
SANTA CLARA CITY COUNCIL MEETING
WEDNESDAY, MAY 10, 2023
MINUTES
THE CITY COUNCIL FOR THE CITY OF SANTA CLARA, WASHINGTON COUNTY, UTAH, met for a Regular Meeting on Wednesday, May 10, 2023, at 5:00 p.m. in the City Council Chambers of the Town Hall at 2603 Santa Clara Drive, Santa Clara, Utah.  Notice of the time, place, and agenda of the meeting was provided to The Spectrum and to each member of the governing body by emailing a copy of the Notice and Agenda to The Spectrum and also, along with any packet information, to the mayor and each Council Member, at least two days before the meeting.  The meeting will be broadcast via YouTube linked on our website at https://sccity.org/meetings. 
Present:			Mayor Rick Rosenberg

Council Members:		Jarrett Waite
				Christa Hinton
				Leina Mathis
				Ben Shakespeare

City Manager:		Brock Jacobsen

Others Present:		Jim McNulty, City Planner
				Cody Mitchell, Building Official
				Selena Nez, Deputy City Recorder
				Dustin Mouritsen, Public Works Director
				Gary Hall, Power Director
				Ryan VonCannon, Parks and Trails Director
				Andrew Parker, Fire Chief

Excused:			Denny Drake
				
1. Call to Order.

Mayor Rick Rosenberg called the meeting to order at 5:01 p.m.   	

2. Opening Ceremony.

A. Pledge of Allegiance:  Christa Hinton.

B. Opening Comments (Invocation):  Rabbi Mendy Cohen, Chabad Jewish Community of Southern Utah, Saint George Interfaith Council.

3. General Citizen Public Comment.

Mayor Rosenberg opened the public comment period.

Eric Marriott gave his address as 4035 Colbey Loop.  He referenced a letter received about increasing costs of power and utilities.  In response to that letter, he requested that the City Council make it easier for people to produce power.  It would benefit the City and the residents if there was an incentive for solar power production.  Currently, there is a cap on the amount of power that can be produced by an individual property owner.  He did not understand why there was a cap and asked that it be lifted so more power could be produced for the residents of Santa Clara.  The current limit does not necessarily allow for enough power to be generated for an individual home let alone to provide more power to the grid.  Mr. Marriott discussed the letter that went out regarding the power cost adjustment.  The letter included details about the utilities struggling to procure electricity at a reasonable rate.  Meanwhile, people who are producing solar power are only being paid six cents per kilowatt hour.  He did not understand capping the amount that could be produced and did not understand the solar reliability charge.  It made sense to remove the cap and remove the solar reliability charge for anyone producing more than they used.  

Dolly Stoner gave her address as 1694 Rainbow Road.  She thanked the City Council for all of the work that was done to benefit the community.  Ms. Stoner noted that a potential water rate increase would be discussed during the City Council Meeting.  She understood that Santa Clara does not have enough water for residents year-round and water needs to be purchased from the Water District.  Santa Clara was continuing to develop and there are now higher water demands.  Ms. Stoner asked that the City consider developing unused resources and put a pause on development for new lot purchases.  She did not think that entering into regional agreements with other water providers made sense because then other people make decisions for the City that the residents did not vote for.  It was a concern that Santa Clara does not have as much of a say because of the various regional agreements.  Mayor Rosenberg reported that the City is looking into building an additional well to take advantage of the remaining water rights the City had not used.  

Justin Caplin gave his address as 1454 Boys Pond Circle and commented on the water rate increase.  If the Water District raises rates, he understood there would need to be a corresponding increase to account for that.  However, according to the information in the Meeting Materials Packet, only 11.8% of the water was purchased from the Washington County Water Conservancy District (“WCWCD”).  As a result, an increased rate for all of the water would not be appropriate.  He asked that the City Council consider that and only raise the rate to account for the 11.8%.  As for Resolution 2023-09, which was a request that the County put a 1% sales tax for EMS on the ballot, he was not supportive of placing that on the ballot or increasing taxes.  There were other ways to generate income in Santa Clara that did not require that increase. 

Alexis Ence gave her address 2536 Stefanie Lane.  She felt it was important to prioritize Emergency Medical Services (“EMS”) first in the budget.  Ms. Ence pointed out that there was a lot of encouragement within Santa Clara to shop local, but adding a 1% sales tax increase would disincentivize residents to do so.   

There were no further comments.  The public comment period was closed.

4. Conflicts and Disclosures.

Mayor Rosenberg disclosed that the firm he is employed by has done work on Items 4 and 5.  There were no further conflicts or disclosures.  Before the Working Agenda, he asked Police Captain, Rich Rodgers to introduce New Police Department personnel.  Captain Rodgers reported that the officers were replacements rather than additions.  He introduced Trevor Muse, Jonah Hayes, and Brian Peluffo.  He commented that they will be an asset to the City.  

Mr. Muse was born and raised in Utah and currently lives in Santa Clara.  He was on active duty in the military for seven years and felt this was a good transition.  He was excited to work in the City and get to know the City Council Members.  

Mr. Hayes has lived in Southern Utah for approximately 12 years and previously lived in Las Vegas.  After high school, he served an LDS mission in Taiwan.  He is very focused on a career in law enforcement and grateful for the opportunity to serve in the community.  

Mr. Peluffo is from Southern California and has been in Utah for approximately four years.  He has always wanted to be a Police Officer. 

5. Working Agenda.

A. Public Hearing.

There were no scheduled public hearings. 

B. Consent Agenda.

i. Approval of Claims and Minutes:

· April 12, 2023, Executive Session Minutes.
· April 19, 2023, City Council Work Meeting Minutes.
· April 26, 2023, Regular City Council Meeting Minutes.
· Claims through May 10, 2023.

ii. Calendar of Events:

· May 17, 2023, City Council Work Meeting.
· May 24, 2023, Regular City Council Meeting.

Council Member Hinton moved to APPROVE the Consent Agenda, as presented.  Council Member Mathis seconded the motion.  Vote on Motion:  Council Member Shakespeare-Aye; Council Member Hinton-Aye; Council Member Mathis-Aye; Council Member Waite-Aye.  The motion passed unanimously.

C. General Business.

i. Discussion Regarding the Proposed Water Rate Increase from the Washington County Water Conservancy District (“WCWCD”) to Purchase Wholesale Water.  Presented by Dustin Mouritsen, Public Works Director.

Public Works Director, Dustin Mouritsen presented the Staff Report and stated that the above item relates to the proposed water rate increase from WCWCD to purchase wholesale water.  The current rate is $1.54 per 1,000 gallons and the proposed rate is $1.64 per 1,000 gallons, which will be effective as of July 1, 2023.  He recommended that Santa Clara raise the current water rates to compensate for the increase from the WCWCD.  Based on 2022 water usage of 805,622,000 gallons, of which 95,111,000 gallons was purchased water from WCWCD, the proposed increase would generate revenue of roughly $70,000 after the wholesale water was paid off.  That could be used for operations and maintenance of the existing system.  Mr. Mouritsen suggested that the item be brought back for a public hearing and approval on May 24, 2023.

Council Member Shakespeare referenced the comment shared during the public comment period.  He noted that there are costs for personnel, pipes, materials, and maintenance.  There is more involved than strictly what is purchased from WCWCD.  The cost of doing business, maintaining the system, and taking care of employees needs to be considered.  Mayor Rosenberg pointed out that there are some large replacement projects planned, such as the Vineyard Drive water system.  Council Member Mathis asked about the average amount of water that residents used per year.  Mr. Mouritsen reported that it is 36,000 gallons.  Mayor Rosenberg explained that the item will come back to the City Council for consideration at the May 24, 2023, City Council Meeting.  There will be a public hearing and possible action at that time.  

Council Member Waite asked that when the item comes back for consideration the Water Department budget information be shared.  It would be worthwhile to understand how the increase would be beneficial there.  Mr. Mouritsen confirmed that this information could be prepared for Council Member review.  He noted that the next Work Meeting will pertain to the budget and reported that the Tentative Budget will be considered at the May 24, 2023, City Council Meeting.

ii. Discussion Regarding the City of Saint George Regional Wastewater Rate Increase to Cover the Cost of Replacement and Upsize Projects.  Presented by Dustin Mouritsen, Public Works Director.

Mr. Mouritsen reported that the above matter pertains to the City of Saint George's Regional Wastewater rate increase.  The proposal was to increase the amount by $1.50 per month per Equivalent Residential Unit (“ERU”), which would be effective as of July 1, 2023.  He recommended raising the rate to cover the increase.  The current rate was $24.55 for residential and $31.15 for commercial.  With the $1.50 increase, the new rate would be $26.05 for residential and $32.65 for commercial.  Mr. Mouritsen clarified that the increase would not generate any excess revenue for the City and asked that the item be brought back for public hearing and approval on May 24, 2023.

Mayor Rosenberg explained that the City does not provide wastewater treatment.  Santa Clara contracted with the City of Saint George to process and treat the wastewater.  Ivins looked into having their own system a few years ago, but it was not financially feasible.  Council Member Shakespeare asked about the reuse of reservoirs.  He wondered if they would impact the regional sewer rate.  Mr. Mouritsen clarified that the City was technically already using reuse water.  Mayor Rosenberg stated that the cost increase would cover the cost to treat the water.  It did not include any pumping or distribution of the reuse water.  Those costs would be separate.  

iii. Discussion Regarding a Separate Impact Fee for Townhomes and Single-Family.  Presented by Dustin Mouritsen, Public Works Director.

Mayor Rosenberg reported that City Staff requested that the above item be tabled because the information was not ready for City Council review.  

Council Member Waite moved to TABLE the Discussion Regarding a Separate Impact Fee for Townhomes and Single-Family.  Council Member Hinton seconded the motion.  The motion passed with the unanimous consent of the Council.

iv. Discussion and Action to Consider a Final Plat for the Vineyards Phase 11 Subdivision.  The Property is Located North of the Santa Clara River and South of Vineyard Drive.  Kent Frei, Applicant.  Presented by Jim McNulty, City Planner.

City Planner, Jim McNulty presented the Staff Report and reported that the item involves a Final Plat for the Vineyards Phase 11 Subdivision.  The applicant, Kent Frei, was requesting Final Plat Approval for the Vineyards Phase 11 Subdivision.  It includes 20 lots on 14.79 acres of property.  This equated to a density of 1.35 units per acre.  The lots ranged in size from one-half acre to three-quarters of an acre.  All lots will be required to meet the area, width, and yard regulations per Section 17.60.050 of the City Ordinance, except for Lot 5, which was approved as a flag lot by the Planning Commission and City Council in July 2021 during the Preliminary Plat Review and Approval.  Ingress and egress to the site would be provided from Vineyard Drive and the extension of Claude Drive to Phase 10 of the Vineyards Subdivision.  Mr. McNulty reviewed some of the Final Plat requirements with the City Council, which included: 

1. Public Street and Dedication:  All required public street improvements must meet City standards and be installed or bonded for prior to final plat recordation.  The public streets required for this subdivision include a 50-foot cross-section as per the Final Plat.  Additionally, Jewel Court includes a cul-de-sac with a 50-foot radius.

2. Building Setbacks and Height:  The building setbacks are required to meet the requirements of Chapter 17.60.050, Residential Agriculture, RA Zone.  The building height for all homes in the subdivision is limited to 35 feet. 

3. Common Areas and Landscaping:  The applicant is required to install a six-foot solid block wall adjacent to Vineyard Drive (Double Fronting Lots as discussed July 2021), with a 10-foot park strip.  Both the wall and park strip will be HOA maintained.  All landscaping will be required to comply with City Ordinance #2022-05 (Water Efficiency & Conservation).

4. Culinary Water Availability:  The applicant is required to obtain a will-serve letter or other verified documentation from the WCWCD prior to Final Plat recordation. 

5. Secondary Water Availability:  The applicant is required to connect and install secondary water for outdoor water use.

6. Unbuildable Area and Parcel “A”:  The Final Plat includes an “Unbuildable Area” along the rear portion of Lots 1 through 5.  This includes a hillside slope and irrigation easement. Parcel “A” is being deeded to the City for a utility easement and access road to the Santa Clara River; however, the HOA will maintain the northwest portion of Parcel “A” (area between Vineyard Drive and Lot 10).  The Planning Commission recommended that the “Unbuildable Area” located on Lots 1 through 5 be clearly defined with dimensions on the Final Plat.  The applicant has addressed this item with the updated Final Plat.

7. LOMR-F and Hazard Mitigation:  The required LOMR-F has been filed with FEMA.  This item is required to be approved by FEMA prior to final plat recordation.  Also, the applicant was required to provide rip rap and other erosion hazard mitigation as well as storm drainage information as per City Engineering requirements.

8. Dust Control:  The applicant will be required to submit a Dust Control Plan prior to Final Plat recordation.  Precautionary measures are needed to protect the general health, safety, and welfare of residents living in the vicinity.

Mr. McNulty reported that public notices were not required for the item but Staff posted the agenda on the City and State websites.  Comments were submitted from various reviewing departments within Santa Clara.  For instance, the Building Department recommended that a Geotechnical Report be required for each residential building prior to Building Permit issuance.  The Power Department stated that Public Utility Easements were required for each Final Plat.  The Public Works Department required that Public Utility Easements be shown on the Final Plat.  All public streets must be included on the Final Plat.  Additionally, a final mylar with signature blocks was required for the Final Plat.  Mr. McNulty informed the Council that State Code requirements for a public meeting to consider a subdivision had been met.  He reviewed the City Staff recommendation with the City Council, which were as follows:

On April 27, 2023, the Planning Commission held a public meeting and forwarded a recommendation of approval to the City Council.  Staff recommended that the City Council consider granting Final Plat Approval for Vineyards Phase 11, subject to the conditions set forth in the Staff Report.

Council Member Shakespeare noted that a resident reached out to him asking if a wall was required when there is a road adjacent to private property and existing lots.  He wanted to know specifically if there were plans for a wall where the road came around Lot 9.  Mr. McNulty explained that Section 17.20.110 addresses double-frontage lots and clearly states that double-frontage lots are those where the rear property line is adjacent to a public street.  That lot did not have a rear property line adjacent to a public street.  As a result, that area did not meet the requirement or intent of the ordinance as a double-fronted lot whereas other lots did.  Mayor Rosenberg believed the applicant had approached the property owner about putting a wall in that area and splitting the costs but the property owner was not willing to do that.  He did not think the City could require that a wall be installed based on the research that had been done by City Staff.

Mayor Rosenberg reported that the sewer down through the subdivision was relocated as part of the development.  A new sewer easement was granted for that sewer and the existing easement will be vacated by the City.  There were also additional flood control easements granted.  He clarified that the property is adjacent to some flood control easements that were granted to the City several years ago.  The applicant was granted additional flood control easements between the subdivision boundary and those easements so it was possible to do maintenance on the erosion protection improvements.  The flood control easements also provided access for emergency crews to provide suppression if there were Santa Clara River fires.  The easements had been signed by the applicant and would be recorded with the Final Plat.  

Council Member Mathis asked about Lots 18 and 19.  It looked like the floodplain went into the back of those lots.  Project Engineer, Jared Bates explained that one of the requirements was that a Federal Emergency Management Agency (“FEMA”) Letter of Map Revision-Based on Fill (“LOMR-F”) be filed.  There needed to be fill placed on those lots to raise them above the 100-year floodplain elevation.  That had been submitted to FEMA but the final letter had not yet been received.  Once the letter was received, the line shown currently would be removed from the lots in those plans.  

Council Member Shakespeare moved to APPROVE a Final Plat for Vineyards Phase 11 Subdivision, as presented and subject to the following conditions:  

1. That the applicant be required to comply with the recommendations from all City Reviewing Departments. 

2. That the applicant be required to install public street improvements which meet City standards. 

3. That the building setbacks for this subdivision meet the requirements of Chapter 17.60.050, Residential Agriculture, RA Zone.  That Lot 5 be approved as a flag lot.

4. That the building height for all homes in this subdivision be limited to 35 feet.

5. That a six-foot solid block wall adjacent to Vineyard Drive and a 10-foot park strip be required.  That both the wall and park strip be HOA maintained.

6. That all landscaping (including HOA-maintained areas) be required to comply with City Ordinance #2022-05 (Water Efficiency & Conservation).

7. That the applicant provides a Will-Serve Letter or other verified documentation from the WCWCD prior to Final Plat recordation. 

8. That a secondary water system is required for outdoor water use.

9. That the “Unbuildable Area” along the rear portion of Lots 1 through 5 (hillside slope and irrigation easement) be clearly defined with dimensions on the Final Plat.

10. That Parcel “A” be deeded to the city for a utility easement and access road to the Santa Clara River.  However, the HOA will be required to maintain the northwest portion of Parcel “A” (area between Vineyard Drive and Lot 10).

11. That the required LOMR be approved by FEMA prior to Final Plat recordation.  Also, that the applicant provides required rip rap, erosion hazard mitigation, as well as storm drain information as per City Engineering prior to Final Plat recordation.

12. That the applicant provides a dust control plan prior to Final Plat recordation.

Council Member Waite seconded the motion.  Vote on Motion:  Council Member Shakespeare-Aye; Council Member Hinton-Aye; Council Member Mathis-Aye; Council Member Waite-Aye.  The motion passed unanimously.

v. Discussion and Action to Consider a Preliminary Plat for the Sycamores Phase 2 Subdivision.  The Property is Located Southeast of Gates Lane and North of Clary Hills Drive.   Joe Platt, Applicant.  Presented by Jim McNulty, City Planner.

Mr. McNulty presented the Staff Report and reported that the above item is a Preliminary Plat for the Sycamores Phase 2 Subdivision.  The applicant, Joe Platt, was requesting Preliminary Plat Approval for the Sycamores Phase 2 Subdivision.  It included four lots on 3.29 acres with a density of 0.82 units per acre.  The property is in the R-1-10 Zone, which requires minimum 10,000-square-foot lot sizes.  The lots range in size from 0.41 to 1.51 acres in size.  Lots within the zone were required to meet Code requirements in Section 17.64.050 of the City Ordinance.  The lots were larger than the minimum code requirements.  The ingress and egress to the site would be provided via Gates Lane by either Sycamore Drive or Clary Hills Drive.  Mr. McNulty reviewed some of the Preliminary Plat requirements with the Council, which included:

1. Public Street and Dedication: All required public street improvements must meet City standards and be installed or bonded for prior to Final Plat recordation. 

2. Building Setbacks and Height: The building setbacks are required to meet the requirements of Chapter 17.64.050, R-1-10 Single-Family Zone.  The building height for all homes in the subdivision is limited to 35 feet.

3. Culinary Water Availability: The applicant is required to obtain a will-serve letter or other verified documentation from WCWCD prior to Final Plat recordation. 

4. Secondary Water Availability: The applicant is required to connect and install secondary water for outdoor water use.

5. LOMR-F/Hazard Mitigation: A LOMR-F is required for the subdivision with Lots 38, 39, and 40 backing up to the Santa Clara River.  This item is required to be approved by FEMA prior to Final Plat recordation.  Also, the applicant is required to provide rip rap and other erosion hazard mitigation as well as storm drainage information as per City Engineering requirements.

6. Hillside Review: Lot 37 (previously Lot 28) was part of a Hillside Review done on August 20 and 25, 2015.  This lot hasn’t been platted because the developer wasn’t ready to extend the public road at that time.  This lot was reviewed by the Hillside Review Board; however, the minutes indicate that this lot would need to be reviewed prior to Building Permit issuance (Attached items from August 2015 included in Meeting Materials Packet).

7. Dust Control: The applicant will be required to submit a dust control plan at Final Plat submittal prior to recordation.  Precautionary measures are needed to protect the general health, safety, and welfare of residents living in the vicinity.

Mr. McNulty reported that public notices are not required for a subdivision.  The meeting agenda was posted to the City and State websites per State Code.  The reviewing departments reviewed the Preliminary Plat.  The Building Department recommended that a Geotechnical Report be required for each residential building prior to Building Permit issuance.  The Power Department recommended that Public Utility Easements be required for each Final Plat and the Public Works Department recommended that public utility easements be shown on the Final Plat.  All public streets must be included on the Final Plat.  Additionally, a final mylar with signature blocks was required for the Final Plat.  Staff recommended approval subject to the conditions set forth in the Staff Report.  

Council Member Hinton noticed that the Landscape and Water Conservation Ordinance was not included as one of the recommendations.  She wondered if the applicant was required to comply with that.  Mr. McNulty confirmed that compliance is necessary.  He suggested that another Condition of Approval be added to those listed in the Staff Report, to specify that the landscaping is required to meet Ordinance 2022-05.  Council Member Shakespeare asked whether the lots had secondary water.  Mr. McNulty stated that there would be a secondary system.  Council Member Shakespeare asked if the lots have secondary water.  Mr. McNulty confirmed that there will be a secondary system.  



Council Member Shakespeare moved to APPROVE a Preliminary Plat for the Sycamores Phase 2 Subdivision, subject to the following conditions:

1. That the applicant be required to comply with the recommendations from all City Reviewing Departments. 

2. That the applicant be required to install public street improvements which meet City standards. 

3. That the building setbacks for this subdivision meet the requirements of Chapter 17.64.050, R-1-10 Single-Family Zone. 

4. That the building height for all homes in this subdivision be limited to 35 feet.

5. That the applicant provides a will-serve letter or other verified documentation from the WCWCD prior to Final Plat recordation. 

6. That a secondary water system is required for outdoor water use. 

7. That the required LOMR be approved by FEMA prior to final plat recordation.  Also, that the applicant provides required rip rap, erosion hazard mitigation, as well as storm drain information as per City Engineering at Final Plat submittal prior to recordation. 

8. Lot 37 shall be required to go to Hillside Review Committee either before or at the time of building permit submittal (Hillside Committee Minutes August 20 and 25, 2015). 

9. That the applicant provides a Dust Control Plan at Final Plat submittal prior to recordation.

10. The landscaping shall be required to meet Ordinance 2022-05.  

Council Member Hinton seconded the motion.  Vote on Motion:  Council Member Shakespeare-Aye; Council Member Hinton-Aye; Council Member Mathis-Aye; Council Member Waite-Aye.  The motion passed unanimously.

vi. Discussion and Action to Consider Approval of Resolution 2023-09 Requesting County to Put 1% Sales Tax for EMS on Ballot.  Presented by Brock Jacobsen, City Manager.

City Manager, Brock Jacobsen presented the Staff Report and stated that the above item pertains to imposing a 1% sales tax for EMS on the ballot.  He reported that during the 2023 Legislative Session, a Bill was passed that amended previous legislation.  The amendment, House Bill (“H.B.”) 392, allows for a second-class county with one national park and at least two state parks to fund EMS through the enaction of up to a 1% sales tax on eligible items.  Washington County qualified and there was a lot of discussion amongst the agencies that provided EMS about the matter.  Santa Clara had the option to request that the County put that on the ballot.  Mr. Jacobsen clarified that the 1% sales tax would not be applicable for groceries or fuel.  Based on projections, for Santa Clara, it was estimated that approximately $750,000 in revenue would go towards EMS.  

Mayor Rosenberg noted that this was something the City Council discussed last summer when a lot of residents wanted to see a second station opened in order to improve the response times.  He reported that Santa Clara did contract service for Ivins.  The cost of the EMS services was split between the two cities.  Ivins paid 54% and Santa Clara paid the remaining balance, which was based on the population numbers.  The cost of providing that additional service was significant.  Over the last few years, the response times had been reduced, but it took funding to do so.  The Legislature offered the 1% sales tax option and it was something residents could vote on.  Santa Clara could not put that on the ballot.  Ultimately, the County needed to make the decision.  If it was added to the ballot and residents voted in favor, it would be implemented.  On the other hand, if residents voted against the 1% sales tax, nothing would change in terms of the service.

Council Member Hinton asked if Ivins had discussed the issue.  Mr. Jacobsen confirmed this.  There had been some correspondence with their City Manager and Ivins intended to follow the lead of Santa Clara on this matter.  Mayor Rosenberg noted that there had been discussions about what would happen if the County put the item on the ballot.  If it was approved in both cities, it would impact both cities.  If it was only approved in one of the two cities, then the revenues would only go towards the city where the 1% sales tax was approved.  However, the costs of the department would still be split.  He explained that if the 1% sales tax was not approved, there would likely be a reduction in other services and potentially a reduction in some of the EMS.  

Mr. Jacobsen shared information about property taxes.  Council Member Shakespeare expressed concerns that the 1% sales tax would be more expensive for residents than simply raising the property taxes to what was needed.  He would rather see the EMS funded in a different way and did not believe residents would vote in favor of the addition.  A small property tax increase would likely be cheaper for the residents in the long run.  Council Member Mathis explained that some of the expenses related to EMS had to do with the coverage levels.  It might be worthwhile to do some education about that.  Mayor Rosenberg explained that when there was someone on the border in the western part of the county that needed help, it made sense for the City to assist.  Mr. Jacobsen explained that the Bureau of EMS for the State dictated the boundary.  Information was shared about previous agreements, the fire station, and shared services. 

Council Member Waite noted that he had spoken to the Deputy Director of the Parks Department in Saint George.  He asked him how the department would be impacted if the property tax increase was not passed.  The Deputy Director explained that projects that were planned would be pushed out.  It would impact future planning because Fire, Police, and EMS need to be prioritized in the budget.  As a result, every other department had to make drastic cuts.  It was difficult to know what was best moving forward in Santa Clara and whether a property tax increase or the 1% sales tax would be preferred.  The funding had to come from somewhere.  Council Member Shakespeare believed that it was a necessary discussion to have moving forward.  Residents wanted parks and trails, but there were associated costs with those amenities.  He explained that once something was built within the City, it was necessary to maintain that.   

It was noted that the County would ultimately make a decision about whether the item would be added to the ballot.  However, the municipality had to make the request before it could be considered.  Mayor Rosenberg explained that the request to the County was the first step in the process.  Council Member Mathis did not see any harm in making the request and adding it to a ballot.  Council Member Hinton agreed and felt it made sense to let the residents decide.

Council Member Mathis moved to APPROVE Resolution 2023-09 – Requesting the County to Put the 1% Sales Tax for EMS on the Ballot.  Council Member Hinton seconded the motion.  Vote on Motion:  Council Member Shakespeare-Nay; Council Member Hinton-Aye; Council Member Mathis-Aye; Council Member Waite-Aye.  The motion passed 3-to-1.

ii. Discussion and Action Considering for UTOPIA Make Ready Work-Bid Award.  Presented by Gary Hall, Power Director.

Power Director, Gary Hall presented the Staff Report and stated that the matter relates to UTOPIA.  He explained that when UTOPIA Fiber came in, they needed to install fiber on a lot of the power poles.  They requested that some make-ready work be done.  He clarified that make-ready work is work that needs to be done on the poles to make room for the communications to be attached and still maintain proper clearances, as per the National Electric Safety Code (“NESC”) Code.  UTOPIA paid Santa Clara to do the work but with the subdivisions that were ready for power and the Vineyard Drive project, there was not enough time to complete the make-ready work in a timely fashion.  

Mr. Hall spoke to UTOPIA about the issue and they suggested obtaining three bids from contractors to finish the work.  UTOPIA would pay the difference.  Three bids were included in the Meeting Materials Packet.  The original recommendation was to award Cache Valley Electric with the bid but Cache Valley Electric could no longer begin the work as stated.  As a result, UTOPIA wanted to choose Hunt Electric, who could arrive two weeks earlier and had the next lowest bid.  City Staff recommended that the bid be awarded to Hunt Electric, who would invoice Santa Clara City for the work.  Mr. Hall explained that he would then invoice UTOPIA Fiber.

Council Member Mathis asked how much UTOPIA had paid the City to do the work.  Mr. Hall reported that it was just over $49,000.  Some work had already been done, which used some of the $49,000, but UTOPIA would cover the excess.  There would be no additional costs to the City to complete the work.  He reviewed some of the power poles that needed to be addressed.  

Council Member Waite moved to APPROVE Hunt Electric for UTOPIA Make Ready Work, as presented.  Council Member Mathis seconded the motion.  Vote on Motion:  Council Member Shakespeare-Aye; Council Member Hinton-Aye; Council Member Mathis-Aye; Council Member Waite-Aye.  The motion passed unanimously.

6. Reports.

A. Mayor/Council Reports.

Council Member Shakespeare noted that there was a burglary in Ivins.  One home was hit significantly with stolen electronics.  He thanked the Police Department for their work.  Within a few weeks, the burglars were caught.  A lot of work was put into the larger investigation.  

Council Member Mathis attended the WCWCD Water Education and Tour at the end of April.  Attendees were able to visit the location where the new reservoir would be.  It would take the rainwater that seeps in from Ash Creek that will then drain down and be retained in the Toquer.  The culinary water that Toquerville has will be used to fill the secondary system.  The additional water that comes out of the springs will be used to take care of some of the culinary uses.  Attendees also visited the diversion dam and took a tour there.  Last week, she attended the Your Land Your Plan Symposium at the Convention Center.  It had to do with different ways that cities can use assets to increase revenue.  For instance, rather than donating a piece of land, the land is retained, built on, and there could be a revenue source from affordable housing.  Council Member Mathis reported that the last Youth Council Meeting took place last week.  Applications for next year have already been received.  Youth Council Members assisted with selections and five individuals were chosen to participate in the Youth Council next year.  

Council Member Waite attended a Community Education Channel Meeting.  There was discussion about rebranding and refocusing.  A meeting was set up with the County to consider another revenue source, such as naming rights.  He explained that there was an 80% decrease in cable subscribers in Washington County over the last five years.  Part of that was that people were using boxes connected to the internet rather than cable connections.  The future of the CEC was uncertain.  There are ongoing discussions about what to do moving forward.  He explained that it is not tenable long-term the way the CEC is set up currently.  

Council Member Waite shared information about the recent Facebook activity for the City.  There was an attendance issue at the Arbor Day Celebration.  He wanted to see how the social media presence for that event compared to others, such as the Shop Local Event.  The reach for the post related to the Arbor Day Celebration was approximately 1,000.  Nothing was paid to boost that post.  For the Late Night Shopping Event, the City paid $8 to boost the post, and there were 2,500 reached accounts.  There was also a lot more engagement.  It seemed to be money well spent.  Not everything requires boosting, but certain posts benefited from doing so.  Boosting posts selectively was something that the City could consider, especially for important community events.  

Council Member Waite asked about UTOPIA.  He believed they were working on Sunset Boulevard currently.  Mr. Mouritsen explained that the completion had not been made.  Discussions were had about the timeline and the QR code that could be scanned to sign up.  Council Member Waite was looking forward to UTOPIA Fiber being up and running in the City. 

Mayor Rosenberg reported that the Flood Control Authority Technical Committee had met.  The Committee was continuing to monitor the flooding in the river.  There was not a lot of snow left on the Santa Clara Basin, so the risk was much lower than before.  He was thankful for that.  The City Alliance Shop Local Event went well and he hoped everyone who attended had a good time.  Mayor Rosenberg asked about attendance and the businesses that participated.  Mr. McNulty reported that there are approximately 12 businesses there and between 200 and 300 visitors.  There was discussion about holding the event next year with a few food trucks as well.  Mayor Rosenberg liked the idea of turning it into an annual event as it had been well received.  

Mayor Rosenberg reported that the canal company's annual meeting was scheduled for May 24, 2023.  Anyone interested in attending that meeting could do so.  It would be held at Town Hall at 7:00 p.m.  He added that the Princess Pageant was scheduled for June 15, 2023.  

7. Executive Session.

There was no Executive Session.

8. Adjournment.

Council Member Shakespeare moved to ADJOURN.  Council Member Mathis seconded the motion.  The motion passed with the unanimous consent of the Council.

The City Council Meeting adjourned at 6:38 p.m.



__________________________________
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