's Meeting.  They are starting a new project focused on responding to the Governor's challenges regarding growth and affordable housing.   He will be bringing that discussion to the City Council in the future.

City Manager, Brock Jacobsen, reported on the following:

· New employee Ryan Lesse was introduced. He will be working to help the City automate some of its processes.  He lives in Connecticut and will be working remotely.  Mayor Rosenberg welcomed Mr. Lesse to Santa Clara.

Parks Director, Ryan VonCannon, reported on the following:

· The annual Movie in the Park occurred two weeks earlier.  Over 200 people attended, significantly more than the 40 to 50 who attended last year.  Everything went well.  

Power Director, Gary Hall, reported on the following:

· He will be in Lehi City the following week for a ribbon cutting for their generation plant, so he might not make it back in time for the next Council Meeting. 
· Linemen Eric and Thomas will be in Arizona for the Light Up Navajo Project the following week. Mr. Hall was grateful for the support of the Council, Mayor Rosenberg, and Mr. Jacobsen for that project.  They will be setting power poles for new lines on the reservation in the Tuba City, Arizona area.  

Council Member Waite requested that Mr. Mouritsen update the Council on the slurry seal at Rachel and Gubler Drives.  Mr. Mouritsen stated that the original plan was to chip seal, but slurry seal prices have increased dramatically.  Since a contractor was already doing a slurry seal on Pioneer Parkway, he asked them to extend the project to include both Rachel and Gubler Drives from end to end.  Payment will be due after the next fiscal year starts July 1.  He was concerned about chip sealing in residential streets because residents tend to dislike that type of pavement maintenance, so they should be happier with the slurry seal.  

In response to a question from Council Member Burton, Mr. Mouritsen confirmed that the Tuacahn Wash Basin Debris Removal Project needs to be completed.    

Council Member Shakespeare asked Mr. Jacobsen for an update on repairing the microphones in Council Chambers.  Mr. Jacobsen stated that they have temporarily reinstalled the old microphones due to the technical issues with the new ones.  Gencomm also installed microphones at the State, and those also have glitches as well.  He indicated that the glitches cannot be heard online, only live. 

6. Executive Session.

There was no Executive Session.

7. Adjournment.

Council Member Hinton moved to ADJOURN.  Council Member Burton seconded the motion.  The motion passed with the unanimous consent of the Council.  

The City Council Meeting adjourned at 7:07 p.m.



__________________________________
Chris Shelley
City Recorder
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