


Milford City Council Meeting 
Tuesday, August 19, 2025 4:00 PM
Milford City Hall, 26 South 100 West
Milford, Utah 84751


Members Present: Mayor Nolan Davis, Council Members Russell Smith, Les Whitney, Scott Symond, Ian Spaulding, and Terry Wiseman.
Absent: City Administrator Makayla Bealer
Staff: City Recorder Monica Seifers, Zoning Administrator Lisa Thompson, Attorney Leo Kanell, Foreman Benjamin Stewart.
Visitors (Official Roster):  Matthew Sterzer, Bryon McCarty, Jeff Harkness, Stephanie Boose, Lola Bridge, Mallory Bailey, Jayson Bailey, Carl Cluff, Cari Netto, Susan Netto. 

Call to Order
Mayor Davis called the meeting to order at 4:00 p.m. followed by the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Visitors
a. Jeff Harkness – Discuss maintenance of city fire hydrants 
Mr. Harkness was in attendance representing Harke Wilde Maintenance. His business ensures hydrants are working properly as they are key in emergency situations. It’s a great assurance to know the hydrants are functioning properly when they are needed. 

Mayor Davis thanked Mr. Harkness for his time stating that the city has a good maintenance program with the city maintenance crew and volunteer firefighters performing routine maintenance. At $350 per hydrant and 167 city wide hydrants that is a big budget issue that we are not prepared for this year.

Council Member Spaulding asked how the contract worked. Mr. Harkness - $350 per hydrant per year. On average it is $15-20K to replace a hydrant. Chief Whitney agreed the hydrants are expensive. Council Member Spaulding asked Chief Whitney if there could be a partnering agreement with the service district. Mayor Davis stated that cities are required to provide hydrants. Council member Spaulding felt it was worth discussing in the Spring during budget review.  

Mayor Davis suggested having it reviewed for the spring budget sessions. The city will see what we can work out. Foreman Stewart asked if flow and pressure testing was included. Mr. Harkness – yes, it is included. 

Consent Issues
·  Consent issues including bills and payroll, Financial Report July 2025, and minutes of the July 15, 2025 Public Hearings and Council Meeting, and August 4, 2025 Special Meeting. 

· MOTION: Council Member Scott Symond moved to approve the consent issues as presented. The motion was seconded by Council Member Russell Smith. The motion carried with the following votes:
Yes:  Scott Symond, Terry Wiseman, Les Whitney, Russell Smith, Ian Spaulding
No: None 
Absent: None
· 
New Business
a. Canvass of Primary Election Results 
City Recorder Monica Seifers reported the primary election process went smoothly with the Beaver County Clerk’s office. Tracy McMullin appreciates the opportunity to partner with the cities for their municipal elections as it keeps her updated with the ever-changing laws and requirements of election administration. City Recorder Seifers reported that there was 49 % voter turnout in the primary election which shows that the voters are trusting the Vote by Mail process. There were some changes that required a chain of custody for the transport of the ballots from the drop box locations to the voting center. In the past, the county employees (senior citizens, county road, and deputies) would transport the ballots, but with the new requirements it was no longer viable. Recorder Seifers called for volunteers. Mayor and Iva Davis, and Makayla Bealer and her family offered to assist with this process. Recorder Seifers offered her appreciation to them. 
Recorder Seifers presented the following results of the Milford City Primary Election held on August 12, 2025:
· Milford City had 646 registered voters with 317 ballots case (49.07% turnout). 
The votes were for City Council Office – 2 seats with 4-year terms: Ian Spaulding 237 votes, Tayson N Willis – 143 votes, Lynae Malchus – 103 votes, Terry Wiseman – 72 votes, Brady Larsen – 36 votes, and James S Mohar – 16 votes. The bottom two candidates were eliminated at the primary, the remaining four will be placed on the ballot for the General Election to be held on November 4, 2025.

· MOTION: Council Member Scott Symond moved to approve the city council, as Board of Canvassers, to sign the Canvass Report certifying the results for the Primary Election.  The motion was seconded by Council Member Les Whitney. The motion carried with the following votes:
Yes:  Scott Symond, Terry Wiseman, Les Whitney, Russell Smith, Ian Spaulding
No: None 
Absent: None

Mayor Davis expressed his appreciation to the city staff, Tracy McMullin, and Trish Wunderlich for the administration of the elections. 
b. Approval of replacing bay doors at old fire station and city maintenance shop   
Mayor Davis reported that Elite Doors and Windows will be coming to double check the measurements. They will have an update on when the doors will be ready for install. 
· MOTION: Council Member Les Whitney moved to approve the expenditures for five doors at the old fire station and four doors at the city maintenance shop. The motion was seconded by Council Member Terry Wiseman. The motion carried with the following votes:
Yes:  Scott Symond, Terry Wiseman, Les Whitney, Russell Smith, Ian Spaulding
No: None 
Absent: None

c. Appointment to Milford Booster Club 
It has been recommended that Josie Lozano be appointed to the MES Booster Club
· MOTION: Council Member Les Whitney moved to appoint Jose Lozano to the MES Booster Club. The motion was seconded by Council Member Scott Symond. The motion carried with the following votes:
Yes:  Scott Symond, Terry Wiseman, Les Whitney, Russell Smith, Ian Spaulding
No: None 
Absent: None
d. Filing extension request on Water Right 71-497 (Application No. A45723)
Mayor Davis asked Attorney Kanell if he had any concerns. There were none. 
· MOTION: Council Member Les Whitney moved to approve the filing of the extension request on Water Right 71-497 (Application No. A45723).. The motion was seconded by Council Member Terry Wiseman. The motion carried with the following votes:
Yes:  Scott Symond, Terry Wiseman, Les Whitney, Russell Smith, Ian Spaulding
No: None 
Absent: None

e. Approval of Addendum to Milford Municipal Golf Course Agreement
There were some changes to who in the golf association would be operating city equipment and maintaining the course, this updates the contract to reflect those changes. 

· MOTION: Council Member Ian Spaulding moved to approve addendum to the Municipal Golf Course Agreement to include the updates to the personnel who will be involved in the operation of equipment and maintenance at the golf course. The motion was seconded by Council Member Scott Symond. The motion carried with the following votes:
Yes:  Scott Symond, Terry Wiseman, Les Whitney, Russell Smith, Ian Spaulding
No: None 
Absent: None

f. Discuss South Central Communications response on vacating alleys
Mayor Davis presented the history: 
Mallory Bailey had inquired about fence guidelines prior to installing it and was told there was a platted alleyway and if she wanted to abut her neighbor’s fence to the east, she would have to petition to vacate the alley and receive approval.  She never filed a petition but went ahead and installed the fence.

May 20, 2025
· City Office notified that Carl Cluff was installing fence posts to extend his back yard into the alleyway.
· City Office reached out to Mallory Bailey to find out if she had blocked access to alleyway with a fence and it was confirmed she had.  
· City Office called Carl Cluff and asked him to come to city office.  Lisa spoke with Carl and explained that he cannot encroach into the alleyway.  He would have to file a petition to vacate it, and he should not make any more improvements on that land until the correct process is followed.

May 23, 2025
· Letters were sent to Jayson and Mallory Bailey and Carl Cluff:
. Baileys:  Letter explained that they had contacted out office prior to installing the fence and were advised that a formal petition to vacate the alley and approval would be required if they wanted to pursue installing a fence across the alleyway.  The letter also stated they had 60 days to remove the fence and restore the alley access or submit a petition to vacate the alley.
. Cluffs:  A letter was mailed to Carl Cluff requesting that he pause any further work on the fence extension until the appropriate process could be navigated.  The letter also stated that in order to proceed with the fence extension he must do the following:  Petition to Vacate the Alleyway and receive approval or remove the fence poles that he had already installed.  
June 25, 2025
· City Office received a petition to vacate the alleyway from Jayson and Mallory Bailey.

July 9, 2025
· Planning and Zoning recommended to the council to accept petition

July 15, 2025
· City Council had a public hearing and discussed the petition and heard concerns about the utility lines in that area.  
. Council asked office staff if utility companies had been notified and it was confirmed that letters had been sent to all utility companies, but the office had not been contacted by any of them.  The council tabled this item and asked the office staff to reach out to South Central regarding their utility lines.

July 16, 2025
· Caleb Evans with South Central came into the office and let us know they do have fiber lines in this area.  He went up and blue staked the lines.
· Lisa and Ben went onsite after South Central marked the lines and measured off where the platted alleyway is.  

July 16, 2025
· City Office reached out to Todd Breinholt with South Central to discuss the petition we had received.  Todd expressed his concerns and said he would take this matter to his engineering group on July 21st.
· City Office also let him know that it appears that their lines are not in the alleyway and they are running on private property.  

July 30, 2025
· Letter sent to the Bailey’s updating them that we are waiting to hear back from South Central. And that this item is scheduled to be placed on the council’s agenda on August 19th and their attendance is required.
· Letter sent to Carl Cluff updating him that we are waiting to hear back from South Central.  The letter also reminds him that we have asked him to pause any further work on his fence extension until a final decision is made.  The letter also encouraged him to attend the council meeting on August 19th.  

August 1, 2025
· Todd Breinholt met with city staff regarding this petition, and he expressed his concerns about vacating the alley as it would restrict them from access to their lines.  He explained that in subdivisions where an alleyway isn’t platted they run their lines along the front of the properties so they have access. 
· It was discussed that their lines could be on private property instead of in the alleyway, but Todd expressed they would still not want the alleyway vacated.  

August 6, 2025
· South Central notified city office that they will be doing a survey to find out exactly where the alleyway is located; however, they do NOT favor any alleyway that they occupy to be vacated as it always ends up with them not being able to provide service to customers because someone is not allowing them to access the property or they aren’t home.  
· South Central will notify us when they have completed the survey.  

August 13, 2025
Milford City sent letters to the Baileys and Cluffs reminding them of the council meeting on August 19th. 

Mayor Davis reported that the council must decide at this time if they will be accepting the petition to vacate the alley. It will block some of the residents if they do. Alleyways are established for utility easements. Some of the residents proceeded with improvements. Mayor Davis felt this situation could have been avoided if the proper procedures had been followed. The city has never vacated an alley that had easements in it. It was his opinion that the council should not adopt the ordinance vacating the alley, he urged the members of the council to discuss it. Council Member Spaulding asked for Attorney Kanell’s opinion on the issue.

Attorney Kanell – the statute for vacating an alley or street requires the city give notice to the utility companies. We had done that and there was no response, and he was skeptical about it because it may not have gotten to the department it needed to. Now that we have this information from the utility company, we know that they don’t favor the vacation. We have a non-unanimous consent with the property owners. We now have this information from the utility company. It is Attorney Kanell’s suggestion that the city does not vacate the alley.  

Council Member Spaulding – we have a no-win situation where the counsel (attorney) is recommending no, the mayor is recommending no, but the Planning Commission voted yes, but not unanimously – is that correct? Zoning Administrator Thompson – no, the Planning Commission recommended the vacation of the alley. Council Member Smith – but did they take into consideration that there was a franchise agreement in place and there could be lines there? Zoning Administrator Thompson – they did not. Council Member Spaulding – they did not have that information at that time. Council Member Smith did not think the city council could move forward with it due to the franchise agreement with South Central, nor did he think it was the city’s problem when the landowners were told not to proceed until the process has been completed. They did not and he did not feel that was on the city. Council Member Symond did not feel it was in the best interest to vacate the alley. 

Council Member Russell Smith does not think it is the city’s problem. The property owners proceeded after being told not to. Council Member Scott Symond agreed.  Council Member Spaulding – what needs to happen now?
Carl Cluff was told that when there was a problem with the drainage – when they took the debris instead of hauling it away, they dumped it behind the property lines. It has caused a problem in the easement/alleyway area. Council Member Les Whitney – when you say they, do you mean South Central? Mr. Cluff – no, the people who did the work on the road to help with drainage. Council Member Whitney – do we know who did that? Mayor Davis – Advanced Development was who developed that subdivision. Mr. Cluff continued explaining that it causes a problem with him using his property because there is dirt there and further stated he felt the fences were not aligned with the property lines on the east side. It has prevented him from maximizing the use of his property. He wasn’t trying to take something that was not his, he was just trying to maximize the use of his property since South Central ran their lines in his property. Council Member Whitney asked about the easement being on private property. Council Member Spaulding stated that was a completely separate issue they would have to deal with. 

Zoning Administrator Thompson cited there were multiple issues in that subdivision. When she spoke with South Central Communications about the easements, she expressed that it did not appear that the lines were placed within the alley. SCC expressed that regardless, they still would not be in favor of vacating the alley. They are doing a (property) survey and will have to make some decisions on their end. 
Council Member Spaulding – regardless of where it is located (the alley) it is beneficial to most to not vacate the alley. Mr. Cluff – most people being – the people who signed the petition? Council Member Spaulding – the most people impacted by it, so yeah, the property owners and any utilities affected. Zoning Administrator Thompson explained that when the city entered into the SCC Franchise agreement, South Central followed the lines that were put in earlier by a previous phone company, so this was not something that was recently done. It was a problem that dates back to the older phone lines. Mr. Cluff is okay with SCC leaving it where it is at, but he would like to have the opportunity to maximize his property. If SCC wants the easement, he wants to be able to use his property. He claims he is 6.5 feet into the alleyway. He referenced other alleyways that have been encroached in the city. He stated he was not there to create a problem or to be a problem, he just wanted to be able to utilize his property to the maximize. He didn’t feel abandoning the alleyway would impede on anyone.

Attorney Kanell explained that Milford City has a right-of-way or a street and it is their property and if anyone encroaches on it, it does not establish an easement by use – a prescriptive easement. Milford City can go to court and force people to move their encroachments at any time. On the other hand, the utility company, if they have established an easement because of use, the requirement is they would have to have been there for 20 years without being contested, they could possibly have established that easement. When a lot is platted, typically the easements will be platted as part of the property. They may have a prescriptive easement. What the company is saying is that they want to be able to travel along the easement. There is usually 16-20 feet that follows an easement for maintenance. Milford City does not have a requirement to vacate alleys, just because the property owners agree, the city still has the authority to not vacate. 

Mr. Cluff stated the water is run in front of  his property, he wondered where the easements were down the front of his property for water why South Central didn’t follow that easement down the front. Council Member Whitney asked if there was an agreement from clear back when where the private properties had a required easement with South Central and it was agreed upon and signed, or is there no agreement? Zoning Administrator Thompson asked if he was referring to when the subdivision was first approved? Council Member Whitney -  if that line went down that property… Zoning Administrator Thompson explained that there was a utility easement that ran down the front of the properties, she did not see anything run down the alleyway, but it was always understood that they were there for utility use. She cited that the agreement likely would not have been with South Central, the phone boxes were installed before South Central and before homes were located on that block. Council Member Whitney – as far as an agreement on the private property, we don’t know of one, is that correct? Mr. Cluff continued citing that he did not care either way, he just wanted to use his property and felt that South Central should allow them to use their property, and South Central should move their stuff. 

Mallory Bailey, who originally submitted the petition for vacation, pulled up a plat map (on her phone) of when she bought her property stating that it does not show easements anywhere on the map. She wanted to clarify they were only asking to have the alley vacated on the north end. The Schofield’s will not be able to use the alley. She reported on speaking with Caleb Evans with South Central and he stated that even if the alley was vacated he would still have to use the front access as the alleyway is not accessible and due to their utilities being located on private property and so far off the alley.

Council Member Spaulding recalled that in the public hearing there was one signer who noted they did not care about the north, he asked if that was due to utilities or just general access? Cari Netto responded, stating it was her and it was due to general access as she would not have access to her back yard. With the condition of the alley and objects in the alley on the south side, she would still not be able to access her property without going to her neighbors for access. Jayson Bailey stated there was a shed on the alleyway that would need to be moved. Zoning Administrator reported that she has been contacted by the property owner’s family and the shed would be relocated soon.  Mr. Cluff – we are talking about an alleyway that doesn’t exist. Someone will have to blade the road from north to south to make it useable. He felt that the property owners in the subdivision should have been required to put their fences along their property lines so everyone would have been aware, and South Central would know where to put their utilities. The property owners that live on the east side of the subdivision paid the price of losing 30 feet of their property. Council Member Whitney – if we are talking about a dedicated easement - am 
I hearing correctly that there is not an established alley – this concern is strictly on private property? Mayor Davis – no, there is a dedicated alley there. Council Member Spaulding – the space is allocated for it, it has not been converted into a useable alley but the space is allocated there from an arial view. Zoning Administrator Thompson explained that the alleyway was platted in. Council Member Whtiney – you guys keep referring to the north end, what properties? Mr. Cluff responded – the Bailey’s, Scholfield’s, his property, the vacant home on west side (Breezy Hoffman old home at 168 North 700 West), and the vacant lot south of 168 North 700 West owned by Dora Lara. Council Member Whitney asked Cari Netto if he understood her correctly that she would not care either way. Ms. Netto said it would not be ideal because moving in and out would be difficult but she would compromise with access only from the south. She has petitioned to have the alley way established. She is concerned that if it is not established and closed off to the north, she would be reliant on the homeowners from the south to access her property. Mr. Cluff responded that while he saw her point, she was not reliant upon the neighbors to the north as with the drop off she currently would not have access to her property from the north. He stated she was reliant upon the neighbors from the south. Foreman Stewart reported that he and Zoning Administrator Thompson went and looked at the alleyway. If the city grated it out according to where it should be, it is going to be up on the hill and the property owners would have to cut in an access to the alley from their property. 

Mayor Davis commented that there was still an issue with South Central as we now have two differing opinions – one from the local individual who services the area and another from their offices as to whether they need access or not. According to Todd Breinholt, they request that the alley not be vacated. Council Member Smith added that they (SCC) stated even after the survey is completed, they would not change their opinion on vacating it. Mr. Cluff revisited the old phone pedestals stating they were removed because the new line had been installed. Caleb has expressed that he would rather access the pedestal through the properties than try to come up the alleyway. 

Zoning Administrator Bealer reported that she had invited Todd Breinholt and originally he was going to attend today’s meeting, but he expressed that their opinion was not going to change but he wanted to have the property surveyed before he came to a council meeting. He had expressed times over that South Central would not be changing their opinion on vacating the alley. She felt it was unfortunate that the local tech had a different opinion, but Mr. Breinholt was the engineer that came through and did the Franchise Agreement with Milford City for the fiber optics, he works in their office. She did not know if he and Caleb had not talked but they seemed to have different opinions. Mayor Davis stated that there are many differences in opinions, and we could discuss this all night. The council has got to decide, he suggested we should try to get SCC (Mr. Breinholt) here to have a conversation. Mayor Davis is concerned with the conversations that are not taking place internally at SCC. He is also concerned with vacating the north end only and wants something in writing alleviating the city from litigation. The city would need to establish the alleyway; it is not fair to vacate it to the north and abandon the south end property owners. It is his recommendation that we work through the process and work with the other utility companies. Council Member Whitney agreed that the city could discuss this for quite some time, his concern was if SCC has placed their utilities on private property how can we prevent them from utilizing their property without a signed agreement? Leo? Attorney Kanell did not understand what he was saying, but responded that our easement was there and it was up to us whether we wanted to vacate it or not. If there is a utility company that needs to use it, why would we want to vacate it? Caleb has expressed he can access it from the front but how would SCC excavate and replace the line without the easement? He thought that was a ridiculous statement, he cannot dig it up and replace it from the front. That is just practical common-sense information. Council Member Symond stated there were alleys all throughout town, he asked if everyone who has an alley was now going to want to vacate their alley. Mr. Cluff agreed citing that those other alleys are being utilized, the one in question has never been used. Mayor Davis – so, to alleviate this problem, we just need to take equipment down the alley way and grade it in, is that what you are saying? Council Member Spaulding – from the south side or the whole thing? Council Member Whitney – you would have to do the whole thing. Mayor Davis – that is correct. Council Member Spaulding- to do the whole thing, we would need to have the property owners pull their stuff out of there, correct? Mayor Davis – that is correct. Council Member Spaulding stated that due to all the factors, he did not feel the council could vote to vacate the alley without more information. The city needs clarity. The question that was brought before the council was are we willing to accept the petition to vacate the north side of the alley and he felt using the information they had and the recommendation of the attorney,  even though he was not inherently opposed to the concept of vacating it, if the south four pieces have some resolution, but in the meantime we don’t have that resolution or information. So, while he was not opposed to revisiting it, he could not see the council doing anything with the information that is currently available other than take the recommendation of the city attorney. Council Member Smith agreed. South Central has expressed they would not be changing their opinion on the vacation of the alley. 

· MOTION:  Council Member Scott Symond moved to DENY the adoption of Ordinance 04-2025 “Vacating Alleyway”. Council Member Russell Smith seconded the motion. Roll call votes: Council Member Russell Smith – yes, Ian Spaulding – yes, Les Whitney – abstained, Terry Wiseman – abstained, Scott Symond – yes. The motion carried to deny the petition to vacate. 

Council Member Ian Spaulding left the meeting at 5:28 PM. 

Mayor Davis addressed the attorney regarding the encroachment on the alleyways asking how the city should proceed with enforcement – do we notify the property owners to remove the improvements that have been made? Attorney Kanell responded that it was up to the council stating that there were encroachments on many alleyways in town. It is up to the city on how they want to start encroachment proceedings on that. Council Member Smith – if we are going to go in with a grader and grade it, they will have to move it, won’t they? Mayor Davis – that is a decision the city council has to make and it sounds like they have made the decision to maintain that alley so we will need to go ahead and get some equipment up there or look at contracting it out and getting it done.  Council Member Whitney – when you say maintaining that alley, that means building an alley, correct? Mayor Davis – yes, that should have been done a long time ago.  

g. Discussion on donation of old stadium lights from BCSD
Council Member Spaulding presented it in the previous meeting. Mayor Davis discussed it with Administrator Bealer earlier today and it is their recommendation to talk to Milford Recreation about purchasing a 20’ conex that can house the lights and the side by side. 
· MOTION: Council Member Les Whitney moved to accept the donation of the lights from the school district. Motion was seconded by Council Member Scott Symond. The motion carried with the following votes:
Yes:  Scott Symond, Terry Wiseman, Les Whitney, Russell Smith
No: None 
Absent: Ian Spaulding

Carl Cluff, Jayson and Mallory Bailey, Cari Netto,  Susan Netto, and Matt Sterzer left at 5:34 PM

h. Review the bat remediation report at the pool and approval of Request for Proposals 
Council Member Whitney reported that the inspection revealed the problem was not as big as expected but with the roof project commencing, it is a good time to remediate. The inspector did not see any bats during the inspection. Council Member Whitney felt the city needed to be proactive and seal the attic and roof as well as install LED lighting in the attic to prevent them from returning. Council Member Symond liked the idea of having LED lights in there, it seems to be an inexpensive way of managing the issue. 

· MOTION: Council Member Les Whitney moved to approve the RFP for the pool roof replacement with bat and attic mitigation. The motion was seconded by Council Member Terry Wiseman. The motion carried with the following votes:
Yes:  Scott Symond, Terry Wiseman, Les Whitney, Russell Smith
No: None 
Absent: Ian Spaulding

Recorder Seifers asked if the council wanted to hire a general contractor to oversee all details of the project or have the city contract each item separately. The consensus was to have a general contractor oversee the entire project.

Old Business
a. July 4th Committee Update
City Recorder Seifers provided an update on the revenues and expenses, explaining that the fireworks show has not been expensed yet. She asked Council Member Whitney if he had received an invoice yet as the city had not seen anything. He stated he would reach out and have the invoice sent. 

Recorder Seifers reported revenue of $23,370 and expense, not including the fireworks, was $14,763 for a net gain of $8,607, which would show a loss with the invoice for fireworks. The budget year for 2025 has been closed so the invoice will hit this year’s July 4th budget. She explained that the July 4th budgeting can get tricky because we have the calendar budget which shows what we want to expend for that year’s celebration, and then the fiscal budget, which switches from one budget year to another during the celebration. She explained that we will be okay to pay the fireworks invoice this year, it shouldn’t have an effect overall. 

Mayor Davis reported that the funding was on track for the America250 celebration to be held next year. Administrator Bealer submitted the paperwork for the funding and once it has been awarded the committee can come up with a plan on how to use the funding and the plan can be submitted. Mayor Davis suggested the committee have discussion so they can make that determination. 

· Discuss condition of Main Street Property Parcel 0005-0009-0003
Council Member Whitney did not have anything to report. He will make one more attempt to contact the property owner. 

Ordinances and Resolutions
a. Ordinance 04-2025 “Vacating Alleys’”
The motion was previously made to deny the vacation petition. Ordinance 04-2025 was not passed. 

b. Ordinance 06-2025 “Amendment to Vacation” 
Mayor Davis explained this amendment would apply to the Librarian and update the job description for that position. 
· MOTION: Council Member Les Whitney moved adopt Ordinance 06-2025 “Amendment to Vacation”. The motion was seconded by Council Member Scott Symond. Roll call votes: Council Member Russell Smith – yes, Les Whitney – yes, Terry Wiseman – yes, and Scott Symond – yes. The motion carried. Council Member Ian Spaulding was not in attendance. 

Staff and Council Reports 

Leo Kanell
· Reported he had been working with Advanced Development, trying to get an easement for 600 North to transfer the water for the UDOT project across main street. He has talked to Administrator Bealer about some of the problems that has been preventing progress. He has not got anywhere with AD. Does the city want to continue working on it? Mayor Davis replied yes. UDOT is waiting as well as the county, UDOT has all the funding in place, they are just waiting for the easement. 

Foreman Stewart 
· Chip sealing was completed Thursday. The crew is sweeping and will be flushing in the next couple of weeks. 

Mayor Davis 
· Met with Chris Hill of UDOT last week, reported it was not a real productive meeting. They are not looking at this area at all, Wasatch Front is their priority. If we have any issues, we are to contact Richfield Office. 
· Rodatherm Energy has all their funding and permits in place. The pad work is going in near  the county line to the north. They will bring rigs in and anticipate starting to drill in November – December. They are trying to find smaller rigs, FERVO rigs are too big. Mike Dabbs will be back next month. 
· Met with Target Hospitality. They provide and setup man camps and housing with water, sewer, walkways, and provide meals. They are looking at land just north of the airport. Mayor Davis referred them to the Matt Sterzer and the county commission. They may return later to discuss the area near the airport.
· Mayor Davis complemented Russell Smith for his efforts at the airport, it looks great and it is appreciated. 

Council Member Les Whitney 
· Thanked Foreman Stewart and his crew for a great job on the streets, it was done in a timely manner and he can’t wait until they are flushed. 
· The Christmas Light program is too much for one person. He asked for help with the Christmas Lights stating that if we don’t get volunteers it will go to the wayside. Mayor Davis was told that the inmate work crew was down to one man.  Zoning Administrator Lisa Thompson left at 5:53 PM Les responded that there were a few more than that yesterday, he will check with Shaun Hodges on availability.  

Meeting Adjournment ~ as there was no further business the meeting adjourned at 5:55 PM.
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