CITY OF OREM
CITY COUNCIL MEETING
56 North State Street Orem, Utah
July 30, 2013

3:30 P.M. FIELD TRIP – Orem Fitness Center

CONDUCTING	Mayor James Evans	

ELECTED OFFICIALS	Councilmembers Hans Andersen, Margaret Black, Mark E. Seastrand, Mary Street, and Brent Sumner

APPOINTED STAFF	Jamie Davidson, City Manager; Greg Stephens, City Attorney; Richard Manning, Administrative Services Director; Bill Bell, Interim Development Services Director; Karl Hirst, Recreation Director; Charlene Crozier, Interim Library Director; and Rachelle Conner, Deputy City Recorder

EXCUSED	Councilmember Karen McCandless

	TOUR - Orem Fitness Center
Karl Hirst, Recreation Director, took those present on a tour of the Orem Fitness Center. He pointed out areas of concern and the items that will be upgraded in the remodel. Mr. Hirst advised the Fitness Center is thirty years old, and they have half a million people walk through the doors each year.

	DISCUSSION – CARE Tax Renewal Time Line
Mr. Davidson indicated the voter approved CARE Tax is going to be on the November ballot. He asked Charlene Crozier, Interim Library Director, to give a timeline for the requirements in going forward with this. He noted he would like the representatives from the arts community and recreation community to give input on this as well.

Mrs. Crozier reviewed the timeline as follows:
· Submit resolution of intent to Utah County
· This has been done
· Approve ballot language by August 22, 2013
· Special City Council meeting on August 20th

Mrs. Crozier stated there is some specific language that is required in the ballot question. 

Mr. Stephens noted there have been some changes in State law since 2005. They now allow the CARE funds to be used for recreational facility operational and maintenance expenses.

Those present discussed options for funding recreational equipment.

Mr. Davidson said they can choose different ways to “split the pie;” however, they need to realize the size of the pie will be the same as it has always been. 
Mr. Davidson then stated this follows a standard ballot process that would have a voter information pamphlet with arguments for and against. He noted it is up to the City Council to determine who will provide the statements. If there are multiple people interested in submitting the argument, the City Council will choose who will write it.

Mr. Davidson asked the City Council whether August 20, 2013, at 5:00 p.m. will work for the City Council to have a special meeting to approve the ballot language. The Councilmembers said that would be fine.

Randy Park, Recreation Advisory Commission, noted the bottom line is that both arts and recreation are supportive of getting this CARE Tax passed. These groups are going to support the candidates that are in favor of renewing the CARE Tax. The people outside of Orem who come to the SCERA, the Hale, and to participate in the sports programs are all helping to fund the CARE Tax. He expressed his hope that the Council will support this and do whatever they can to get it passed. He noted they have proposed a fifty/fifty recreation and cultural arts split; however, they do not want to be so shortsighted that they let good opportunities go by in order to stick with that split. Both groups agree that reasonable thoughtfulness needs to prevail.

Lissy Sarvala, Fitness Center Manager, asked if they want the fifty/fifty language on the ballot. Mr. Park said they do. He expressed his opinion that if it is not there, they might lose the recreation vote. 

Greg Stephens, City Attorney, noted if it is written in the ballot language, they are bound to the fifty/fifty split.

Adam Robertson, SCERA, asked whether they could leave the fifty/fifty split language off the ballot and just let everyone involved know the fifty/fifty split has been agreed upon. Mr. Park said that might work as long as there is an understanding with the Council that it would be a fifty-fifty split.

Mrs. Black noted the CARE tax is a competitive grant, and every year people can apply for the funds. They cannot tie the Council’s hands to the point that the application process goes away. 

Mr. Park said the competitive nature of the grant is a problem. He does not like that the various organizations are pitted against each other. 

Mr. Hirst indicated there two groups in recreation who have stated they want the fifty/fifty split on the ballot, or they will actively campaign against the CARE Tax. 

Mr. Davidson said the City already has a good framework set up to make the decisions. The network they should go through should be the Recreation Advisory Commission and the Orem Arts Council. Otherwise there will be a lot of people saying that things were promised, and accusing the City of not fulfill those promises.

Linda Campbell, Citizens for CARE, noted the best thing the City can do is to bring both groups in and talk to them about it. She said she thinks it would do a lot of good.

Mr. Davidson noted that this is what they were trying to accomplish with this meeting.
Mr. Robertson said he thinks they can get closer to something of a fifty/fifty split if they get rid of a cultural arts facility bucket, which is approximately $300,000. If that money could go to recreation, they are already there. 

Bob Wright, resident, indicated he is not in favor of the fifty/fifty split. The SCERA and Hale are private groups and recreation is the City. He expressed his opinion that people should still apply for the funds.

Mrs. Campbell noted this is about the quality of life in Orem. If they do not support this, they are telling people to go to other communities. They need to create a place for people to want to stay in Orem. She also indicated that people are saying this is a new tax, which it is not. 

5:00 P.M. STUDY SESSION

CONDUCTING	Mayor James Evans	

ELECTED OFFICIALS	Councilmembers Hans Andersen, Karen A. McCandless, Mark E. Seastrand, Mary Street, and Brent Sumner

APPOINTED STAFF	Jamie Davidson, City Manager; Greg Stephens, City Attorney; Richard Manning, Administrative Services Director; Bill Bell, Interim Development Services Director; Scott Gurney, Interim Public Safety Director; Karl Hirst, Recreation Director; Chris Tschirki, Public Works Director; Charlene Crozier, Interim Library Director; and Rachelle Conner, Deputy City Recorder

EXCUSED	Councilmember Margaret Black

REVIEW OF AGENDA ITEMS

The Council and staff reviewed the agenda items.

CITY COUNCIL NEW BUSINESS

The Council adjourned at 5:55 p.m. to the City Council Chambers for the regular meeting.

6:00 P.M. REGULAR SESSION

CONDUCTING	Mayor James Evans

ELECTED OFFICIALS	Councilmembers Hans Andersen, Margaret Black (joined the meeting via telephone at 6:00 p.m.), Karen A. McCandless, Mark E. Seastrand, Mary Street, and Brent Sumner

APPOINTED STAFF	Jamie Davidson, City Manager; Greg Stephens, City Attorney; Richard Manning, Administrative Services Director; Bill Bell, Interim Development Services Director; Scott Gurney, Interim Public Safety Director; Karl Hirst, Recreation Director; Charlene Crozier, Interim Library Director; and Rachelle Conner, Deputy City Recorder

**Councilmember Black joined the meeting at 6:00 p.m.

INVOCATION / 
INSPIRATIONAL THOUGHT	Blaine Brown

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 	Mark Resch
APPROVAL OF MINUTES

	City Council Meeting of July 9, 2013
Mr. Seastrand moved to approve the minutes of the July 9, 2013, meeting of the Orem City Council. Mr. Sumner seconded the motion. Those voting aye: Councilmembers Hans Andersen, Margaret Black, Jim Evans, Karen A. McCandless, Mark E. Seastrand, Mary Street, and Brent Sumner. The motion passed unanimously.

MAYOR’S REPORT/ITEMS REFERRED BY COUNCIL

	Upcoming Events
The Mayor referred the Council to the upcoming events listed in the agenda packet.

	Upcoming Agenda Items
The Mayor referred the Council to the upcoming agenda items listed in the agenda packet.

	Appointments to Boards and Commissions
There were no new appointments.

Recognition of New Neighborhoods in Action Officers
No new Neighborhood in Action officers were recognized.

	AWARD – Recreation Volunteer of the Year – Sean Poynter
Mr. Hirst introduced Mark Resch, President of the Central Utah Recreation and Parks Association and Orem City employee. Mr. Resch indicated one of his jobs as president is to introduce and present awards for the volunteers for the various recreation programs in the State. For Volunteer of the Year, the City of Orem has chosen to recognize is Sean Poynter this year. Sean has been a girls softball coach for the past five years. He is the most requested coach and spends a lot of his time working with his team in helping them progress. Sean is also supportive of Orem Recreation’s philosophy. He understands the value of recreation, and he truly tries to help his players learn the fundamentals of the game, be team players, and have fun at the same time. Each year he works to improve his team. When he gets new players the next year, he gladly takes the new players and works with them. It would be easier to keep working with the same team from year to year, but because he is such a popular coach, they usually have to split the participants from his school into multiple teams. He never complains about starting over with some players or not getting ”his team” back. He regularly attends coaches meetings and offers suggestions and solutions to help improve the programs. Sean is a great example of sportsmanship. He never loses his cool. He is supportive of the umpires and encourages others to be supportive as well. He has a positive attitude and is happy to participate in the recreation programs.

Mr. Resch presented Mr. Poynter with a plaque for his efforts and thanked him for everything he does for the City of Orem.

	RECOGNITION – Life Saving Efforts – Life Guard, Eric Brown
Mr. Hirst recognized Eric Brown for his lifesavings efforts as a lifeguard for the City of Orem. Eric was working one day and noticed that an individual was on the bottom of the pool and was having a seizure. Eric dove to the bottom and was able to bring the individual up to safety. The paramedics were called, and they said Eric had done everything right.

Mayor Evans presented Eric with a certificate for his efforts.

CONSENT ITEMS

There were no consent items.

SCHEDULED ITEMS
	
6:00 P.M. PUBLIC HEARING
ORDINANCE – Amending Section 22-11-33(E) of the Orem City Code as it Pertains to Permitted Uses in the PD-21 Zone Located Generally at 1100 South Geneva Road

David Stroud, City Planner, presented an applicant request that the City Council, by ordinance, amend Section 22-11-33(E) of the Orem City Code to add two additional permitted uses in the PD‑21 zone located generally at 1100 South Geneva Road.

The PD-21 zone was originally envisioned as a large student housing development with upwards of 7,000 students. Over the last several years, amendments have been made to the uses and the concept plan, which has changed the original intent of the zone. The applicant requests 2 additional uses to be included as permitted in the PD-21 zone. The 2 uses to be added are SLU 4824 Gas Pressure Control Stations and SLU 5530 Gasoline Service Stations With/Without Store. 

Questar needs a location in this area of Geneva Road to install a gas pressure control station and a developer desires to locate a natural gas refueling station for vehicles. The location for these two sites would be just east of Mike’s Chevron and west of the recently approved two-tenant building that contains Subway. Easements would be granted to permit vehicular passage between all lots, including Mike’s Chevron.

Advantages:
· Compatible with the gas station to the west
· Vehicular access between lots is provided
· Low-impact use will have little effect on the nearby hotel or Subway

Disadvantage:
· None determined

The Planning Commission recommends the City Council approve this request.

Roger Dudley, applicant representative, noted Mr. Stroud has done an excellent job in reviewing what they want to do there. Mr. Dudley indicated this probably will not be done until next year; however, Questar is anxious for this site. 

Mayor Evans opened the public hearing. No one came forward to speak, so Mayor Evans closed the public hearing.

Mrs. McCandless moved, by ordinance, to amend Section 22-11-33(E) of the Orem City Code to add two additional permitted uses in the PD-21 zone located generally at 1100 South Geneva Road. Mrs. Street seconded the motion. Those voting aye: Councilmembers Hans Andersen, Margaret Black, Jim Evans, Karen A. McCandless, Mark E. Seastrand, Mary Street, and Brent Sumner. The motion passed unanimously.

6:00 P.M. PUBLIC HEARING
ORDINANCE – Amending a Portion of Section 14-3-3 of the Orem City Code as it Pertains to Billboards

Mr. Stroud presented an applicant request that the City Council, by ordinance, amend Section 14-3-3 of the Orem City Code as it pertains to billboards.

The City recently considered a request to create the PD-36 zone on the former Williams Farm property. Included in that preliminary request was language that would allow two additional billboards adjacent to I-15. The City’s current sign ordinance does not allow any new billboards in the City. The City’s legal staff felt it would be difficult to allow new billboards on the Williams Farm property without opening the door to new billboards on other potential locations along the I-15 corridor. Therefore, legal staff suggested that if allowing any new billboards along I-15 was going to be considered, it ought to be done in the context of a change to the general sign ordinance that would open up the entire I-15 corridor to new billboards rather than in the context of allowing new billboards on just the Williams Farm property. 

In order to facilitate this broader discussion, the City filed an application to allow new billboards all along the I-15 corridor subject to the spacing and other requirements of state law. However, the filing of the application does not imply support of the request.

State law requires a separation of at least 500 feet between billboards. If the Orem City Code were amended to allow new billboards along I-15, there is the potential for seven new billboards in the City. 

Advantages:
· May promote the development of some properties along I-15 (the owners of the Williams Farm property claim that having billboards on the property will encourage businesses to locate on the property as the availability of the billboards to advertise their businesses is viewed as a significant positive)
· Would allow additional opportunities for property owners and billboard companies 

Disadvantage:
· Additional billboards increase visual blight along I-15

Mr. Davidson said staff met with the developer of Williams Farm yesterday, and there was some concern expressed over the interpretation of UDOT’s spacing requirements for billboards. Mr. Davidson recommends the City Council continue this item until September 10, 2013, in order to research information.

Mayor Evans agreed that it would be beneficial to look at the economic impact these signs have with advertising. 

Mrs. Black noted that, in order to intelligently discuss this application, they should have all of the information. She agreed with continuing this until September 10, 2013.

Mayor Evans opened the public hearing.

Nate Sechrest, Reagan Advertising, noted he does not feel there is a lot of need for more billboards on I-15; however, there is a need on surface streets. He expressed his opinion that here is a great economic benefit from allowing billboards, and he would be happy to share data with the City.

Mayor Evans moved, by ordinance, to continue this item until September 10, 2013, at 6:00 p.m. Mr. Seastrand seconded the motion. Those voting aye: Councilmembers Hans Andersen, Margaret Black, Jim Evans, Karen A. McCandless, Mark E. Seastrand, Mary Street, and Brent Sumner. The motion passed unanimously.

ORDINANCE– Amending and Renumbering Article 13-1 of the Orem City Code to Prohibit Slacklining, Tightrope Walking, Ziplining, and Highlining on City-owned Property

Karl Hirst, Recreation Director presented a staff recommendation that the City Council, by ordinance, amend Article 13-1 of the Orem City Code to prohibit slacklining and similar activities on city-owned property.

The City of Orem is responsible for protecting the health, safety, and general welfare of the City. The recent proliferation of activities or sports including slacklining, tightrope walking, ziplining, and highlining has caused the Recreation Department to investigate and question the safety of these activities on city-owned property. Slacklining is a balance sport which utilizes nylon, polyester or other similar material webbing stretched tightly between two anchor points - usually between two trees. Slacklining is distinct from tightrope walking in that the line is not held rigidly taut; it is instead dynamic, stretching and bouncing like a long and narrow trampoline. Highlining differs from slacklining in that the line is elevated and the anchors typically are constructed using bolts or traditional (removable) climbing gear inserted into rock formations. Most participants wear a climbing harness with a leash attached to the highline to ensure safety in the event of a fall. Ziplining is an activity where participants, propelled by gravity, travel from a higher elevation to a lower elevation along an inclined rope or cable, typically with the intent of rapid acceleration. Ziplines vary in length, height and angle of descent. 

The Recreation Director has concluded that the use of slacklines, tightropes, ziplines, highlines, and other similar apparatuses may cause damage to City-owned property and puts the people who use these apparatuses and others present on City-owned property at risk. In an effort to provide the best and safest experience for all individuals who use City-owned property, the Recreation Director has determined that slacklining, tight rope walking, ziplining, highlining or any other similar activity should be prohibited on all City-owned property. 

For the purposes of the ordinance, slacklining, tight rope walking, ziplining, highlining or any other similar activity includes attaching a line, rope, cable, wire or other material between two anchor points for the purpose traversing along the line, rope, cable, wire or other material.

Mayor Evans asked if any of the other cities of this size have prohibited these activities. Mr. Hirst indicated he has not researched that information.

Mrs. McCandless clarified this is only for City-owned property. Mr. Hirst said that is correct.

Mr. Sumner asked how this will be enforced. Mr. Hirst said the recreation or parks staff will just let people know it is not allowed when they see it. Mr. Hirst noted he does not think they will have a problem will people not conforming.

Mrs. Black questioned if they will post signs. Mr. Hirst said he thinks word of mouth through the recreation and parks staff will take care of it. They could post signs in the future if there is a need. 

Mrs. Street advised that she recently slacklined with a group of teenagers. It was a challenging activity, but it was very fun. There is a potential for damage; however, she said if they outlaw these activities, they should also outlaw climbing trees. They could prohibit the use of structures, such as pavilions, for these types of activities. She hates to see the City enact an ordinance to prohibit something that they have not had a problem with yet. It is a recreational activity. Ziplining and anything that attaches a permanent structure to the City property is different than slacklining. She said they should consider monitoring these activities and learning more about them. It might make sense to have areas where these activities are permissible. 

Mayor Evans agreed with Mrs. Street on the ziplining. He suggested staff look at options.

Mr. Sumner asked staff to see what other cities are doing in reference to these activities.

Mr. Andersen said he would like to see if cities are getting sued over these activities. 

Mrs. Black stated this is a liability for City property. If the City allows the activities, they can be sued if someone is injured.

Mr. Stephens said there is a good chance the City would be sued if anyone is injured doing any type of activity on City property. The plaintiff would have to show that the City was negligent and that negligence contributed to their injury. One benefit to having an ordinance like this is that if they prohibit this and someone gets injured, the City can say that it is a prohibited activity. It is not an automatic liability just because someone gets injured doing this on City property. 

Mr. Seastrand noted he has the same mixed thoughts on this. Part of this comes down to an element of judgment of whether or not the structure will hold. He asked whether there is a way to prohibit it on any City structure but allow it on trees of a certain size or diameter. There are two factors here. One is liability and the other is damage to the City’s structures and resources.

Mr. Davidson noted Gordon Graham is a risk management expert, and he has a saying that most accidents are predictable, predictable, predictable. Mr. Davidson said his concern as it relates to this use is that it is a predictable situation at some point in the future. It sounds like the Council is looking for additional information which staff will be happy to obtain. He suggested that just because another municipality does not have a regulation on these activities does not speak to the predictability of something like this. A lot of people have trampolines. Not everyone gets hurt on them, but a lot of people do. When injury does occur, it is usually significant. The City cannot determine when an accident will occur; however, it can minimize that.

Mrs. McCandless moved to continue this item in order for staff to do research in terms of what other communities are doing. Mr. Sumner seconded the motion. Those voting aye: Councilmembers Hans Andersen, Margaret Black, Jim Evans, Karen A. McCandless, Mark E. Seastrand, Mary Street, and Brent Sumner. The motion passed unanimously.

PERSONAL APPEARANCES

Time was allotted for the public to express their ideas, concerns, and comments on items not on the agenda.

Wayne Burr, resident, expressed concern with the situation with Brenda Burrell and her business on State Street. She has a little blue sign that indicates her business is located behind the building. The City is taking her to court to try to get her to take her sign down, which would affect her business. There is a monument sign across the street at the University Mall that is being used illegally, but there is no court date for the Mall. Mr. Burr voiced his belief that all the Council members are honest in their hearts. Yet, they have this law and those on University Parkway do not have to obey it and others on State Street, if they have an excuse, do not have to obey it either. The principle of this great country is that is they pass a law, and everyone should have to obey that law. He noted there are some that will say he is bringing God into this, and that is okay. They are all Christian. They are Baptists, Catholics, Methodists, or Mormons, and they all believe in the same God in this valley. This law in unjust, and he does not understand why they have it. There are horrible looking banner signs on University Parkway, but it does not bother him. It reflects on the business. If someone has an ugly looking sign, the City should just express to them that this sign ought to be handled better. However, he does not think the Lord tries to persuade people to do what is right by bringing up edicts. He stated the City needs to get rid of this law because it is unjust on the face of it, and he knows they are not unjust people.

Mr. Davidson said staff is currently going through the sign ordinance in order to make changes. They have met with the local businesses to hear their concerns. This will be brought to the Council as soon as it is ready. Signage has been discussed a lot lately, and he appreciates people’s interpretation of the ordinance and, from their perspective, what is and what is not a violation. Mr. Davidson represented that they do have conversations with all of the business owners as it relates to signage. He has specifically had a conversation with one of the businesses that was referenced in the last public comment. He suggested there is ongoing contact and there are opportunities for the City to discuss what is appropriate and what is not appropriate. Staff is not just sitting idly by. There is an ordinance in place, and they are doing what they can to enforce that ordinance. 

Adam Robertson, SCERA, said he wanted to clarify for the City Council that he is not against a dog park. At the last Orem Arts Council meeting, he had noted that if the City is thinking of having an Arts District in a defined geographic area, a dog park might not fit in with an Arts District. He suggested the City look at this from a planning standpoint. 

Mr. Burr said he appreciates the previous ziplining item. He asked whether the City can just put up a sign in the park that says the City is not responsible for injuries. Mr. Stephens noted they can put up a sign; however, if someone gets injured, they can still sue the City. The court will have to find that the City was negligent. 

COMMUNICATION ITEMS

There were no communication items.

CITY MANAGER/CITY COUNCIL INFORMATION ITEMS

	Vehicle Leasing Information
Mr. Davidson stated several meetings ago there was a discussion on leasing fleet vehicles versus purchasing fleet vehicles. Tonight staff is prepared to review their findings.

Steve Weber, Pubic Works Division Manager, presented his information to the City Council. As of 2013, the City has the following fleet:
· 128 sedans, SUV’s and passenger vans
· 92 pickup trucks & cargo vans 
· 53 1-ton, 2-ton, 3-ton & 5-ton trucks
· 23 heavy duty trucks
· 8 ambulances
· 8 all-terrain vehicles & motorcycles 
· 8 firefighting trucks 
· 1 bus
· 555 other various pieces of equipment ranging from bucket trucks, trimmers, lawn mowers, tractors, backhoes, front loaders, sanders, welders, sweepers, generators, air compressors, sanders, pumps, generators, utility vehicles, etc.

The average age of the fleet is 10.5 years which is very high. The City has always tried to use the “pay as they go” philosophy with their fleet renewal. To replace all of the patrol sedans with the $600,000 yearly allocation, it would take 8 years and cost $2,194,697.

Mr. Weber then reviewed the various lease options. His findings were as follows:
· This is the first year Orem has budget for vehicle replacement
· In the short run, leasing can save money
· Leasing can lower maintenance costs
· Within 6 years, 21% (patrol vehicles) of the general fund’s fleet of 284 vehicles, would receive 100% of the current allocated vehicle replacement funding, leaving little if no funding for other equipment
· Leasing is not free. There are fees and interest to pay
· Leasing financially obligates the City to future funding. In the past when needed to balance budget, vehicle replacement was cut
· To correctly fund vehicle replacement, in the General Fund, $1.6-1.8 million is needed
· Operating lease has no residual value
· Recommendations:
· Increase vehicle replacement funding to $1 million annually
· If possible, create a vehicle replacement ‘sinking’ account to fund future vehicle replacement

Mr. Seastrand recalled that in a previous discussion they had commented that the State is able to negotiate some better pricing for the purchase of vehicles. He asked whether that pricing was taken into consideration with this assessment. Mr. Weber said it was. The State leases some vehicles; however, they do not lease them outside of the States agencies.

Mr. Davidson said one of the findings that has come out of staff’s research is that the path they are on for maintaining the fleet is unsustainable. They can set aside $600,000 a year for replacement, but there is a $1.5 million need. This continues to be an area where the City is woefully insufficient. Some might suggest the City can go an additional year with a pickup truck, which is true. However, they cannot continue to scrimp and cut corners when it comes to patrol vehicles, fire apparatus, ambulances, and other safety equipment. In sharing this with the City Council, he hopes they can see there is some potential merit to leasing vehicles. There is a short-term benefit that can be gained, and there are specific incidents with specialized equipment, where leasing is a good option. For example, they have a specific lease that is tied to one of the fire engines. However, there are some serious needs that must to be met and many of those needs are at the forefront of the core services, i.e. Public Safety.

Mr. Weber noted they do lease some vehicles. They currently lease all of their backhoes, and that has proven to be financially sound. They are also starting to lease all of their motorcycle units. This has increased their number from four to six.

	UTOPIA
Mr. Davidson then briefed the City Council on some meetings he has been attending in reference to UTOPIA. They continue to see growth in the network; specifically on the UIA side. They have had some people leave the network, but they have had even more people join the network. The growth on the commercial side continues to be healthy. They also continue to work towards the “sweet spot” program where they have discussed the strategy of continuing to grow the network. UIA has moved forward with additional debt to help expand that network. In addition to that, they have been participating in meetings these last couple of days with a private partner. They are having conversations about the opportunity to enter into a public/private partnership with them to help grow the system, provide access to the network for all customers within the UTOPIA footprint, and to do it in a way that would allow them to provide service at a reasonable cost to all the customers. The details of this continues to be something that they are discussing, and they are encouraged by some of what they are seeing. They continue to grapple with some of the same issues that staff represented to the City Council several months ago including the discussion of wanting to work with them prospectively. However, things that have happened in the past and some of the debt that has been incurred is not something the private partner wants to work with them on. The neighbor to the south is in the same position. Provo’s current debt was not included in the overall discussion with iGoogle. Mr. Davidson stated he is hoping to give the City Council more details in the coming weeks. There are opportunities for them to expand the network, and there are opportunities for them to do it within a pricing that is reasonable to all of the residents. He noted the future of UTOPIA is development of the utility model where they build the infrastructure and allow others to ride it. They would treat the fiber system the same way they would treat any other utility system in the city. Mr. Davidson said he knows he has not shared many specifics this evening; however, he is encouraged with the direction they are moving. 

	Timpanogos Storytelling Festival
Mr. Davidson reminded the City Council about the upcoming Timpanogos Storytelling Festival. He welcomed their participation by volunteering at the event. In the past, the Councilmembers have driven the golf carts.

	Personal Appearances
Mr. Andersen noted that at the last meeting the Mayor suggested moving the public comments back to the beginning of the meeting. He said he would like to second that motion. There used to be a lot more people commenting before it was moved to the end of the meeting. He recommended they cut it to two minutes and have a signup sheet.

Mrs. Black said she would like to limit the time so the applicants who have gone through the process do not have to wait a long time.

Mayor Evans agreed, saying he would like to limit the early comments and if someone wants to talk who did not get a chance, they can wait until the end of the meeting for another opportunity. 

Mrs. McCandless said she receives the public notices for almost every city in the valley. She has seen how the other cities do their personal appearances, and she would be happy to provide that for the City Council and staff to look at.

Mr. Davidson said it is his understanding that the City Council wants a fifteen minute period, with two-minutes per person, and a sign up list.

Mrs. Street noted that she has had to go with clients to other Council meetings, and she said she is an advocate of having a set time that public hearings begin. She asked that they consider having the public hearings at 6:30 p.m. since they usually have other business at the beginning of the public meetings. She said when people have paid a fee to have their site plan considered and they pay a fee, the City should be as on time as possible with the public hearings. 

Mayor Evans said that is the reason he originally asked Mr. Chesnut to move the personal appearances to the end of the meeting. He felt the applicants who had paid the fees and went through the process should have their items go first. 

ADJOURNMENT

Mrs. Black moved to adjourn the meeting. Mr. Andersen seconded the motion. Those voting aye: Councilmembers Hans Andersen, Margaret Black, Jim Evans, Karen A. McCandless, Mark E. Seastrand, Mary Street, and Brent Sumner. The motion passed unanimously.

The meeting adjourned at 7:38 p.m.










		
	Donna R. Weaver, City Recorder
[bookmark: _GoBack]Approved:  August 27, 2013


City Council Minutes – July 30, 2013 (p.12)

	City Council Minutes – July 30, 2013 (p.13)
