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HIGHLAND CITY COUNCIL MINUTES 
Tuesday, April 18, 2023 

Approved June 6, 2023 
 

Highland City Council Chambers, 5400 West Civic Center Drive, Highland Utah 84003 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
7:00 PM REGULAR SESSION  
Call to Order – Mayor Kurt Ostler 
Invocation – Council Member Kim Rodela 
Pledge of Allegiance – Council Member Brittney P. Bills 
 
The meeting was called to order by Mayor Kurt Ostler as a regular session at 7:02 pm.  The meeting agenda was 
posted on the Utah State Public Meeting Website at least 24 hours prior to the meeting.  The prayer was offered 
by Council Member Kim Rodela and those in attendance were led in the Pledge of Allegiance by Council Member 
Brittney P. Bills. 
 
 
PRESIDING:    Mayor Kurt Ostler 
 
COUNCIL MEMBERS  
PRESENT: Brittney P. Bills, Timothy A. Ball, Kim Rodela, Sarah D. Petersen, Scott L. Smith  
 
CITY STAFF PRESENT: City Administrator Erin Wells (electronically), City Attorney Rob Patterson, City 

Recorder Stephannie Cottle, Finance Director Tyler Bahr, Planner and GIS Analyst 
Kellie Smith, City Engineer/Public Works Director Andy Spencer, Police Chief 
Brian Gwilliam, Fire Chief Brian Patten 

 
OTHERS PRESENT:  Jon Hart, Todd Knowles, Jeff Thurman, Mike Martin, Douglas Cortney, Amy 

Brinton, Johnny and Sara McGill, Adam Brinton, Crosby Burrows, Sophia Gunter, 
Andrew Davis, Wesley Warren, Derek & Michelle Ellis, Eileen H. Miller, Chris 
Howden, Brent Pugh, Karalee Pettit, Jared Huish, Matthew Koofe, Will Parkes, 
Steve Hogan, Nathan Woodbury, Emma Bartholomew and several members of the 
Youth Council, Paul & Rachel Adams and family, Scott Blotter, Dan Stratton 

 
 

1. UNSCHEDULED PUBLIC APPEARANCES 
Please limit comments to three minutes per person. Please state your name. 
 

VIRTUAL PARTICIPATION 
           YouTube Live:  http://bit.ly/HC-youtube 

                   Email comments prior to meeting: council@highlandcity.org  
 

http://bit.ly/HC-youtube
mailto:council@highlandcity.org
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Doug Cortney stated he is the Chairman of the 2023 Highland Fling parade, and the Committee is looking to 
make a couple of changes to the parade and these changes will require an increase in the number of volunteers 
that support the event. He asked for assistance from elected officials and City staff in recruiting these volunteers.  
 
Steve Hogan stated he addressed the Council about a month ago and will be addressing them regarding the same 
issue he spoke of in the last meeting, which is the replacement of the wood fence along Alpine Highway; the 
fence has become a safety issue and is also a blight on the area. He would like to understand who is responsible 
for the replacement of the fence; he has spoken with several neighbors and some of them recall instances of City 
employees performing maintenance of the fence. The work has been sufficient to create a tacit ownership or 
responsibility on the part of the City and residents are asking that be recognized by the City. He added that it is 
his understanding that the fence is essentially a ‘theme wall’ and should comply with Code requirements that 
would ensure uniformity along the entire stretch of the Highway. He stated that someone mentioned in the last 
meeting that the fence is the responsibility of abutting homeowners, but he wondered how that will be handled 
and if the many residents who live along the Highway will be required to coordinate the theme and color of the 
fence, as well as pay for replacement/maintenance of the fence. The alternative would be to have a hodge-podge 
of fencing along the corridor.  
 
Mayor Ostler reported that this issue will be discussed later in the meeting under agenda item 8b.  
 
Sara McGill thanked the Mayor and Council for listening to the concerns of residents regarding the lane 
configuration near Apple Creek. She also thanked the City for installing a traffic signal at 5600 West and 
Timponogas Highway, which has helped to decrease traffic in the area. She then addressed the fencing issue 
raised by Mr. Hogan; she shares his concerns about the deterioration of the fence and has similar questions about 
who is responsible for repairing or replacing and then maintaining the fence. She stated that residents have asked 
that other property owners, namely businesses and high-density housing developments, along the Highway be 
assessed an impact fee that could be used to address the issue, but that was not done. She stated that residents 
who live in her neighborhood have experienced impacts associated with changes in zoning that are not in line 
with their expectations when they initially chose to live there. She acknowledged that development and change is 
imminent, but people did not know that the area would be as busy as it is. She stated some repairs have been 
performed by the City over the last 17 years, but no significant improvements or replacements. She hopes that the 
City will recognize they are responsible for the fence and address its current condition.  
 
Council Member Ball asked City Attorney Patterson to address Mr. Hogan’s claim that the work performed by 
the City in the past has created tacit ownership or responsibility for the City. Mr. Patterson stated that the City 
does not own the fence or the property it sits upon. The fact that the City has performed some maintenance in the 
past does not automatically mean that the City owns the fence or should be responsible for ongoing maintenance 
unless the City agrees to accept that responsibility. The City helps with various types of maintenance throughout 
the City, but that does not mean the City assumes ownership of those properties in the future. He has not been 
able to find any document indicating the City owns the property or the fence.  
 
Nathan Woodbury stated he and Mr. Hogan have been working on this issue together, both are interested in 
replacing the fence along their yard with precast concrete fencing, but they were told by the City that is not 
allowed because the fence is a theme wall, and they cannot change the theme. He stated that his property taxes 
recently increased by nearly three times, and he would love for some of that additional revenue to be used for 
beautifying the City.  
 
Council Member Smith agreed the fence along the Alpine Highway looks awful and he thinks a joint effort 
between the City and the homeowners would be appropriate in order to beautify and improve it. He personally 
does not think wood fences are the best solution because they do not last as long as other materials. There has 
always been a misunderstanding about ownership of the fence, and it is time to address that issue.  
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2.  PRESENTATIONS 
 

a. Highland City Youth Council Presentation – Youth Council Representative  
A member of the Youth Council will give a report on the recent Easter Egg Hunt activity 
and any upcoming events. 
 

Emma Bartholomew, Highland Youth Council Mayor, reported on the success of the recent Easter Egg Hunt, 
which drew over 1,000 children. There were 9,000 eggs collected by children at the event.  
 
Mayor Ostler read a social media post about the Easter egg hunt; the person commented on the experience of their 
four-year old child at the Easter egg hunt. Other children gave the child some of their eggs after seeing that he 
did not collect any on his own. Mayor Ostler commented on the great work and service of the Youth Council and 
congratulated them on the success of the Easter egg hunt.  

 
b. Donation to Mountain Ridge Park – Paul & Rachel Adams, Highland City Residents  

Paul and Rachel Adams will present a check to Highland City as a donation towards 
the playground at Mountain Ridge Park. 
 

Mayor Ostler reported that in November 2021 a very special family come forward with an offer to make a large 
donation to Mountain Ridge Park. The Paul and Rachel Adams family has the park in their backyard, and they 
have donated $500,000 to make sure there is a playground there to accommodate children of all abilities. He 
wished to recognize the Adams family for their generosity and for helping to create something that will be a 
lasting legacy in the community.  
 
Mr. Adams stated that his family loves Highland and feels that this project is the right thing for the community; 
he is appreciative to the entire Mayor and Council for their efforts to see the project through. He concluded that 
he has made a significant investment in the City and enjoyed a great deal of success due to community support. 
Ms. Adams stated that they chose to repay the community for their support.  
 
 
3. CONSENT ITEMS  

Items on the consent agenda are of a routine nature or have been previously studied by the 
City Council. They are intended to be acted upon in one motion. Council members may pull 
items from consent if they would like them considered separately. 

 
a.  Approval of Meeting Minutes General City Management – Stephannie Cottle, City 

Recorder 
 Regular City Council Meeting – March 7, 2023 

 
b. ACTION: Plat Amendment – The Hollow Subdivision Plat B Land Use 

(Administrative) - Kellie Smith, Planner & GIS Analyst 
The City Council will hold a public meeting to consider a request petitioned by 
Millhaven Development, representing Timothy and Wendi Oyler, to combine 3 
residential lots into 1 residential lot. The Council will take appropriate action. 
 

Council Member Scott L. Smith MOVED that the City Council approve consent item 3a, the approval of meeting 
minutes of March 7, 2023 and item b, Plat Amendment – The Hollow Subdivision Plat B. 

 
Council Member Brittney P. Bills SECONDED the motion. 
 
The vote was recorded as follows: 
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Council Member Timothy A.  Ball   Yes 
Council Member Brittney P.  Bills  Yes 
Council Member Sarah D. Petersen  Yes 
Council Member Kim Rodela   Yes 
Council Member Scott L.  Smith  Yes 
 
The motion passed 5:0. 

 
4. ACTION: CONTRACT WITH GENEVA ROCK FOR ROADWAY 

TREATMENTS General City Management – Andy Spencer, City Engineer/Public 
Works Director  
The City Council will consider awarding a contract to Geneva Rock Products, Inc. for micro-
surfacing maintenance treatments. The Council will take appropriate action.   
 

City Engineer/Public Works Director Spencer explained the Council has previously authorized construction 
contracts for Canal Boulevard construction, Country Club Sewer upgrade, and 6800 West reconstruction. In 
addition, the Council has allocated budget funds for road surfacing treatments to properly maintain roads and 
extend the pavement life cycle. Geneva Rock has been awarded a large pavement treatment contract by UDOT 
in the northeast corner of Utah County. Because of their project proximity, they have provided competitive pricing 
for the micro-surfacing treatments for the City. Geneva’s bid for the cost of the micro-surface project for all 
roadways is $170,122. This amount does not provide for painting the speed bars on Canal Boulevard.  Staff has 
requested an additional 10 percent contingency to allow for this painting to be added to the project; this 
contingency would be in addition to the 10 percent contingency normally allowed for unforeseen costs.  The total 
cost of this project with contingency is $204,146. Funding for this expense is anticipated in GL 41-40-71, Major 
Roads Maintenance within the FY24 budget.  Mr. Spencer concluded staff recommends approval of the contract 
with Geneva Rock for micro-surfacing. 
 
Council Member Smith stated that he has met with Mr. Spencer, and he appreciates his efforts to properly maintain 
roads in the City and extend their expected life; there has been an increase in density in the Ridgeview area of the 
City and some roads will be experiencing heavier use than in the past. On Canal Boulevard, he would like to add 
a third lane for turning to decrease the impact to the road shoulder. It is also important to have bike lanes on both 
sides of the road because sidewalks are more heavily used by pedestrians. He would like to sit down with 
representatives from the neighborhood and with The Boyer Company before striping the road to ensure an 
adequate number of lanes and a moderate speed limit. The road was designed to be a collector road, rather than 
an arterial road, and he is concerned about safety. Mr. Spencer stated it would be great to have those conversations 
to ensure the safety of the road when it is completed.  
 
Mayor Ostler stated that some surface treatments that have been performed in the past result in increased noise 
on the roadway; he asked if the same is true for the micro-surface treatment. Mr. Spencer stated it is not the same 
treatment; chipseal treatment results in increased road noise, but micro-surface leaves a smoother surface. Mayor 
Ostler then referenced Council Member Smith’s comments about Canal Boulevard and asked if there will be a 
strategy in the traffic calming toolbox to address that issue. Mr. Spencer answered yes; there will be different 
strategies to choose from for Canal Boulevard. Mayor Ostler then stated there is a new road called Featherstone, 
which serves as an access point from the High School and once that road is connected, there may be some turning 
radius issues. Mr. Spencer stated that is correct; the Council has discussed this issue in the past and has considered 
working collectively with developers to rebuild 10100 North; this should be done before Featherstone is 
connected and that should address the left turn issues from Canal Boulevard to Featherstone. It would be good 
for the work to occur in the summer months to avoid high school traffic.  
 
Council Member Smith stated it would be great if the toolbox also provided a strategy for ingress/egress from the 
development that includes Costa Vida and Arby’s. Mr. Spencer agreed.  
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Council Member Bills stated it is her understanding the contract before the Council tonight only relates to the 
micro-surface treatment, not the striping of Canal Boulevard. Mr. Spencer stated that is correct; staff can look 
into the issues related to Canal Boulevard and discuss the matter with the traffic engineer consultant that is 
working on the toolbox. Council Member Smith stated he would also like to see an automated speed sign on Canal 
Boulevard. Mr. Spencer suggested that be discussed as part of the review of the tentative Fiscal Year (FY) 2023-
2024 budget, which will be presented to the Council on May 2.  
 
Council Member Kim Rodela MOVED that City Council APPROVE the contract with Geneva Rock Products, 
Inc. in an amount up to $204,146 and AUTHORIZE the City Administrator to sign the contract documents with 
the acknowledgement that the paint striping on Canal Boulevard will be completed in accordance with the 
pending traffic control toolbox study finding and to include input from Council and residents. 

 
Council Member Timothy A. Ball SECONDED the motion. 
 
Council Member Smith added that he would like for the City to solicit input from residents regarding changes to 
the configuration of Canal Boulevard. Council Member Rodela accepted that suggestion as a friendly amendment 
to her motion. Council Member Ball stated his second of the motion stands.  
 
The vote was recorded as follows: 
 
Council Member Timothy A.  Ball   Yes 
Council Member Brittney P.  Bills  Yes 
Council Member Sarah D. Petersen  Yes 
Council Member Kim Rodela   Yes 
Council Member Scott L.  Smith  Yes 
 
The motion passed 5:0. 

 
 

5. ACTION: CONTRACT WITH RC ENTERPRISE PAVING & CONSTRUCTION 
FOR STREET SWEEPING General City Management – Andy Spencer, City 
Engineer/Public Works Director  
The City Council will consider approving a contract with RC Enterprise Paving & 
Construction for the sweeping of Highland City streets. The Council will take appropriate 
action.  
 

City Engineer/Public Works Director Spencer explained as a part of the approved FY 2023 budget, the Council 
approved street sweeping as a budgeted expense in the Storm Sewer Enterprise Fund. The street sweeping service 
is contracted to a provider that sweeps in the spring and fall.  This year, the City placed a bid for sweeping services 
on the Utah State Procurement website with a two-week advertisement window starting on March 8, 2023. The 
bid was for one year with an option for up to three years with a fixed percent increase. The bidding window closed 
on March 28, 2023, with no bids being received. During the past three years, the City contracted with RC 
Enterprise Paving & Construction for street sweeping services and have been pleased with their work. Staff 
reached out to Riley Cherrington, owner of RC Enterprise Paving & Construction and he provided a bid of 
$31,200 for the year 2023 with a seven percent increase over the years 2024 and 2025. In 2022, Highland City 
paid $30,382 for these services.  As such, RC Enterprises proposal was consistent with past contracts. Funding 
for this expense was included in the FY23 budget under GL 54-40-27, Storm Sewer Street Sweeping at $20,000. 
As the full cost was not included in the budget, it will need to be funded by Fund Balance within the Storm Sewer 
Fund and will be included as part of the final budget adjustments unless otherwise directed by the Council. There 
is sufficient fund balance available for the budget adjustment. 
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Council Member Peterson asked if the City will actively look for other street sweeping contractors. Mr. Spencer 
reiterated that the City did not receive other bids after publicly advertising for the service. Staff is not opposed to 
going out to bid again next year.  
 
Council Member Kim Rodela MOVED that City Council APPROVE a contract with RC Enterprise Paving & 
Construction for street sweeping at a cost of $31,200 for the first year, with an increase of 7% for each subsequent 
year for a total contract period of three years and authorize the City Administrator to sign the contract documents. 
 
Council Member Scott L. Smith SECONDED the motion. 
 
The vote was recorded as follows: 
 
Council Member Timothy A.  Ball   Yes 
Council Member Brittney P.  Bills  Yes 
Council Member Sarah D. Petersen  Yes 
Council Member Kim Rodela   Yes 
Council Member Scott L.  Smith  Yes 
 
The motion passed 5:0.  

 
6. EXPEDITED  
 

a. ACTION: Plat Amendment – Mid-Town Highland Marketplace Subdivision Land 
 Use (Administrative) - Kellie Smith, Planner & GIS Analyst  

The City Council will hold a public meeting to consider a request petitioned by Joe Ham, 
representing MNG Highland Development LLC, and Paul Kroff, representing SBP 
Holdings Reverse, LLC, to adjust internal property boundaries. The Council will take 
appropriate action. 
 

Planner & GIS Analyst Smith explained the City Council approved the final plat for Mid-Town Highland 
Marketplace Subdivision on July 5, 2022. On December 6, 2022, the City Council approved an amendment to the 
existing development agreement associated with this property. The amendment updated several improvements 
such as landscaping, signage, lighting, architecture, and the overall site plan. The proposed plat amendment is in 
the CR Zone and is designated as Commercial in the General  Plan. The amendment only adjusts internal property 
boundaries. She noted that she has spoken with the applicant, who communicated his plans to start construction 
on the project in July pending Building Department review and approval of his application materials. Staff 
recommends the City Council accept the findings and APPROVE the final plat amendment subject to the 
following stipulations: 

1. The recorded plat shall be in substantial conformance with the final plat received March 15, 2023. 
2. Prior to recording, the recorded plat shall be revised as required by the City Engineer. 

 
Mayor Ostler and Council Member Smith commented on the quality of the development proposal, which should 
bring some sit-down restaurants to the community.  

 
Council Member Sarah D. Petersen MOVED that the City Council accept the findings and APPROVE the 
amended plat for the Mid-Town Highland Marketplace Subdivision subject to the two (2) stipulations 
recommended by Staff. 
 

1. The recorded plat shall be in substantial conformance with the final plat received March 15, 2023. 
2. Prior to recording, the recorded plat shall be revised as required by the City Engineer. 

 
Council Member Scott L. Smith SECONDED the motion. 
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The vote was recorded as follows: 
 
Council Member Timothy A.  Ball   Yes 
Council Member Brittney P.  Bills  Yes 
Council Member Sarah D. Petersen  Yes 
Council Member Kim Rodela   Yes 
Council Member Scott L.  Smith  Yes 
 
The motion passed 5:0. 

 
 
7. DISCUSSION: CANTERBURY NORTH AND HIGHLAND HOLLOWS 

ENCROACHMENT Land Use (Administrative) - Kellie Smith, Planner & GIS Analyst  
The City Council will consider possible maintenance agreements, encroachment 
enforcement, or the sale of public property in the Canterbury North and Highland Hollow 
subdivisions. This item is for discussion only.   

 
Planner & GIS Analyst Smith explained staff is seeking Council direction regarding whether to allow 
maintenance agreements, enforce encroachment, or bring back a resolution to the Council to allow for sale of 
property in the Canterbury North and Highland Hollow subdivisions. If the Council would like staff to prepare a 
resolution, staff recommends the Council determine which properties should be sold. She noted on August 2, 
2022, the City Council directed staff to prioritize the Highland Hollow subdivision and then to continue with 
Council Member Bills providing a prioritization list to staff.  Staff has worked with Council Member Bills to 
determine the next subdivisions for staff to enforce encroachment. On March 7, 2023, staff provided an update 
to the Council regarding what has been completed so far and next steps:   

• Highland Hollow Conservation Easement Encroachments: Staff continues to work with the residents in 
Highland Hollow that have encroached next to Dry Creek. Four (4) site visits have been held, one (1) 
remediation plan has been approved, and two (2) more residents will be met with this spring.   

• Wimbleton: Staff has recently received the surveyed locations of the utilities running throughout the 
Wimbleton open space. The City Engineer and Public Works Superintendents are working together to 
come up with a recommendation regarding how much property should be kept around these utility lines 
for the benefit of Highland City. This recommendation will be brought to the Council in an upcoming 
meeting.   

• The next subdivision to be reviewed by the City Council is Canterbury North and the remaining 
properties in Highland Hollow. Following these subdivisions will be several subdivisions throughout the 
City that have two to three encroachments per subdivisions (Quail Hollow, Hidden Oaks, Meadow Lark 
Dr, Mercer Hollow, and Highland Town Center Meadows) 

 
Ms. Smith presented a map that identified the types of encroachments in Canterbury North and Highland 
Hollow. An additional map also summarized staff’s recommendations to the Council for each encroachment, as 
follows: 

• Maintenance Agreements: For encroachments on property involving an existing or future trail, staff 
recommends the Council allow the residents to enter into maintenance agreements that meet the current 
maintenance agreement requirements. Part of the agreement would be for the resident to understand that 
the City is not liable for any removal or damage of their improvements due to trail maintenance (crack 
sealing, snow removal, etc.) or future trail construction. Staff also recommends the maintenance 
agreements adjacent to the future trail only be permitted up to the existing dirt trail.  There is one (1) 
City owned parcel off of 10400 N that staff recommends the City Council allow for maintenance 
agreements. This parcel is part of the Highland Hollow subdivision. It is not related to nor adjacent to a 
park or trail. The Public Works department determined that there was a need for this parcel for drainage 
at the time the subdivision was developed.   
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• Removal of Encroachment: Staff recommends that all encroachments onto City property involving the 
future park by Dry Creek be removed, and no sale of property nor maintenance agreements be allowed.  

• There were several properties along the Murdock Canal Trail that the Council approved for sale in 2021. 
All but three (3) property owners have purchased. Two (2) of the three (3) property owners are 
encroaching onto the City property that they did not purchase. Staff recommends the Council give them 
the option to either purchase, or remove the encroachment.   

• Disposal of Public Property: Staff does not recommend that the City Council sell any of the Highland 
City property in the Canterbury North nor Highland Hollow subdivisions.   

 
Mayor Ostler thanked Ms. Smith for her efforts and the great deal of time she has spent on this issue.  
 
Council Member Smith referenced the future trails identified on the second map and he asked Ms. Smith to 
identify the planned future trail connections. Ms. Smith revisited the map and identified potential connections, 
but none of those connections have been finalized. Mayor Ostler stated the plan is to get the trails to the Murdock 
Trail, but it will be necessary to secure an easement across private property to accomplish that. The Council 
engaged in high level discussion regarding desires for future trail improvements and connections, many of which 
are dependent on private development activities.  
 
Council Member Rodela stated she feels staff’s recommendations are a great first step, but she would like to hear 
from residents who are most familiar with the area and its use. Mayor Ostler agreed, and he invited public input.  
 
Brent Pugh identified the area in which he lives on one of Ms. Smith’s maps; he was hoping that the future trail 
from the City Center that runs to the west would jog to the north and run behind the homes in the area to connect 
to the existing trail that currently dead ends. Mayor Ostler stated that area is very steep; the City already owns a 
10-foot strip in the area, but does not own the trail behind the homes. Mr. Pugh stated he understands, but no one 
that lives in that area wants the trail in the location that the City has planned. They felt the plan he referenced 
would be more logical. The owners of the home at the end are most concerned because the trail would be within 
three to six feet of their home. Mayor Ostler stated that the property the City currently owns was deeded to the 
City and it would be difficult to justify acquiring other properties or relocating the trail. He added that the bridge 
that would be needed across the gully would be very expensive, possibly around $100,000. Council Member 
Smith stated he would like to direct staff to research the suggestions that are being offered and evaluate the cost 
of the options available to the City. Mr. Pugh stated that each of the homeowners would buy the property behind 
their homes if it was available. Mayor Ostler stated that would result in the trail being moved behind other homes 
and the owners of those homes would be upset about that change. He added there is a trail that runs from the 
Murdock trail to the last home; there is just one section where the trail is missing.  
 
Council Member Bills asked that the Council include street names on maps that are provided in support of future 
discussions of this issue.  
 
Scott Blottter stated he lives in Canterbury North and his property borders the canal trail; he identified his home 
on Ms. Smith’s map and stated the land easement for the trail next to his home is 25 feet wide and the trail would 
be exactly five feet from the windows on the rear of his home. The trail that is planned for the area is fairly wide 
and he does not feel that is necessary. He suggested the City consider minimum distance requirements for a trail 
to be setback from nearby homes. Mayor Ostler stated that the trail will be eight feet wide, it will not consume 
the entire 25-foot easement; the easement is wide to accommodate any utilities that may need to be placed there. 
City Engineer/Public Works Director Spencer stated that he does not know of any utilities in the area at this time, 
but there may be a need for some utilities associated with the pressurized irrigation pond. In another easement, 
there is a sewer and water line for Lehi City. Mr. Blotter stated there is a utility easement on nearly his entire back 
yard. He asked the Council to consider the distance from his home when developing the trail and set it back as 
far as possible from his home.  
 
Mr. Smith then asked for direction from the Council. Council Member Smith stated he would like to walk the 
areas that have been discussed tonight and consider all options for connecting to the City Center trail. Mayor 
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Ostler stated that it would be good to hold a walking meeting as soon as possible so that any notices about the 
property can be sent as early in the year as possible as residents will be interested in any opportunities for using 
the property. Council Member Smith stated he is most concerned about the properties that are on the east side. 
Ms. Smith asked if the Council is comfortable with staff proceeding with action for the properties that are 
identified in red on her map. Council Members Rodela, Smith, and Peterson answered yes.  
 
 
8.  MAYOR/COUNCIL AND STAFF COMMUNICATION ITEMS 

The City Council may discuss and receive updates on City events, projects, and issues from 
the Mayor, City Council members, and city staff.  Topics discussed will be informational only.  
No final action will be taken on communication items. 

  
a. Flood Prevention Update – Andy Spencer, City Engineer/Public Works Director City  
 

Engineer/Public Works Director Spencer reported on the community sandbag day that was held last Saturday; 
there are about 70 pallets of sandbags prepared and he feels much more prepared to respond to flooding events in 
the community. The Mayor, Council, and staff then engaged in discussion about areas in the City where flooding 
has occurred and is likely to occur again as temperatures increase and the snowpack melts. There was also a brief 
discussion about the information that will be communicated to residents about use of secondary water for the 
2023 summer season. Mr. Spencer stated he does not want to discourage conservation or go against the good 
habits people developed last year, but there are no restrictions at present, aside from encouraging residents to 
avoid watering during the heat of the day. Mayor Ostler asked if it would be helpful to ask residents to water 
during the day in order to lower the level of the pressurized irrigation pond if it is becoming too full due to fast 
snow melt. Mr. Spencer stated it could be a difference maker in the event the pond is very close to being full, but 
it is not something he would encourage on a regular basis.  
 

b. Alpine Hwy Fence – Kellie Smith, Planner & GIS Analyst 
 
Planner & GIS Analyst Smith stated that staff has reviewed the City Council meeting minutes from 1995 that 
contain information about the Alpine Highway Fence. Developers who were working on projects along the 
highway agreed on the type of fence to be built and the City Council agreed that it was to be owned and maintained 
by property owners. The fence was considered a theme wall and that is why the current design is consistent. The 
current theme wall ordinance does not list wood as a permitted material. Staff agrees the fence should be replaced, 
but still believes it should be consistent and in compliance with the theme wall standards. She provided 
photographs of the types of fencing that would be considered to be theme walls, but noted that she understands it 
will be expensive to install certain types of fencing.  
 
Council Member Smith stated that one of the problems is that residents have been told different things; he is 
interested in agreeing to a joint venture between residents and the City to give them some assistance in covering 
the costs of installing a new theme wall. He asked if other Council Members are interested; he would need to 
understand the costs of certain types of walls and if citizens are interested in a joint venture.  
 
Mayor Ostler asked if there are other areas in the City where there is a similar situation. Ms. Smith stated there 
are other theme walls, but no intent of any of those walls to be owned or maintained by the City. She noted there 
are no other wood fences in the City similar to what exists on Alpine Highway.  
 
Council Member Rodela asked if there is any documentation of any City employee telling a resident that the City 
owns or is responsible for maintaining the fence. Ms. Smith answered no, but she does know that several City 
staff members did believe the fence was the City’s responsibility.  
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Council Member Bills asked if there is any documentation associated with the property about the fence. Ms. Smith 
answered no. Council Member Bills asked if the City can charge some sort of impact fee to generate funds to 
cover the cost of a new fence, as was suggested by Mr. Hogan earlier in the meeting. City Attorney Patterson 
explained impact fee revenue can only be used for new improvements associated with new development in the 
City and they could not be used for this type of issue.  
 
Council Member Ball asked if there is an existing City statute that requires uniformity of the fence and if the City 
can adopt an ordinance that would prevent property owners from installing a patchwork of fencing types. Mr. 
Patterson explained it would be difficult to adopt an enforceable ordinance or an ordinance that would not be 
challenged that would result in a property owner installing a certain fencing type that would cost thousands of 
dollars. Council Member Ball stated he is unsure why the Council is having this discussion; the City should not 
be legislating beauty and should only be focused on safety. Mr. Patterson agreed that so long as a property owner 
installs fencing that meets the City’s fencing standards, the City should not prohibit fencing that does not meet 
the definition of being uniform. Requiring uniformity could be considered a form of a property taking.  
 
Council Member Rodela stated she does not think the City should do anything that could set a precedent where 
the City is expected to replace, repair, or maintain fencing on private property. Council Member Peterson agreed. 
Mayor Ostler asked if the City’s participation in some form of maintenance of the existing fence in the past has 
set that type of precedent. Mr. Patterson answered no; there is no requirement for the City to maintain the fence 
or to participate in its replacement, but the City can choose to do that if they feel it is important to ensure 
uniformity of the fencing along Alpine Highway. Council Member Smith stated he understands the concern about 
setting a precedent, but there has been a great deal of confusion about the ownership of the existing fence, and he 
feels the Council should act as problem solvers and help the residents correct this issue.  
 
Council Member Bills asked if there is any way to determine whether the property owners were told that the fence 
was their responsibility or if the assumption is simply that they should have understood that when they purchased 
their home. Mayor Ostler stated it would be difficult to determine that because the fence was built 30 years ago; 
however, he invited public input and asked those residents who choose to speak to address Council Member Bills’ 
question.  
 
Nathan Woodbury stated that he and Mr. Hogan started planning to replace their fencing a year ago so they 
reached out to the City about their project; the email he received from Ms. Smith stated “the fence is actually City 
owned and maintained, which I am sure you are aware of. The main issue is that the fence is actually a theme 
wall, and it is meant to be a theme wall along the Alpine Highway.” Others have told him and other residents that 
they do not own the fence and should not touch it. He and Mr. Hogan redid their perimeter fencing at the same 
time to keep their costs lower and they would have done the fencing along Alpine Highway if they had permission.  
 
Mayor Ostler agreed it is less expensive to replace or install new fencing if more property owners participate, but 
it can be difficult to coordinate 10 different homeowners, especially for the replacement of a fence at the same 
time. He added that the perception is that the party that maintains something is also the party that owns it, and, in 
this case, the City has maintained the fence and that has created a question for property owners.  
 
Amy Brinton stated that this is not a case of property owners not knowing who owns the fence or who should 
maintain it; rather, residents have been explicitly told that they should not touch the fence. Her son was working 
on his Eagle Scout project, and he came to the City to see if they needed help with anything and the Public Works 
Department told him they were struggling to dedicate labor hours to maintaining the fence and her son worked to 
raise funds and coordinate volunteers to help stain and paint the fence.  
 
Sara McGill asked if the Council minutes provided by Ms. Smith earlier in the meeting only applied to the 
Cornerstone project. Ms. Smith answered no; it applied to the many different developers who completed projects 
along the Alpine Highway. Ms. McGill stated she has asked multiple Mayors and at least three different City 
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Council bodies about the fence and each time she has been told she could not change the fence because it belonged 
to the City.  
 
Dan Stratton stated that now that he knows that he owns the fence and is responsible for its maintenance or 
replacement, he cannot afford the replacement. He asked if he can simply take down the section of fence along 
his property.  
 
Mr. Patterson stated that the developers were required to install the theme wall as part of their development; now 
that the condition of development is satisfied, there is nothing that requires a property owner to keep the fence in 
place.  
 
Ms. Smith stated staff is happy to work on an ordinance amendment that would clarify some of the points of 
interest that have been discussed tonight.  
 
Steve Hogan stated that if there is a history of behavior, tacet contracts can be legally binding and enforceable in 
certain instances and he suggested that the City explore further whether a tacet agreement has existed for nearly 
30 years. He asked Ms. Smith to clarify her statement in the email to Mr. Woodbury. Ms. Smith stated that she 
sent the email after discussing the matter with employees in other areas of the City who had a great deal more 
institutional knowledge than she has. However, after the issue was raised at a City Council meeting, she 
researched the past City Council minutes and found the information from 30 years ago. Mr. Hogan stated that for 
the record, he would like to state that Ms. Smith’s communication to residents is proof of a tacet agreement that 
has been made regarding the ownership and maintenance of the fence. He stated that this is a conundrum; residents 
understand the Council’s fiscal responsibility to the entire City. Replacing the fence would not be cheap, but it 
would be a one-time investment and one that will be low maintenance going forward. The reason that this is being 
discussed is that the City is mandating something on private property; if it is the owners’ responsibility, they 
should be able to do what they want rather than being required to install a theme wall. Mayor Ostler stated that 
there are land use codes that apply throughout the City and on other private properties. Mr. Hogan stated that if 
one property owner in the middle of Alpine Highway installs one type of fence, and others on either side of him 
leave wooden fence, he is unsure that the fence can still be classified as a theme wall. Ms. Smith stated that the 
City Code does not specifically state that the theme wall should be maintained in perpetuity; the theme wall 
regulation was imposed at the time of the initial development, and there are no other maintenance requirements 
outside of the City’s typica fencing standards.  
 
Council Member Peterson stated it is clear that residents received direct communication from the City that the 
City owns the fence. They chose not to take action to replace the fence because they understood the City owned 
and had maintenance responsibility for the fence. She stated the public input has changed her opinion and she 
would like to understand the potential costs associated with participating in replacement of the fence. Mr. Spencer 
stated that the City is installing six-foot precast concrete fencing on 6800 West and the current price for that type 
of fence is $126.00 per foot. The cost since the project was bid has likely increased to $135.00. Council Member 
Ball asked how long the theme wall on Alpine Highway is. Mr. Spencer stated he can get that information for the 
Council. Council Member Ball then stated that he disagrees with Mr. Hogan’s implication that the communication 
residents have received from the City has created a tacet agreement; he noted Mr. Hogan stated on the record that 
it is a fact that the City is responsible for the fence due to that tacet agreement. Council Member Ball disagreed 
and stated that fact remains to be determined.  
 
Mayor Ostler stated that it is clear the City has performed some maintenance of the fence, but the City has never 
tried to replace the fence. It would be appropriate for the entire Council to consider whether replacement of the 
fence would benefit all taxpayers and he expects that the replacement would cost upwards of $500,000. He stated 
that he would be willing to support continued maintenance of the fence, but if a resident wants to take down the 
fence and replace it, they have the right to do that.  
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Council Member Peterson asked if the fence can still be maintained or if it has exceeded its useful life. She would 
also like to understand the cost of replacing the fence before considering whether to completely cover the cost or 
participate in the cost of the fence with residents. She thinks it is clear that the City has told the residents that the 
City is responsible for the fence, and she feels that puts the City in a difficult position and she needs to consider 
that matter further. Council Member Bills agreed and asked how many homeowners have property that touches 
the fence; she noted it would be difficult to compel all residents to participate in replacement of the fence. Council 
Member Rodela agreed and stated that the City could communicate to residents that the City is willing to 
participate in cost sharing, but only if they participate in the project at this moment. Ms. Smith stated there are 
approximately 30 homes along the fence.  
 
Council Member Smith stated this is a difficult situation and he agrees with the need to be fiscally conservative; 
however, he feels that a joint venture may be a solution to this issue. Anything that beautifies the City helps to 
make it a desirable place to raise families and that is a benefit to all residents. He would like to understand the 
expenses of the fence and what the City’s options are, but he is willing to consider a joint venture.  
 
Council Member Ball stated that in the beginning he felt the facts were black and white, but he agrees with 
Council Member Peterson’s comments about the City possibly having an ethical responsibility to address the 
situation due to information that the City has provided to residents. He also agreed that beautification of the City 
benefits all residents, but he needs to understand the costs of the project and the level of participation that would 
be appropriate for the City.  
 
Mike Martin stated that as he has observed this meeting, he has learned of many other expenses the Council has 
approved for projects like striping a road and sweeping streets; these projects will beautify the community and 
the same consideration should be given to the property owners that live along Alpine Highway. The condition of 
the fence is a reflection of the community and everyone that drives down the road gets an image of the City based 
upon how the fence looks. There has been a tremendous amount of confusion about ownership of the fence, and 
he asked the Council to consider how they would like to be treated if they lived along the road. He feels the City 
needs to adjust its priorities; there has been a great deal of focus on the trails, but not everyone uses the trails. He 
suggested additional discussion and negotiation between the City and the residents that live along this roadway.  
 
Mr. Spencer asked for direction from the Council regarding the type of fencing they would like to install in order 
for staff to gather costs. The Mayor and Council discussed this question and determined they would prefer costs 
for precast concrete similar to other recent projects in the community. The Mayor suggested that residents reach 
out to the Council to provide additional input regarding this matter or invite them to their property to observe the 
condition of the fence. He advised that this will be a discussion point as the Council moves through creation of 
the budget for the next FY.  
 

 
c. Trail Corridor & Chain Link Fencing for Municipal Facilities – Kellie Smith, Planner 

& GIS Analyst 
 
Planner & GIS Analyst Smith reviewed Section 3-612 of the City’s development code, which regulates chain link 
fencing for municipal facilities. She presented photographs of different City trails and facilities that currently 
having fencing around them; the potential amendment for which the staff is seeking feedback is whether to allow 
fences to deviate from current standards for the benefit of the public and public facilities.  
 
Council Member Smith stated there are some instances in which he feels deviation is appropriate; for a 20-foot 
corridor, he feels that open fencing is preferred. However, in the wider trail corridors that are 30 or 40 feet, open 
fencing will be problematic, and he would like to allow a permanent fence in those areas. He asked if City staff 
has discussed this issue with the residents who will live in The Hollows to see how they feel about the fencing 
issue. Ms. Smith stated that the only open fences are located on the east side of the trail and the width of that 
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corridor is greater than 30 feet; she added that the fencing regulation applies to any property adjacent to a trail, 
not just open space subdivisions. Mayor Ostler stated that some of the property owners could be given the 
opportunity to purchase property that is just five feet from the trail, and it is important to determine fencing 
standards for those cases. Ms. Smith stated that the current regulations would be imposed; properties within less 
than 20 feet from the trail should only erect open fencing. The Council engaged in discussion with Ms. Smith 
regarding safety issues that could arise for property owners along the trail corridor; they also heard input from 
Police Chief Gwilliam about the issue, who noted that he does not see any problems with allowing solid fencing, 
that are six feet tall, on trail corridors that are 30 feet wide. Council Members Smith, Rodela, and Peterson 
supported allowing solid fencing on 30-foot-wide corridors, but any corridor under 30 feet will still need open 
fencing. Ms. Smith stated this issue can be addressed in an upcoming zone text amendment pertaining to fencing. 
She summarized the remainder of the amendment relating to the use of chain link at public facilities, namely 
parks. The Council briefly discussed the durability and appearance of chain link, after which they concluded they 
are willing to consider the text amendment to allow chain link at public facilities. Council Member Smith stated 
his only concern about allowing chain link on City properties is that the fencing type has been outlawed for the 
rest of the residential properties in the City. Council Member Rodela stated she is fine giving the City an exception 
because most of the public facilities where the chain link will be located are outside of residential areas. Council 
Member Bills agreed.  
 
 

d. Storm Drainage, Fence Height, and Parkway Detail – Kellie Smith, Planner & GIS 
Analyst 

 
Planner & GIS Analyst stated City staff is working to update Parkway detail regulations, as well as regulating 
pertaining to storm drainage on City property and fencing heights; She briefly summarized the purpose of the 
amendments and noted that they will be considered by the Planning Commission in the coming weeks, after which 
they will be provided to the Council for consideration. There was a brief discussion about the manner in which 
fence heights will be measured on properties with a steeper grade, with Ms. Smith noting that developers have 
asked for a negative slope from the sidewalk to their fence, but staff is working to ensure proper drainage from a 
fenced area to the public right-of-way.  
 

e. GRAMA and Retention Schedule – Rob Patterson, City Attorney (8:45 pm – 10 min) 
 
City Attorney Patterson stated a little over a year ago, he and City Recorder Cottle presented a code amendment 
to the City Council regarding government records and retention schedules; the Council had some concerns about 
retention schedules, but was supportive of code amendments that would streamline records management in the 
City. Given that position, staff would like to adopt and adhere to the State of Utah retention schedule, but is 
looking for direction from the City Council regarding how they want to handle the issue. Council Member Smith 
suggested that City Administration bring a formal recommendation to the Council for consideration. Mayor Ostler 
asked Mr. Patterson for some examples of differences between the City’s retention schedule and the State’s 
retention schedule. Mr. Patterson stated that the City’s schedule has not been updated for years, so that is the main 
source of the problem. The State has adopted multiple retention schedules and there are three or four different 
schedules for similar records. Emails, for example, are identified in several different schedules and there are 
different rules depending upon the subject matter of purpose of the email. The same is true for contracts or 
payments associated with a contract. Staff’s recommendation is to adopt a policy that would cause staff to default 
to the schedule with the longest retention period for similar document types. The Council and Mayor stated they 
would like Mr. Patterson and Ms. Cottle to develop a simplified retention schedule and present it to the Council 
for review and action. Mayor Ostler noted the most important thing is for the City to be in compliance with State 
Code relating to records management.  
 
Council Member Scott L. Smith MOVED to extend the meeting to 10:12 pm. 
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Council Member Brittney P. Bills SECONDED the motion. 
 
All voted in favor and the motion passed unanimously. 
 

 
f. February Financial Report – Tyler Bahr, Finance Director 

 
Finance Director Bahr provided the February Financial Report; as of February 28, eight months, or 66 percent, 
of the Fiscal Year (FY) has lapsed; tax revenue is at 72 percent of budgeted revenues, and this includes property 
taxes and sales taxes. Licenses and permits revenue are at 72.4 percent, which is slightly higher than projected. 
Intergovernmental revenue includes the City’s American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) distribution from July as well 
as the City’s B&C and County Option sales tax revenue. He then discussed highlights relating to open space 
property sales revenues, road capital reimbursement, and impact fee activities.  
 
Council Member Smith stated these reports are very helpful. He referenced a comment made by a resident earlier 
tonight about the use of property tax revenue and stated it would be good for the City to communicate to residents 
that it has not increased taxes in the past 15 years and the increases they are experiencing are a result of increased 
property values as well as tax increases approved by other taxing entities, such as the Alpine School District. Mr. 
Bahr stated that is correct. The City’s certified tax rate has actually been adjusted downward to offset increases 
in property values. Mayor Ostler noted the City has chosen to implement fees to cover specific costs in the City, 
rather than increasing property taxes.  

 
g. Alpine Food Storage Update – Kurt Ostler, Mayor 

 
Mayor Ostler reported he received an email from Chirine Wadsworth indicating the new Alpine Food Storage 
facility passed inspection by the Fire Marshall on April 11. They are starting to move their inventory to their new 
location but are awaiting additional inspections from American Fork. They plan to open on May 15.  
 
Council Member Smith thanked Ms. Smith for doing a great job addressing the Alpine Food Storage property. 
He noted that the Council has received complaints about other home-based businesses in the City and those issues 
will be forwarded to the City’s Code Enforcement Officer.  
 

h. Future Meetings 
• April 24, Budget Work Session, 7:00 pm, City Hall 
• May 2, City Council Work Session & Regular Meeting, 6:00 pm, City Hall 
• May 10, Lone Peak Public Safety District Board Meeting, 7:30 am, City Hall 
• May 16, City Council Work Session & Regular Meeting, 6:00 pm, City Hall 
• May 23, Planning Commission Meeting, 7:00 pm, City Hall 

 
9. CLOSED Session 

The City Council may recess to convene in a closed session to discuss items, as provided by 
Utah Code Annotated §52-4-205. 
 

At 10:12 pm Council Member Scott L. Smith MOVED that the City Council recess to convene in a closed session 
to discuss pending or reasonably imminent litigation, as provided by Utah Code Annotated §52-4-205.  
 
Council Member Kim Rodela SECONDED the motion. 
 
The vote was recorded as follows: 
 
Council Member Timothy A.  Ball   Yes 
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Council Member Brittney P.  Bills  Yes 
Council Member Sarah D. Petersen  Yes 
Council Member Kim Rodela  Yes 
Council Member Scott L.  Smith  Yes 

The motion passed unanimously. 

Council Member Scott L. Smith MOVED to adjourn the CLOSED SESSION and Council Member Sarah D. 
Petersen SECONDED the motion.  All voted in favor and the motion passed unanimously.  All voted in favor and 
the motion passed unanimously. 

The CLOSED SESSION adjourned at 11:01 pm. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Council Member Sarah D. Petersen MOVED to adjourn the regular meeting and Council Member Timothy A. 
Ball SECONDED the motion.  All voted in favor and the motion passed unanimously.   

The meeting adjourned at 11:01 pm. 

I, Stephannie Cottle, City Recorder of Highland City, hereby certify that the foregoing minutes represent a true, 
accurate and complete record of the meeting held on April 18, 2023.  This document constitutes the official 
minutes for the Highland City Council Meeting.

Stephannie Cottle, CMC 
City Recorder
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Welcome to the Highland 
City Council Meeting

April 18, 2023

Please Sign the Attendance Sheet

7:00 PM REGULAR SESSION

Call to Order – Mayor Kurt Ostler

Invocation – Council Member Kim Rodela

Pledge of Allegiance – Council Member Brittney P. Bills

UNSCHEDULED PUBLIC APPEARANCES

Time set aside for the public to express their ideas and comments on 
non-agenda items. 

• Please state your name clearly. 

• Limit your comments to three (3) minutes. 

PRESENTATIONS

a. Highland City Youth Council – Youth Council 
Representative

b. Donation to Mountain Ridge Park – Paul & Rachel 
Adams, Highland City Residents

CONSENT ITEMS (5 minutes)

3a. Approval of Meeting Minutes: March 7, 2023 General 
City Management

3b. Action: Plat Amendment – The Hollow Subdivision Plat B
Land Use (Administrative)

CONTRACT WITH GENEVA ROCK FOR 
ROADWAY TREATMENTS General City 
Management

Item 4 – Action

Presented by – Andy Spencer
City Engineer/Public Work Director

1 2

3 4

5 6
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Prior Council Direction

• Council has previously authorized construction 
contracts for Canal Boulevard construction, Country 
Club Sewer upgrade, and 6800 West 
reconstruction. In addition, Council has allocated 
budget funds for road surfacing treatments to 
properly maintain roads and extend the pavement 
life cycle. 

Why Treat a New Road

What is Micro-surface Canal Blvd

Alpine Highway (Sewer Project Repair) 6800 West

7 8

9 10

11 12
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Motion to Approve

I move that City Council APPROVE the contract with 
Geneva Rock Products, Inc. in an amount up to 
$204,146 and AUTHORIZE the City Administrator to 
sign the contract documents with the 
acknowledgment that the paint striping on Canal 
Boulevard will be completed in accordance with the 
pending traffic control toolbox study findings.

CONTRACT WITH RC ENTERPRISE 
PAVING & CONSTRUCTION FOR 
STREET SWEEPING General City 
Management

Item 5 – Action

Presented by – Andy Spencer
City Engineer/Public Works Director

Prior Council Direction

• As a part of the approved FY 2023 budget, the 
Council approved street sweeping as a budgeted 
expense in the Storm Sewer Enterprise Fund. 

Motion to Approve

I move that City Council APPROVE a contract with 
RC Enterprise Paving & Construction for street 
sweeping at a cost of $31,200 for the first year, with 
an increase of 7% for each subsequent year for a total 
contract period of three years and authorize the City 
Administrator to sign the contract documents.

PLAT AMENDMENT – MID-TOWN 
HIGHLAND MARKETPLACE 
SUBDIVISION Land Use (Administrative)

Item 6 – Expedited

Presented by – Kellie Smith
Planner & GIS Analyst

Prior Council Direction

• July 5, 2022 – Council approved the Mid-Town 
Highland Marketplace – Final Plat Amended

• December 6, 2022 – Council approved an 
amendment to the existing development agreement
– Updated architectural themes, building locations, 

landscaping, signage, lighting, etc. 

13 14

15 16
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Plat Amendment Motion to Approve

I move that the City Council accept the findings and 
APPROVE the amended plat for the Mid-Town 
Highland Marketplace Subdivision subject to the two 
(2) stipulations recommended by Staff.

CANTERBURY NORTH AND HIGHLAND 
HOLLOWS ENCROACHMENT Land Use 
(Administrative)

Item 7 – Discussion

Presented by – Kellie Smith
Planner & GIS Analyst

Prior Council Direction

• August 2, 2022 – Council directed staff to prioritize the 
Highland Hollow subdivision and then continue with Council 
Member Bills providing a prioritization list to staff. 

• March 7, 2023 – staff gave the Council an update on next 
steps
– Highland Hollow
– Wimbleton – recommendation will be brought to Council in an 

upcoming meeting
– Canterbury North + rest of Highland Hollow
– Quail Hollow, Hidden Oaks, Meadow Lark Dr, Mercer Hollow, & 

Highland Town Center Meadows (2-3 encroachments each)

Map – Encroachment Types Map – Staff Recommendations

19 20

21 22

23 24
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Staff Recommendation

Staff recommends the City Council give staff direction 
regarding whether or not to allow maintenance 
agreements, enforce encroachment, or bring back a 
resolution to the Council to allow for sale of property in 
the Canterbury North and Highland Hollow subdivisions. 

If the Council would like staff to prepare a resolution, 
staff recommends the Council determine which 
properties should be sold. 

FLOOD PREVENTION UPDATE

Item 8a – Communication

Presented by – Andy Spencer
City Engineer/Public Works Director

Community Sandbag Day Sandbag Preparations

ALPINE HIGHWAY FENCE

Item 8b – Communication

Presented by – Kellie Smith
Planner & GIS Analyst

Alpine Hwy Fence Detail – Theme Wall

25 26

27 28

29 30
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Theme Wall Example

TRAIL CORRIDOR & CHAIN LINK FENCING 
FOR MUNICIPAL FACILITIES

Item 8c – Communication

Presented by – Kellie Smith
Planner/GIS Analyst

Development Code Section 3-612

• 4’ solid, 2’ 55% open (6’ fence)
– <40’ corridor and not immediately adjacent to a public street
– >40’ but not visible from two public areas such as a street or 

park

• The Zoning Administrator may approve an alternative 
fence design if:
– The proposed alternative meets the intent of this section
– Special circumstances attached to the property
– Natural visibility of the trail/open space is not diminished if 

the proposed alternative is constructed on all the lots 
adjacent to that trail/open space

20’ Trail Corridor

30’ Trail Corridor Municipal Fencing

31 32
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Municipal Fencing Municipal Fencing

Municipal Fencing

• Potential Amendment - Fences for Highland City 
may be chain link. Fences and retaining walls for 
Highland City may deviate from these standards for 
the benefit of the public and public resources. 

STORM DRAINAGE, FENCE HEIGHT, AND 
PARKWAY DETAIL

Item 8d – Communication

Presented by – Kellie Smith
Planner/GIS Analyst

GRAMA AND RETENTION SCHEDULE

Item 8e – Communication

Presented by – Rob Patterson
City Attorney

FEBRUARY FINANCIAL REPORT

Item 8f – Communication

Presented by – Tyler Bahr
Finance Director

37 38
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Observations

• As of 28 Feb 2023 – eight months (67%) into FY23

Q4Q3Q2Q1

AprilJanuaryOctoberJuly

MayFebruaryNovemberAugust

JuneMarchDecemberSeptember

*Includes mid-year budget adjustments Council 
approved in February 

Observations

General Fund (p. 1)
• Tax revenue at 72.1% includes property taxes that comes mainly in 

December and January; sales tax is on target with projections

• Licenses and permits revenue is at 72.4%, slightly higher than 
projection due to building permits

• Intergovernmental revenue includes the City’s ARPA distribution from 
July as well as B&C and County Option sales tax

Open Space (page 2)

• Property sales revenue YTD = $146K

Observations

Library (page 4)
• Majority of property tax received in Dec & Jan

Road Capital (page 8)
• Includes 6800 West project to be reimbursed ($1.4MM 

reimbursement received in February); work is ongoing

Impact Fees (Capital and Enterprise Funds)

• Shifts in development activity – staff monitoring

Sales Tax

• FY2023 Budget = $3.6MM

• February = $357,231 / YTD = $1,969,063
– Six (6) months count towards FY2023
– Last February = $369,166 (decrease of 3%)
–Was $1,801,559 YTD thru February last year (up 9.3%)

• Rolling 12-month (thru February) = $3,829,965

Questions?

Thank you!

ALPINE FOOD STORAGE UPDATE

Item 8g – Communication

Presented by – Kurt Ostler
Mayor

43 44
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FUTURE MEETINGS

Item 8h - Communication

• April 24, Budget Work Session, 7:00 pm, City Hall
• May 2, City Council Work Session & Regular Meeting, 6:00 pm, City Hall
• May 10, Lone Peak Public Safety District Board Meeting, 7:30 am, City Hall
• May 16, City Council Work Session & Regular Meeting, 6:00 pm, City Hall
• May 23, Planning Commission Meeting, 7:00 pm, City Hall

CLOSED SESSION
The Highland City Council has recessed the regular City 
Council meeting to convene in a closed session to discuss 
pending or reasonably imminent litigation, as provided by 
Utah Code Annotated §52-4-205.

The regular City Council meeting will adjourn immediately 
following the end of the closed session. 

49 50
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