[bookmark: _GoBack]Minutes of the City of Woodland Hills Work Session held on September 10th, 2019 in the City of Woodland Hills Council Chambers.

WORK SESSION 

CONDUCTING:  Mayor Wendy Pray

COUNCIL PRESENT:				STAFF PRESENT:

Mayor Wendy Mayor Pray				Jody Stones, City Recorder
Council Member David Pratt				Corbett Stephens, Public Works
Council Member Paul MacArthur			Chris Helvey, Financial Dir
Council Member Dorel Kynaston			
Council Member Larry Henry
Council Member Kari Malkovich

Mayor Pray opened the City of Woodland Hills City Council Work Session at 6:10 p.m.

1. Budget Process
Mayor Pray proposes a budget process for the new year. February- the City Council would set the priorities of the year. March- department budget proposals due and the City Council would hold a budget retreat. April- Mayor proposes annual budget. May- generate public input and City Council deliberates proposal. June- official recommendation from the finance committee and adopt a tentative budget. If needed, in July hold public hearings; August hold a truth in taxation meeting, adopt a new tax rate, and finalize the budget. 
Council Member Pratt asks that once a schedule is agreed upon, that it is posted publicly. Council Member Malkovich discusses how most people don’t realize the Council does not propose a budget, rather receives a budget and makes recommendations. Asks if the Council could review financials monthly and make cuts along the way versus just making decisions in Spring/Summer. Mayor Pray agrees that the information should be posted on the website.
Council Member Kynaston asks to know sooner if taxes need to be increased. Council Member Malkovich indicates the County bases the tax rate off property values. Mayor Pray and the Financial Director also review the budget to determine if that tax rate would need to be increased. Mayor Pray indicates the council was informed of the tax rate at the same time as the Community for transparency but agrees there is wisdom in having the Council deliberate prior to publicly announcing. 
Council Member Pratt indicates when Representative Curtis came to the Town Hall meeting told them the State proposes a 5% reduction in every category. This causes the legislators to review priorities and have those hard conversations. Believes the proposed budget for the City was already adjusted with the wish list items. This left the Community feeling confused. The Council discusses the budget protocols and legal procedures. The Council cannot pass a budget higher than the Mayor’s proposed budget. 
Council Member Kynaston indicates he was asked by a citizen what was the final outcome for taxes and the outcome of the prior meeting. Feels there is still some confusion in the City regarding the outcome. Mayor Pray indicates this will be included in the minutes, but the employees are overwhelmed. Council Member Kynaston proposes an update on the website, will write up an update for the Recorder to upload on the website. The Council discusses the intention to update the City Website and make it more accessible. Mayor Pray will discuss website with the City of Lehi as theirs is easy to navigate. 

2. Update on 755 South Oak Drive
Mayor Pray pending decision from the Variance Committee on the driveway radius. Also, having the Board of Adjustments meet. The individuals on this board are Travis Paulfreymen, David Stones, and Wade Snark, and Brent Winder. Regarding the building code problem, Mr. Hancey indicates he has talked to a company who says the solution will work. The Mayor would like proper documentation versus word of mouth. Documentation should be certified by an engineer or UL Laboratories. Once the City has the final say from the Board of Adjustments regarding the driveway, if no official documentation is received, the Mayor will send a letter regarding the deadline and fees associated with the expired temporary occupancy permit. 

3. Miscellaneous
Council Member Malkovich asks if everyone received the Woodland Hills Day Calendar, extends appreciation for those helping to serve breakfast. The Salem Hills High school band will be playing in the parade. 
Council Member Kynaston asks to make sure the deputy or whoever patrols carry a bolt cutter in case of evacuation as it’s wildfire season. Mayor Pray asks Craig Northrup to follow up on this. 
The Public Works Director discusses the Tuellers on plot 16. They had IGES, an engineering firm, do their hazard assessment. The assessment recommends the City perform mitigation on adjacent City property where the basin currently is. The Public Works Director mentions the Council has discussed this and agrees this is a good idea. The Recorder indicates there would not be a problem with issuing a building permit if mitigation is not done on their property. Council Member MacArthur asks that the hazard assessment is reviewed by the City Engineer- LEI. The Public Works Director indicates LEI does not have soil engineers; they would need to subcontract. However, agrees it would be beneficial to get their professional opinion to ensure the City is protected. The Tuellers will be attending the next meeting. Council Member Pratt asks the Council to consider an easement along that road. The City has a pedestrian easement, but not a motorized vehicle easement. Wants to assure the trail is maintained. Council Member Henry feels it would be wise to have the City get a survey as he thinks the road is entirely on the Taylor’s property and not the Tuellers. 
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING

CONDUCTING:  Mayor Wendy Pray

COUNCIL PRESENT:				STAFF PRESENT:

Mayor Wendy Mayor Pray				Jody Stones, City Recorder
Council Member David Pratt				Corbett Stephens, Public Works
Council Member Paul MacArthur			Chris Helvey, Financial Dir.
Council Member Dorel Kynaston			
Council Member Larry Henry
Council Member Kari Malkovich

Mayor Pray opened the City of Woodland Hills City Council Meeting at 6:40 p.m.


INVITATION TO SAY PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
 
Council Member Kynaston invited those who wished to participate to stand and say the Pledge of Allegiance with him. The Pledge was then given.
 
INVOCATION   
Council Member Henry offered the invocation.  

PUBLIC COMMENT 

Bob Ottley asks for an update on the Committee Working Group Rod Munn is over. Mayor Pray indicates there are no updates, but an assignment will be given tonight with the scope and vision of the group. 


BUSINESS & DISCUSSION

1. Approval of Preliminary and Final Plat Phase 1 of Bell Subdivision

Planning Commission Chair Wayne Frandsen reviews the committee’s approval of the final plat for lots #1 and #2 and preliminary plans for the entire subdivision. Committee had been waiting for an approval letter from the County Health Department regarding concerns with the septic tank. Council Member Henry sites the letter from the County indicates an alternative pond site wastewater system based on percolation testing. Asks if this has been addressed? Mr. Frandsen confirms this has been noted and added to the plat notes.    

Mr. Frandsen notes the Committee was also concerned with the subdivisions the topography and gradients. Some slopes within the subdivision are greater than 38%. The proposal was reviewed by the City Engineer to satisfaction with no slopes greater than 35% in the buildable areas. 


Council Member Pratt voices concern with Plat 1, feels what is shows as the buildable space is fairly confining, the home would need to be very narrow. Steve McCleary the Bell’s developer indicates the Subdivision meets City Code; there is a 150-foot frontage and 36 feet at the back. He believes the buildable space would be about 10,000 sq. feet. Carol Bell confirms the zoning is R1 and confirms meeting all the setbacks. 

The Council questions if there are gradients above 35% in the buildable space. A call is made to their Engineer who says there is not any gradients on those plots above 35% and confirms the measurements of the narrowest building footprint at 45 feet wide. No total square feet provided by engineer. Council Member Henry confirms with Mr. McCleary the driveways would go to Valley View Drive. This is confirmed and Mr. McCleary notes that Valley View Drive would need to be expanded.

The Council discusses the drainage requirements of the eight plots. Council Member Kynaston voices some concern regarding the drainage, has seen a lot of water in this area. The Public Works Director and Mr. McCleary confirm the plats require sump pumps that will move water down Valley View Way and into the adjacent gulley. Council Member Malkovich asks where Bell Cove is in relation to Valley View Way, this is not identified on the preliminary plan. Mr. McCleary explains the layout of the plat plans, current plans provided to the Council does not show full detail as it is just a preliminary and final plat plan for lots 1 and 2. Council Member Kynaston confirms with the Public Works Director that the City Engineer is comfortable with the sump drainage plan. 

Mayor Pray asks the Council to make two motions on approving both the preliminary and final plat plans for the Bell Subdivision. 

MOTION:  Council Member MacArthur made the MOTION to Approve the Preliminary Plan for the entire Bell Development. 
SECOND:  Council Member Malkovich seconded the motion.
VOTE: Motion passed unanimously 

Council Member Pratt after the Motion and Secondary voices concern of the Council approving both the preliminary and final plat plans in the same night. Asks the Council to reconsider passing both. Acknowledges the Bells’ have been working on this subdivision for quite a long time but feels it is bad business to approve both the preliminary and final in one night. The Council discusses the process of evaluating the plats. Council Member Pratt explains in the past, items have been missed when both the preliminary and final plans are approved at the same time. Feels having the two separated allows the Council more time to review the individual plats. Council Member MacArthur indicates he has heard residents express frustration the City does not approve both the preliminary and final plats more often but feels Council Member Pratt’s statement makes sense. 

Council Member Malkovich asks the Planning Commission Chair if the approval for both the preliminary and final plats are due to the Bell’s long efforts to get this approved? Also asks if they feel it is a burden to have the Council pass both the preliminary and final in one night? The Planning Commission Chair indicates they try to avoid passing both at once as they have seen things fall through the cracks. Feels confident at this time making an exception for the Bell’s subdivision. 

Mr. McCleary indicates there is another development, the Bell Estate project that is in a similar situation. The City Engineer LEI was not comfortable with the engineering side and they are having to take a step back from that project. However, the preliminary and final plats have been approved by LEI. Council Member Pratt indicates the preliminary was approved at one point but had expired. Feels this exception is okay due to this fact but would like to remind the Council this should not be standard operating procedure.

Robin Hansen believes anyone submitting plans to the Council would prefer passing the preliminary and final in one night. However, feels the City should be thoughtful about the approval process; cannot give into the pressure the builder’s and resident’s place on the Council as it will be the City that ultimately takes responsibility for any issues. 

Mr. McCleary reminds the Council they had been waiting two months for the septic approval letter from the County. Had presented the plans to the Planning Commission, but not the Council during that time. Feels confident with their plans moving forward as it has been a long work in process and has gotten the approval from LEI.

Council Member Kynaston confirms there will be a fire hydrant in Bell Cove with the Bell’s Developer. Mayor Pray calls for a motion.


MOTION:  Council Member Pratt made the MOTION to Approve the Final Plat Phase 1 for the Bell Development.  
SECOND:  Council Member Henry seconded the motion.
VOTE: Motion passed unanimously 



2.   Ordinance Amending Section 105.2 of the Woodland Hills City Zoning Ordinance- Accessory Buildings.

Mayor Pray calls on Council Member MacArthur to discuss this amendment.

Council Member MacArthur indicates the primary issue for shed setbacks are aesthetics, some safety issues, but mostly the City doesn’t want to have sheds up against the road. Feels if residents are unable to put in a shed, the aesthetics are worse as equipment will be left out. Suggests changing the setbacks from 50 feet to 30 feet on the front and side corner. Also, the old Ordinance lists 15 feet as the maximum height of accessory buildings, recommend changing this to 17 feet height. The Council discusses the Ordinance, attempting to make accessory buildings as unobtrusive as possible, without ruining views. 

The Public Works Director asks the Council to make a clearer definition of what constitutes 17 feet. The Council discusses how the height can vary based on where it is built and if it is built on a hill. Council Member MacArthur feels 17 feet should be the cut-off on every wall, anything over would fail. The Public Works Director asks for where the measurements would be based, for example the Cox’s basement slab is nine feet out of the ground from native soil. If they were to build a shed based off that, they would already be eight feet out of the ground. Council Member MacArthur was thinking the measurement would be the total measurement on the inside from ground to peak. The Public Works Director asks for the wording to be specific. For example, “the roofs mean height not to excess 17 feet from the four major corners around the outside of the structure.”

Robin Hansen asks the Council to consider how the Ordinance might be relevant to the Community. Understands the Public Works Director’s job is to enforce what the Council decides on. Acknowledges the City doesn’t want buildings to obstruct views, but also feels they shouldn’t say “you can’t do anything”. Asks the Public Works Director to think about the Community he is enforcing the Ordinance on. The Council discusses Mr. Hansen’s comment and how to define the 17 feet limit.

Council Member MacArthur makes changes to the wording of the Ordinance to indicate the measurement would begin at the floor of the shed. From floor to the highest peak cannot exceed 17 feet.

Council Member Kynaston asks Mr. Frandsen the Planning Commission Chair if the main issue with the Ordinance was the setback limits. Mr. Frandsen confirms this and indicates 50 feet was originally due to fire concerns, but at this setback many residents cannot build a shed. Thus, supports the change to the Ordinance from 50 feet to 30 feet. If under 20 feet from main building, must adhere to the building code on the main building. 

Council Member Henry asks the Council to confirm R1 is about one acre, R2 is about two acres, R1-19 is smaller than an acre. Indicate on smaller lots 30 feet might not be enough space to build a shed. The Council agrees to amend the Ordinance for the setbacks on the side yard abutting and front yard for R1-19 to R2 PUD from 50 feet to 30 feet. Also, to amend the maximum height of a structure from 15 feet to 17 feet, measuring from the ground floor of the structure up. 

The Public Works Director mentions that in the Thousand Oaks development the recorded plats have a 15 feet side yard setback. The recorded plat indicates you cannot build outside the building envelope. Asks the Council to consider what happens when someone puts a shed 10 feet from the property on the other side. The recorded plat can be more restrictive than the City code, if that is changed the Public Works Director could not approve the amended Ordinance as he would have to follow the recorded plat building space.

The Council discusses how the PUD are defined, such as R1 and R2. A resident in the audience indicates those terms should not be used. For an acre it should be R1-40 to reflect the 44,000 feet in one acre. For a two-acre lot, R1-80 to reflect about 80,000 square feet. R1 indicates only one resident is allowed per lot. The Council agrees to update the wording and change R2 to R1-80. Council Member Kynaston notes the County map says R1, R1-19, and R2. The Public Works Director nots the City zoning map will trump the County map as the County updates their map based off the City. 

Council Member Henry recommends adding a section 4 to the Ordinance. This will say the City Ordinance will not supersede existing restrictions already existing in the CCR. Council Member MacArthur begins the edits to the Ordinance reflecting the decisions of the Council. Mayor Pray recommends discussing other items of business and returning to this once those edits are complete.


3.   Miscellaneous

Council Member Pratt asks the Council for Financial Committee recommendations. He has three names but has not received any other recommendations. Mayor Pray will send Council Member Pratt her recommendations. Asks the Council to submit theirs by the end of the week. The Council can then approve the Committee at the next Council meeting. 

Council Member Henry comments that any building with electrical work should be done according to code and recommends an inspection. The Council discusses the financial restrictions of enforcing this as an inspection can cost about a hundred dollars. However, notes other communities require an Electrical inspection regardless of the size of building. The Council discusses modifying the fee schedule for the electrical inspection. The Public Works Director notes that to contract out it would cost about $58/hour. The Mayor agrees that if a building has any electrical work the City can charge $60/hour for an inspection of the electricity and shed by the Public Works Director. Anything over 200 square feet requires a building inspection.

Council Member Pratt notes the West Loafer Project was submitted to the portal and asks how long it takes to get a bid. The Financial Director notes it closes on the 18th. The Council discusses the project and notes West Loafer to Summit Creek is not paved. Council Member Pratt suggests the Council update Summit Creek to inform them when the City plans to begin the project.

Council Member Malkovich notes recently attending a transportation meeting with UDOT and UTA. The City has had a hard time getting road crews up to Woodland Hills due to the relatively small size of projects in comparison to other cities. Has asked UDOT to consider notifying the City when another project is being done in South County. The City could add on to the projects for work to be completed at the same time. 

Council Member Malkovich also notes hearing from citizens some confusion still on the money for Fiber installation. Has been asked where this money went and where the funds came from? From the City’s independent Auditors (as reflected in their annual report) the total amount was $1,851,696. That amount was taken from the General fund- $380,000, the Capital Projects fund- $1,459,446, the Water fund- $250,000, and resident hookup fees- $142,250. The resident hookup fees is a pass through and has been collected from individuals who have signed up. 

Commissioner Frandsen suggests a notice be given in the City Water Bill with the amounts and an explanation from the Financial Director. Official numbers will not be available until the annual fiscal audit is completed in the new year. Council Member Malkovich notes the Capital Projects fund should be explained. The amount has been accumulating since about 2008. 

The Council reviews some confusion regarding the number of residents who have signed up. At $1,500, $142,000 accounts for about 95 homes. There are about 300 residents that have signed up. The Mayor indicates only the first billing has gone through; the remaining balance will pass through the City in excess of the 1.85 million. Rod Sager thinks the City should not include the resident hookup fees as it is not a burden the City took on. Mayor Pray agrees and notes this amount will continue to fluctuate based off the number of residents who sign-up and the City acts as a pass-through for the money. 

Mayor Pray supports putting the information in the Water bill and waiting for the official annual audit for those numbers. The Financial Director notes the audit won’t happen until January. The Council feels this is too late, and requests a simplified version be released before that time. The Financial Director currently has a copy, but feels this version is difficult to understand as it is written according to the auditors. Mr. Frandsen thinks the numbers discussed during this meeting should be adequate to note in the Water Bill with a statement the annual audit results won’t be in until January and more information will be released as received; figures subject to final audit. The number should not include the hook-up fees. The Council supports this and notes the Financial Director should list the amounts, where they come, and how much remains in these funds.

Council Member Malkovich notes some confusion amongst the residents with the term “fund balance”. Notes this means by law, the City can set aside up to 25% of the budget for a “rainy day” fund. Anything extra goes to the fund balance, which is then transferred to the Capital Improvement Project fund. This fund had been dedicated to the improvement of internet services for the City. In addition to the money set aside, the fund accrued interest over 10 years averaging 0.7 to 3%.

Mayor Pray asks the Financial Director to generate a document detailing how much money came out of the Capital Projects Fund, how much from the Water fund, and amount from the General Fund. The document should include the total amount paid by the City and an explanation on the Capital Projects Fund; how long the City contributed to capital projects, the intent of that money, and the amount earned in interest. Also, the statement should include that these numbers are not final but will be audited in the annual audit completed in January 2020. The resident hookup fee should be listed at $1500 with an explanation that while these fees contributed to the estimated $1.8 million, those fees pass through the City.

Mayor Pray attended a MAG meeting last week which was a presentation to Mayors by the City Manager of Saratoga Springs. The presentation focused on how to strike a balance between developers and cities. Noting expenses to cities after developers leave including infrastructure costs and maintenance fees. According to their City Manager, need 6 units per acre to keep up with the costs of infrastructure. Mayor Pray cites this as the reason Woodland Hills has higher taxes compared to other cities; residents have larger lots. However, the City can also do with less as there is a large pool of volunteers. For example, at the meeting the cost to maintain a City Park was shown at $3-5,000 a year per acre. The City does not have this expense because residents volunteer their time and resources. Mayor Pray expressed concern over the budget and why they couldn’t do better with the money they have; feels this meeting provided an explanation why they have a difficult time stretching the dollar. 

Mayor Pray asks for ideas from the Council regarding the City Vision Group Rod Munn suggested. They are asking the Council for a scope and vision of what should be included. Mayor Pray also asks the Council to submit names for the Committee. Council Member Malkovich feels the scope should include a timeline for the budget and outcomes. Council Member Pratt feels the group should review the survey results the City had done previously to form a general plan. Thinks those same questions asked in the survey need to be continuously answered as the City grows. These questions generate a consensus on infrastructure including curbing, streetlights, bathroom at the park, etc. The Council should have the citizens define future projects. Mayor Pray agrees with Council Member Pratt’s comments.

Council Member Malkovich sites knowing the Road Committee looking at forming a transportation and road plan. Thinks there is more to roads than what most residents understand. For example, when the Council was discussing the Bell’s Subdivision, there are costs to the City for maintaining the sumps, water draining, and road edging. When residents indicate roads are a number one priority, believes they don’t understand the costs associated with maintaining and updating the roads. Notes the City has an aging infrastructure. Celebrating the 40th year of incorporating but initial roads and water system were placed in the early 70’s, some of the water system is 65 years old. Also sites the lower roads were built as summer only roads, not year-round. 

The Planning Commission Chair feels the community should have access to the budget figures in order to understand the costs associated with the projects. The City Vision Group needs this information to put items in perspective on how to proceed. Council Member Malkovich feels the cost of inflation should also be calculated and noted by the City Vision group. Mayor Pray asks if the Council recommends the group to review the survey results and determine if another study needs to be done? Council Member Pratt feels the group should research the general plan, review the survey and other documents pertinent to the City, then expand to where the City should move forward. 

A member of the audience recommends the group look at how the City responds to the rapid development occurring in neighboring communities. Council Member Kynaston also would like the group to consider how the City can get property back. Mayor Pray agrees and notes needing to go back to Elk Ridge to get the line there. Has had individuals from Loafer Canyon Road ask to be annexed in the City as they are frustrated with Elk Ridge moving slower on mitigation efforts than Woodland Hills. 

Mayor Pray asks the Council to submit input for the group up to the 20th of September.

Council Member Malkovich reviews the Woodland Hills Day Committee. Would like to expand on the City’s history previously published by George Blanchard. Barbara Shields is heading up this project, attempting to gather stories prior to the City becoming incorporated. They would like to compile a booklet with some photos and stories in chronologic order. Feels these stories are very interesting including when they didn’t snowplow or when there were no phone lines. Hopes to finish this project by the end of the year. Council Member Kynaston asks that the Fire Department history also be included in the book. The Recorder has a file of historical records and some histories, would be a good contact for Barbara. Council Member Malkovich notes being in contact with the State Archives who are willing to help compile the book. 

2. Ordinance Amending Section 105.2 of the Woodland Hills City Zoning Ordinance- Accessory Buildings (cont.)

Council Member MacArthur voices the changes made to the Ordinance. Has edited the overall language of accessory buildings to sheds. Also, has defined what is necessary for units over 200 sq. feet and under 200 sq. feet. The Ordinance will read:
No detached shed in a residential district shall exceed 17 feet in height. The height being measured from the floor of the building to any part of the exterior of the roof.
The setback limits will be changed from 50 to 30 feet. 
No portion of this Ordinance shall supersede more restrictive HOA rules or CCR’s.
Any unit under 200 sq. feet must comply with electrical code.

Council Member Pratt asks for more time to consider the changes. Does not agree with the process of reworking an Ordinance in one meeting and then having the Council approve this. Council Member MacArthur notes the Council will meet again in 2 weeks but him and Council Member Malkovich will be absent. Mayor Pray notes The Billet’s are trying to put their driveway next to the shed and need to know the City’s setbacks. The Public Works Director notes this Ordinance does not affect the driveway setbacks of 20 feet. Mayor Pray notes them wanting to make sure the driveway would reach the shed if that needed to be 30 feet. The Council reviews that RV parking is the same setback as a home. This Ordinance applies specifically to sheds, garages, gazebos, greenhouses, and similar buildings. 

Council Member MacArthur can call into next meeting to give everyone a chance to read it over and think about it. The Recorder notes the Billet’s issue is they want to store their RV 20 feet from the side of the property. This would be enclosed. The Council notes there are some inconsistencies with this Ordinance, if not enclosed would be a RV pad with different rules, once enclosed would be an accessory building. Council Member MacArthur asks if the Ordinances are typically reviewed by a lawyer to assess if there are inconsistencies. The Council indicates that is not the process and Council Member Pratt notes that is why there are a lot of inconsistencies. Mayor Pray notes this is the reason why the City is doing the codification system. Past Ordinances still need to be sent in, but in the future a new ordinance would be sent to the codifiers and if there are inconsistencies, they would be flagged. 

Mayor Pray notes that if Council Members MacArthur and Malkovich are out for the September 24th meeting this is when the County Engineer was scheduled to present to the Council on hazard studies. Mayor Pray will ask the County Engineer to reschedule.

Mayor Pray also voices a plea from a resident to consider AIRBNBs and VRBOs. Council Member Kynaston prefers not to discuss this and the Council feels they discussed this at length in the prior meeting. Council Member MacArthur asks for more information. Council Member Pratt believes if the citizen should present a proposal, rather than the Council making a proposal. The Council agrees to this and Mayor Pray will inform that resident of their decision.

Council Member Pratt asks if at the next meeting the Council will finalize their decision regarding the Summit Creek gates. Council Member Malkovich notes she has found documents that finalized the decision back in 2013. However, the mayor at that time did not enforce this. Mayor Pray asks the Council to take a vote on the matter at the next meeting. Notes Summit Creek would like a firm directive and feels if the whole Council votes the matter is clarified.

Planning Commission Chair Mr. Frandsen has heard from Bucky that he was expecting a phone call from someone on the Council. Noted Summit Creek’s Attorney was attempting to contact the City’s Attorney David Church for some clarification. Council Member MacArthur had a short conversation with Bucky a few weeks ago. Noted Bucky believed the preliminary plat approval was still valid. Council Member MacArthur asked for their Attorney to show documentation to support this. Felt Summit Creek wanted to avoid the process of getting final or preliminary plat approval again. Mayor Pray notes this is a separate issue than the gates. Council Member MacArthur confirms this, and notes gates were not brought up in the conversation. 
 
Council Member Pratt feels there were a lot of mistakes made by the Council on Summit Creek. Council Member Malkovich notes that preliminary plat timeframe has lapsed. Mayor Pray notes Summit Creek is making the case the preliminary has not lapsed. Council Member MacArthur would like to hear their side of the argument, feels their opinion should be heard. He will reach out to Bucky letting him know the Council has yet to see any documentation.

Mayor Pray asks Council Member MacArthur to call into the next meeting and asks Council Member Malkovich to compose an email with a statement of her stance regarding the Summit Creek gates. Mayor Pray would like the Council to present a unified decision to Summit Creek at the next Council Meeting.

Mayor Pray notes at the next meeting the Council will discuss adjusting the fee schedule to include a $60/ hour electrical assessment on all accessory buildings with electric. Also, review the Tueller’s hazard assessment. The Public Works Director notes speaking with the Tueller’s who thought they were on the next agenda. The Recorder notes they asked to get on this evenings agenda at 2pm today, which was not granted due to the late notice.

The Shed Ordinance will be tabled for the Council to review. Mayor Pray asks Council Member MacArthur and the Recorder to send this out with all the final changes. 

Council Member Malkovich looks forward to seeing everyone at Woodland Hills Day. Notes there are volunteers to serve dinner. SCSD is also sending people to assist and will increase their donation to cover the cost of dinner. Has asked residents to bring salad and desserts to share. Also notes some residents are upset as there was a vote to show Toy Story 4, however this is not released until October 1st. Aladdin will be showing instead. They will not be having a BYU tailgate party as that space was already being used for Bingo. 

MOTION:  Council Member MacArthur made the MOTION to adjourn 
SECOND:  Council Member Pratt seconded the motion.
VOTE: Motion passed unanimously 

The meeting was adjourned at 10: 29 P.M

ADJOURN

EXECUTIVE SESSION
· To discuss the character, professional competence, or physical or mental health of  
· individuals;
· To discuss pending or reasonably imminent litigation;
· To discuss the sale or transfer of land;
·  To discuss deployment

In accordance with the A.D.A., persons needing special accommodations during this meeting should notify the Woodland Hills Recorder at 801-423-1962.

Posted , 2019.


________________________________________
Jody Stones, City Recorder

