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            ELK RIDGE 1 
  CITY COUNCIL MEETING 2 

            February 28, 2012 3 

 4 
TIME & PLACE  This Regularly Scheduled Meeting of the Elk Ridge City Council, was scheduled for Tuesday,  5 
OF MEETING February 28, 2012, at 7:00 PM; this was preceded by a Public Hearing at 6:30 PM to consider the 6 

proposed Amended Budget for the 20011/2012 Fiscal Year. The City Council Work Session was 7 

scheduled to begin at 6:00 PM. The meetings were held at the Elk Ridge City Hall, 80 East Park Drive, 8 

Elk Ridge, Utah. 9 
                                              10 

 Notice of the time, place and Agenda of these Meetings were provided to the Payson Chronicle,  11 

 145 E Utah Ave, Payson, UT, and to the members of the Governing Body, on February 24, 2012. 12 
 13 
6:00 PM –  CITY COUNCIL WORK SESSION AGENDA ITEMS: 14 

 15 

ROLL Mayor: Hal Shelley; City Council: Weston Youd, Nelson Abbott & Brian Burke (Absent: Erin Clawson & 16 

Paul Squires); Planning Commission: David Clark & Clint Ashmead; Public Works Director: Corbett 17 
Stephens; Sheriff: Deputy Butters; Fire Chief: Seth Wait; Public: Former Mayor Ed Christensen, Scouts: 18 

Jordan Spencer, Jesse Clark & Aaron Call; J. Spencer, Stephen Towse, June Call; and the City Recorder, 19 

Janice H. Davis 20 

 21 

UTAH LOCAL Mr. Josh McKell (Account Executive in Member Services for Utah Local Governments Trust - ULGT) was  22 
GOVERNMENTS present to inform the City Council about the services and products that ULGT provide to the City. (He had  23 

TRUST – a handout for the members of the Council and the Recorder.) 24 
LIABILITY INSURANCE The Trust had been out to the City to talk with Mayor Shelley and he felt the Council should be informed 25 

as well and invited a representative to return. The Mayor introduced Mr. McKell. 26 

 Mr. McKell explained that ULGT is a “pool” of cities and towns in Utah. 27 
 Advantages (Concept of the Pool): From handout 28 

- Shared Risk 29 
- Localized 30 
- Risk Management 31 

- Member Equity 32 
Risk Management: 33 

- ARM-P Certified (Certifies a risk manager within the City staff) 34 
- Front Line Employee Training 35 
- On-site Risk Assessments 36 

- ERMC Program 37 
- Trained Employees are key*** 38 
(Chart on Member Equity showing the Trust as the center) 39 
ULGT Products 40 

- General Liability 41 
- Property 42 

- Auto Physical Damage 43 
- Workers’ Compensation 44 

- Medical + Ancillary 45 
- Bonds 46 
General Liability 47 

- Aggregate Limit: $5,000,000 48 

- Deductible: $0.00 49 
- Includes: Public Officials Errors & Omissions, Employment Practices, Auto Liability, Sewer Backup, 50 

Law Enforcement 51 

*(No Per-occurrence limit – Full aggregate limit available) 52 
Nelson Abbott: (Question related to “employee dishonesty coverage”) Council Member Abbott wanted to 53 

know how long this type of coverage has been in place. He also asked if there is a “statute of limitations” 54 

on that coverage. 55 
Mr. McKell: It has been in place about two years….and he did not think there is a statute of limitations 56 

Brian Burke: (Question) In the case of an individual accident, would the amount actually go to 5 million? 57 
(Yes and there is Governmental Immunity as well; in some instances it would not apply.) 58 

Council Member Burke also inquired about legal representation through the Trust. 59 
Mr. McKell: He responded that there is legal representation available through contracted attorneys and a 60 

Trust lawyer, as well….particularly with regard to claims; but other matters are also handled. This is at no 61 
extra cost to the member cities. 62 
Property / APD 63 

- Earthquake / Flood 64 

- $250,000 Crime Policy 65 
- Full Property Appraisals (Every 4 Years)! 66 
- Vehicles (3) 67 

*13 Buildings (One location previously uninsured) 68 

*Refund: $426,000 (Updated Values) 69 
 70 

 71 
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     Elk Ridge City Council Work Session – 2-28-2012 1 
Workers’ Compensation 2 

- Dedicated Claims team 3 

- First-Fill Program 4 

- Full Access – Adjuster Notes 5 
- Statutory Coverage 6 
Safety Grant 7 

The Trust’s Safety Grant Requirements 8 
- Land Use Training (Land Use) 9 

- Inspect Sewer Manholes (Sewer Backups) 10 
- Drivers Safety Pledge (Auto Accidents) 11 

- Safety Committee 12 
Safety Grant Amounts: $1,046 13 

   Ancillary Products (What the Trust provides to Elk Ridge at this time) 14 

- Life Insurance 15 

- Supplemental Vision 16 

- Long Term Care 17 
- AD&D 18 
Dividends & Grants 19 

2012 Trust Dividend 20 

- $1,500,000 21 

Elk Ridge City: $3,360 22 
- Liability: $2,538 23 

- Property / APD: $318 24 
- Workers’ Compensation: $504 25 
Partnership 26 

- 100% Satisfaction Guarantee 27 

- No Captive Members 28 
- 99.6% Retention Rate 29 
- 3-Year Guarantee 30 

   *Mr. McKell will email the current appraisal to the City by the next day. 31 
 Corbett Stephens: He asked if the Trust had seen any areas where the City could improve. 32 
 Mr. McKell: He feels it is best when cities take a proactive approach; they tend to have better loss ratios. 33 

The best answers may come from another contact at the Trust...Lance Mergens (he does risk 34 
assessments and evaluations). While preparing for his presentation that evening, he said he had noticed 35 
that Elk Ridge “is a sharp group”; but there is always room for training and improvement. 36 

 Nelson Abbott: There are current safety issues with regard to positioning of some of the City’s playground 37 

equipment; before spending the money on any needed improvements, he would like to be able to contact 38 
the Trust to be sure whatever is done is correct and safe. 39 

 Mr. Mckell: He again directed contact to Mr. Mergens.  40 

00:22:43 41 
2011/2012 AMENDED  PUBLIC HEARING – AMENDED BUDGET FOR THE 2011/2012 FISCAL YEAR 42 

BUDGET -  Public Hearing/To consider the proposed Amended Budget for the 2011/2012 Fiscal Year, for the 43 
operation of Elk Ridge City  44 

 45 
ROLL  Mayor: Hal Shelley; City Council: Weston Youd, Nelson Abbott & Brian Burke; Planning Commission: 46 

David Clark & Clint Ashmead; Public Works Director: Corbett Stephens; Sheriff: Deputy Butters; Fire 47 
Chief: Seth Wait; Public: Former Mayor Ed Christensen, Scouts: Jordan Spencer, Jesse Clark & Aaron 48 

Call; J. Spencer, Stephen Towse, June Call; and the City Recorder, Janice H. Davis 49 

    50 

   Mayor Shelley opened the Public Hearing at 6:30 PM.   51 

 52 

The City Recorder reviewed some of the changes to the 2011/2012 Budget: 53 
(Memo to Council from Recorder, dated 2-28-2012)  54 

See Budget Notes on the budget worksheet 55 
(Brief explanation of the various Funds and how they interact.) 56 

General Fund: 57 
Revenues: 58 

The revenue sources to keep an eye on: 59 
- Property Taxes 60 

- General Sales Tax (May come in a bit higher than last year) 61 
- Building Permits  62 

- Class C Revenue (From the State) 63 
- Transfers into and out of the General Fund to balance the budget to “0”. 64 

- Explanation of Fund Balance (both in the current year and in the Capital Projects Fund) 65 
- The General Fund was left unbalanced so the Council could get a better idea of actual totals. 66 

The amount of deficit for the General Fund = 106,532 (prior to any changes made that night). 67 

This figure is not too bad considering the City is in the process of building a Public Works Building and the 68 

Council approved transferring 40,000 out to Storm Drain for the purchase of two large sumps. These are 69 

not typical expenses and will not re-occur next year. 70 

 71 



 3 

00:27:50       Elk Ridge City Council Meeting Public Hearing – 2-28-2012 1 
 2 

Expenditures: 3 

Besides bringing the budget figures in line with projected actuals, there are certain accounts that affect the 4 

budget or will affect the budget: 5 

• Transfer out of General Fund to Fire Dept. (3,600 has been approved for an increase to the Fire 6 

Dept.) The Council will address this as well as the wage for the Fire Chief. 7 

• Where the Public Works Building will come in regarding costs 8 

• Gas and oil increases (May also affect Road Repairs) 9 

• Other possible changes to expenditures 10 

Capital Projects Funds: 11 

These Funds were explained as being “savings accounts” to accrue money for capital purchases (like a 12 
fire truck, sander, snow plow, etc.) The beginning fund balances for each Fund was reviewed (as of July 13 

1, 2011). 14 
Trails: Park Impact Fee money was spent to widen out Goosenest Drive for a painted trail on the road  15 

Storm Drainage Fund: 16 

With the installation of sumps and added infrastructure, “depreciation” also increases. Even with the use 17 

of the “vac” trailer, operating expenses still need to be met. The $3 fee was approved in 2003 as a 18 

temporary fee and was to be reviewed in 2007; it has not been. Council Member Youd is waiting for 19 
information from Curtis Roberts to be able to see where this fee might go. 20 
Water and Sewer Funds: 21 

• Bonds are being paid down 22 

• Proposed Project: Extend water & sewer lines south of the Dugway on Loafer Canyon Road. 23 

(80,000 of impact fees has been budgeted for this Project) 24 
(The Fire Dept. was to be discussed later in the Public Hearing) 25 

00:48:32 26 

(Deputy Butters reminded the Council about the Tour of the Sheriff’s Dept. on 3/6…meet by flag pole by 27 
the County Jail at 7:00 PM…3075 N. Main St., Spanish Fork.) 28 
 29 
Fire Dept. Pay Increases: (Chief Seth Waite) 30 

Chief Wait expressed his appreciation of the support shown to the Dept. from the City Council. 31 
The initial suggestion was to increase the pay for himself, the Asst. Chief and the EMS Supervisor; but he 32 
felt that the increase should go to the entire Dept. instead. 33 
Chief Wait explained his proposal to increase the Fire Fighters in the Department $1.00/hour (he provided 34 

a handout that explained his proposal; including pay scales…current and proposed). 35 
 He also proposed an increase from $200/month to $250 each for the Asst. Chief and the EMS Supervisor 36 
(leaving himself out of the equation). 37 

His proposal also included the budget changes for his Dept.  38 
Chief Wait explained the pay scale to the Council, with the various levels.)  39 

The proposed $3,600 increase would be over an entire year. (The proposed 3,600 increase is included in 40 
the proposed budget amendment. 41 
There was discussion on the proposed pay scale and the $1.00.hour increase. 42 

Mayor Shelley: He appreciated the Chief’s willingness to spread out the recommended increase over the 43 

entire Dept. rather than over just a few individuals. There is a lot of time spent in meetings and training to 44 
prepare the Dept. for emergency situations. 45 
Weston Youd: Perhaps the increase would assist in recruitment as well. (Chief Wait feels that volunteers 46 
have to want to be here and participating in the service…the desire outweighs the compensation.) 47 

1:01:42 48 

Mayor Shelley closed the Public Hearing at 7:08 PM. 49 
 50 

            ELK RIDGE 51 

  CITY COUNCIL MEETING 52 
            February 28, 2012 53 

 54 
TIME & PLACE  This Regularly Scheduled Meeting of the Elk Ridge City Council, was scheduled for Tuesday,  55 

OF MEETING February 28, 2012, at 7:00 PM; this was preceded by a Public Hearing at 6:30 PM to consider the 56 
proposed Amended Budget for the 20011/2012 Fiscal Year. The City Council Work Session was 57 
scheduled to begin at 6:00 PM. The meetings were held at the Elk Ridge City Hall, 80 East Park Drive, 58 

Elk Ridge, Utah. 59 

                                        Notice of the time, place and Agenda of these Meetings were provided to the Payson Chronicle,  60 
 145 E Utah Ave, Payson, UT, and to the members of the Governing Body, on February 24, 2012. 61 

 62 
7:09 PM -  CITY COUNCIL REGULAR SESSION AGENDA ITEMS: 63 

 64 
ROLL Mayor: Hal Shelley; City Council: Weston Youd, Nelson Abbott & Brian Burke (Absent: Erin Clawson & 65 

Paul Squires); Planning Commission: David Clark & Clint Ashmead; Public Works Director: Corbett 66 

Stephens; Sheriff: Deputy Butters; Fire Chief: Seth Wait; Public: Former Mayor Ed Christensen Scouts: 67 

Jordan Spencer, Jesse Clark & Aaron Call; J. Spencer, Stephen Towse, June Call; and the City Recorder, 68 

Janice H. Davis 69 
        70 
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      Elk Ridge City Council Meeting – 2-28-2012 1 
 2 

OPENING REMARKS &  An invocation was offered by Corbett Stephens; and Scouts Spencer and Clark led those present in the  3 

PLEDGE OF  Pledge of Allegiance, for those willing to participate. 4 

ALLEGIANCE 5 
       6 
AGENDA TIME  NELSON ABBOTT MOVED, SECONDED BY WESTON YOUD, TO APPROVE THE AGENDA TIME  7 

FRAME  FRAME AND TO ADJUST THE START TIME TO 7:09 PM; MOVING ITEM #9 UP TO FALL BETWEEN 8 
ITEMS 4 & 5 9 

 VOTE: YES (3)  NO (0)  ABSENT (2) ERIN CLAWSON & PAUL SQUIRES 10 

1:04:13 11 

PUBLIC FORUM No one stepped forward to address the City Council. 12 
 13 
PUD CODE  (It was felt that the City Planner did not have to be present due to the simplicity of the proposed action.) 14 

AMENDMENT – The Planner (Adam Castor) provided a Staff Report to the City Council for their packets. 15 
BUILDING ENVELOPES (From Staff Report, dated 2-28-2012) 16 

 Description: This is a recommendation to amend ordinance 10-11E-6-3: BUILDING ENVELOPE and 10-17 
11E-6-9: LOT FRONTAGE/SETBACK TABLE (SINGLE FAMILY) or the Planned Unit Development (PUD) 18 

Overlay Zone. 19 

 Recommendation: 20 

 “The Planning Commission and City staff have reviewed and discussed the recommended PUD code 21 

amendments, and during its’ meeting on February 9, 2012, the Planning Commission voted to 22 
recommend approval of the PUD code amendments; the amendments read as follows: 23 

 “The building envelope location within a single-family unit development lot should conform to the natural 24 
terrain and remain within the flattest areas of the lot. This area could be considerably smaller than the lot 25 
to accomplish this requirement. The minimum building envelope size for a single-family unit lot is four 26 

thousand (4,000) square feet. shall be the area created by the minimum front, side and rear setback 27 

requirements, which must be met. The front, side and rear setback requirements still must be met. 28 

 29 
 It is also recommended that 10-11E-6-9L LOT FRONTAGE/SETBACK TABLE (SINGLE FAMILY) be 30 

amended to eliminate the four thousand square foot minimum building size listed at the bottom of the 31 

table.” 32 

 The Planner also provided the adopting ordinance. 33 

 (There was no further discussion.) 34 
 WESTON YOUD MOVED, SECONDED BY NELSON ABBOTT, TO ADOPT AN ORDINANCE 35 

AMENDING THE CITY OF ELK RIDGE DEVELOPMENT CODE REGARDING A MINIMUM BUILDING 36 

ENVELOPE SIZE FOR SINGLE FAMILY LOTS WITHIN THE PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT (PUD) 37 
OVERLAY ZONE; CODIFICATION, INCLUSION IN THE CODE, CORRECTION OF SCRIVENER’S 38 
ERRORS, SEVERABILITY, AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE 39 

 VOTE (POLL): WESTON YOUD-AYE, NELSON ABBOTT-AYE & BRIAN BURKE-AYE (3) 40 

 NO (0)  ABSENT (2) ERIN CLAWSON & PAUL SQUIRES Passed 3-0 41 

1:06:31 42 

IMPACT FEE STUDY (Mr. Magleby was not actually present until a bit later; so the Council addressed the next two agenda 43 
UPDATE – LEI  items first, while waiting for his arrival.)   44 

ENGINEERING Greg Magleby (LEI Engineering) was present to address the Council: 45 
1:15:35  In 2009 the State Laws changed resulting in the need to update impact fee studies to be compliant; the 46 

laws were enacted in 2010. The City’s current Impact Fee Studies are out of date and need to be brought 47 

into compliance. 48 

 LEI provided two documents to the Council: 49 

• Elk Ridge Impact Fee Review 50 

• Proposal for Work Release #2012-02 (Actual update of the City’s impact fees – Estimate: 51 
$24,250) 52 

   Changes: 53 
The law now takes a different view of the types of projects that can be used with impacts fees; as well as 54 

the time frame. Currently the Impact Fee Studies look at a “build out” situation; which is a good thing as 55 
far as planning is concerned, but the changes in the laws now only take projections out to a 6 year 56 

window. 57 

This is very difficult for smaller cities and towns because most major improvements are multimillion dollar 58 
projects and it takes these smaller entities a longer time to collect that money up. A 6-year increment is 59 

not much time to provide the finances required. This creates a unique situation to keep impact fees active 60 

in the City. The Studies do need to be updated and some unique ways and policies need to be included to 61 
take into consideration limited budgets.  62 

Example: If the City plans on another water tank in 20 years; we can only go out 6 years in our planning 63 
and collecting impact fees for that project; we would not be able to start collecting for that water tank for 64 

another 14 years. A 6-year window of time is not much time; so would the City want to become 65 

encumbered in debt for this project…or do we insist that developers provide these projects and become 66 

the “financier”? This would push more of the responsibility onto the developers; which could become an 67 

issue for them being able to develop. Larger cities are more able to absorb these costs. 68 

LEI is doing the same review for Woodland Hills currently; they are in the same situation. “Million dollar 69 

projects on a budget of hundreds of dollars.” 70 

 71 
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 2 

Recommendations: 3 

- Update the Studies so they are compliant and not subject to being challenged. 4 

- Review Studies on an annual basis (less expense). 5 
 Much of these annual updates could be done by staff to help save costs…using guidelines provided in the 6 

Studies. 7 

 Impact Fee Studies become almost a “living document”…constantly reviewing changes in plans. 8 
 (The City Recorder added that this proposed update is included in the amendment to the budget.) 9 

 - The last updates were done in 2008; which was a much different economic climate.  10 
1:22:11 Corbett Stephens: In the changes in the laws, there are no provisions for small communities; perhaps Elk 11 

Ridge and Woodland Hills could join together in projects…pool resources to try to lessen the costs for 12 
each community. (Interlocal Agreements) 13 

 Mr. Magleby: He feels that the Utah League of Cities & Towns should review these laws on the basis of 14 

fairness to smaller cities. (Council Member Youd added that this topic is on the League’s “legislative 15 

watch”…but they also represent larger cities as well.) 16 

 Mr. Magleby continued: There are some concessions for communities with populations under 5,000…they 17 

do not have to go through a full “Impact Fee Facilities Management Plan”; which does lessen the financial 18 

burden.  19 
 Mayor Shelley: He again mentioned Mr. Stephens’ suggestion that Elk Ridge and Woodland Hills work 20 

together… 21 
 Weston Youd: …Even to the point of perhaps sharing some of the cost of the Study itself. 22 
 Mr. Stephens: Example of sharing improvements: 23 

 - Sharing a water tank 24 
 - Sharing a well 25 
 Mr. Magleby: Those types of projects can be figured into the Study. The improvement and the costs 26 

associated…spread out over two communities…would be easier to absorb.  27 
 Nelson Abbott: He suggested arranging a time to get together with Woodland Hills’ Council and Mayor to 28 

begin discussions in this direction. The Study itself needs to get started. 29 
 Mayor Shelley: Woodland Hills’ Mayor is eager to move in this direction. 30 
 The Mayor called for a motion on the proposal from LEI: 31 
 NELSON ABBOTT MOVED, SECONDED BY BRIAN BURKE, TO MOVE FORWARD WITH THE 32 

IMPACT FEE REVIEW; AUTHORIZING LEI ENGINEERING TO CONDUCT THE REVIEW OF THE 33 

CITY’S IMNPACT FEE STRUCTURE AND TO UPDATE THE STUDIES 34 
 VOTE (POLL): NELSON ABBOTT-AYE, WESTON YOUD-AYE, BRIAN BURKE-AYE (3) 35 
 NO (0)   ABSENT (2) ERIN CLAWSON & PAUL SQUIRES Passed 3-0 36 

 (Mayor Shelley signed the Work Release.) 37 
1:29:10 38 
DURABILITY BOND 1. Crestview Estates, Plat A:  39 
RELEASES (Memo from Recorder to Council, dated 2-28-12) 40 

 “Corbett Stephens brought this up to the Council at a previous meeting: The developers (Mines & Ross) 41 

wish to “buy-out” of their Durability Time period; their offer was for $17,000. The cost estimate for the work 42 

that needs to be done on Park Drive equals about $24,000. It may be that the City could get the work 43 
done for less; but the cost of oil (gas) is going up and it is unknown if the cost estimate would suffice. (Mr. 44 

Stephens is trying to contact the company that would do the slurry seal to see what the cost might be if oil 45 
goes up as much as expected.) 46 

 Developers have “bought out” of their obligations in the past. As long as the City has enough money to 47 

cover the cost of the work, it should not be a problem. The City could even go a bit higher in the estimate 48 

and return whatever is not used to the developer.” 49 
 Mayor Shelley: He reviewed the above details and said that the suggestion was to counter the offer from 50 

the developers with $24,000+ (cost estimate) until the repairs are in place; then return any money after 51 

the completion of the work to the developers.   52 
 Corbett Stephens: He likes this idea; he has a concern that the prices may not be enough. He does not 53 

want for the City to take that risk. 54 
 Nelson Abbott: He checked if the project would be started as soon as weather permits. (Yes.) 55 

 He wanted to be sure the work would be done before costs go up even further. 56 
1:35:16 NELSON ABBOTT MOVED, SECONDED BY WESTON YOUD, TO APPROVE THE DEVELOPER 57 

REQUEST TO RELEASE THE DURABILITY RETAINER FOR CRESTVIEW ESTATES, PLAT A; 58 

CONTINGENT UPON THE DEVELOPERS PAYING ELK RIDGE CITY $24,250.00 TO BUY-OUT OF 59 
THE REPAIRS REQUIRED FOR PARK DRIVE…ANY UNUSED MONEY WILL BE REFUNDED TO THE 60 

DEVELOPERS 61 
 VOTE: YES (3)  NO (0)  ABSENT (2) ERIN CLAWSON & PAUL SQUIRES 62 

 63 

 2. Oak Hill Estates, Plat D: 64 

 Mr. Yergensen wrote a letter requesting the Durability Retainer be released. In the letter, he pointed out 65 
 that he had planted 30 oak brush plants; as well as providing an irrigation drip system to get the plants 66 

started. The following year the plants were doing well and were inspected by Mr. Stephens and Mayor 67 

Dunn; however, the Council wanted more oak brush. A representative from the Natural Resources 68 

Conservation gave instructions as to how to plant oak brush tubers. Mr. Yergensen stated that Mayor 69 

Dunn and Mr. Stephens offered to assist in planting the tubers. 70 

  71 
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      Elk Ridge City Council Meeting – 2-28-2012 1 

 2 

 Jordan Credit Union’s Lindsay Merritt was assigned the task of seeing that instructions from the NRC 3 

were followed. Those they had planting did so after snow had fallen; and Mr. Yergensen heard that in the 4 

process they dug up some of his carefully nurtured oak brush plants. 5 
    6 

Corbett Stephens Also wrote a letter (in the Council packets) wherein he mentioned the only concern of 7 

the previous Council: the need to follow the accepted re-vegetation plan for a portion of the terraced rock 8 
walls. Jordan Credit Union coordinated the work to be done; they hired an independent contractor to 9 

complete the work and they are now asking to be relieved from further obligation. 10 
It was Mr. Stephens’ recommendation to accept the completed work and release the subdivision from 11 

durability. 12 
 Weston Youd: He thought the extension was until this spring.  13 

 (Mr. Stephens said it was last spring.) 14 

 Nelson Abbott: He was surprised that it is still before the current Council. He recalled holding this 15 

subdivision off in 2008. 16 
 Corbett Stephens:  He reviewed what had been done last winter (refer to his statement from his written 17 

recommendation). Mr. Stephens explained that the City was requiring “seed sage”; which takes 6 or 7 18 

years to grow (according to the landscaping specialist the Credit Union hired).  19 
 Nelson Abbott: He reported that across the street from Council Member Burke’s house, where it had been 20 

scraped away, there are small sage plants growing…barely coming up. He agreed that it will take a while 21 

for growth to occur. 22 
 Mr. Stephens: He felt that the City’s requirements were not “two year requirements”. The current State law 23 

limits durability to a one year period of time…not two. 24 
1:36:36 BRIAN BURKE MOVED, SECONDED BY NELSON ABBOTT, TO ACCEPT THE IMPROVEMENTS 25 

FOR THE OAK HILL ESTATES SUBDIVISION, PLAT D; AND TO RELEASE THE DURABILITY BOND 26 

 VOTE: YES (3)  NO (0)  ABSENT (2) ERIN CLAWSON & PAUL SQUIRES 27 

1:37:34 28 
RATIFY POLLED  1. City Council Assignments: 29 

VOTES: Mayor Shelley explained that he had asked the various Council Members to take certain Council  30 
 Assignments and had not realized that the assignments needed to be accepted by the Council in a vote. 31 

He polled the vote and all agreed to accept the assignments. The polled vote must be ratified. 32 
 NELSON ABBOTT MOVED, SECONDED BY WESTON YOUD, TO RATIFY THE POLLED VOTE TO 33 

APPROVE THE COUNCIL ASSIGNMENTS MADE BY MAYOR SHELLEY, AS THEY WERE 34 
PRESENTED  35 

 VOTE: YES (3)  NO (0)  ABSENT (2) ERIN CLAWSON & PAUL SQUIRES 36 

 37 
 2. Planning Commission Appointments: 38 

 The Mayor polled the Council to appoint two individuals to the Planning Commission. That polled vote 39 
must be ratified. 40 

 WESTON YOUD MOVED, SECONDED BY NELSON ABBOTT, TO RATIFY THE POLLED VOTE TO 41 
APPOINT THE FOLLOWING INDIVIDUALS TO THE ELK RIDGE PLANNING COMMISSION: 42 

• CLINT ASHMEAD 43 

• JED PFAFF 44 

 VOTE: YES (3)  NO (0)  ABSENT (2) ERIN CLAWSON & PAUL SQUIRES 45 

1:39:18 46 
ROBERT NELSON  Corbett Stephens has explained this proposed agreement in previous Council Meetings: it is like an  47 

AGREEMENT arrangement that Mr. Nelson has with Salem City to trade grading work for being able to take gravel off 48 
the site. It has worked out very well for Salem City and they recommend anything that Mr. Nelson has to 49 

do with as being first rate and that he is dependable.  50 

 Elk Ridge has considered developing the park area of the City Center site; this trade arrangement could 51 
also work for our City. 52 

 Corbett Stephens has drafted an agreement that he passed out to the City Council for review. LEI 53 

Engineering is also working on a topographical map for the area that would aid in determining placement 54 

of ball fields, City Hall, etc. Mayor Shelley turned the time over to Mr. Stephens for an update: 55 
 Corbett Stephens: He received suggestions and comments from Council Member Burke and addressed 56 

those in the current updated draft; he still needs to address the ones from Mayor Shelley. 57 

 Mr. Nelson won’t be able to give the City a cost estimate or an estimate of time and equipment required 58 
until the City has a plan in place; that is what the survey from LEI will assist with. 59 

 He wanted to know if the Council is ready to send the draft to Mr. Nelson to allow him the opportunity to 60 

“red-line” it and make any changes that he wants to make; then he would send it back to Elk Ridge. This 61 
is simply a “working copy”. 62 

 Nelson Abbott: He feels it is necessary to move forward; meanwhile the City can get LEI’s survey and 63 

have that information ready. He does not want to see this Agreement as a “bottleneck”. 64 
 Mr. Stephens: He would like to have everything sealed with the Agreement so that the City can move 65 

ahead with the plan for the ground, when everything is in place.  66 
 NELSON ABBOTT MOVED, SECONDED BY BRIAN BURKE, TO AUTHORIZE CORBETT STEPHENS 67 

TO SEND THE DRAFT AGREEMENT TO MR. ROBERT NELSON FOR HIS REVIEW 68 

 VOTE: YES (3)  NO (0)  ABSENT (2) ERIN CLAWSON & PAUL SQUIRES 69 

 70 

 71 
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RECYCLING PROGRAM Nelson Abbott: Council Member Abbott met with Gordon Raymond (Allied Waste Company) regarding the 3 

recycling program for the City. (The Council has previously approved recycling for the City; the question 4 

has remained of when this program would begin in Elk Ridge. The Council already decided on the “Opt-5 
out” Option; wherein residents would be considered as part of the program unless they call in and “opt-6 

out”).  7 

(Council Member Abbott had a handout for the Council packets which reviewed the recycle program.) 8 

Mr. Raymond reviewed the contract approved by the previous Council (signed on 1-12-2012). At first, 9 

Council Member Abbott was not particularly in favor of the recycling program; but his conversation with 10 
Mr. Raymond changed his mind. He feels the City is headed in the right direction; particularly in view of 11 

some of the things Allied is willing to do to work with the City. 12 
- Typically, the recycle cans are picked up on a different day than the regular trash day; this causes 13 

residents to forget to put cans out. Because of the small size of Elk Ridge and due in part to the amount of 14 

supplies they have on hand…Allied can pick it up on the same day as trash day, only just twice / month. 15 

- The highest percentage of the number of residents that actually stay with the program…willingly and 16 

happily…is the “Opt-out” Program (the one chosen by Elk Ridge).  17 
Pleasant Grove does this option and they have 61% participation (vs. 22% with the “Opt-in” Option). 18 

The percentage of participation is important because the more people taking part in the program, the 19 

better rate everyone receives. 20 

 Council Member Abbott pointed out that many residents have a 2
nd
 can; the recycle can could be 21 

swapped out for the 2
nd
 can ($4.95 vs. $9.00); this would save the resident money on their 2

nd
 can. 22 

 The issue of “selling” this whole idea to the public was discussed.  23 

 City Recorder: She reminded the Council that there is $500 budgeted for “advertising” and informing the 24 

public of the recycling program. 25 
 Nelson Abbott: He continued that about 1 ½ weeks ago, a young man in town called him to discuss a 26 

possible Eagle Project: he wanted to start a recycle program in the City. Council Member Abbott told him 27 

about the contract we have already agreed on and they discussed the possibility of having this young man 28 
and the scouts he would use assist with informing the residents…an “awareness campaign”. 29 

 Gordon Raymond:  Exceptionally good screening of the garbage would allow about 70% of a resident’s 30 

trash to be recyclable; but people typically recycle less than that, based on how thoroughly they screen 31 

their garbage. 32 
 They have a “Community Relations Manager” who would be willing to work with the scout and to assist in 33 

getting the information out to the citizens. 34 
 35 
 The Council would like for the information campaign to go out by the first part of April…and be ready to go 36 

with the program by June, 2012.  37 
 Weston Youd: The Eagle Scout should have his approval from the Eagle Board and be ready to go by 38 

April 1, 2012; if not, the City will move forward without his assistance. Some of the advertising money 39 
could be used at the City Celebration to let people know more information. 40 

 *Mr. Raymond was to get the contact information for the “Community Relations Manager” to Council 41 
Member Abbott; so he can get it to the Scout. Mr. Raymond said he would have her get in touch with 42 

Council Member Abbott in the next couple of days. 43 
1:58:34 44 

SESD REPORT Nelson Abbott: He attended his first Board Meeting at SESD.  45 

 Discussed: 46 
 - Merger between SESD and Payson City – it does not appear this will have any negative impact on Elk 47 

Ridge. 48 

 - Elk Ridge could choose to merge with SESD: A portion of their electrical rates go to fund various things 49 
within the City; acting as an additional revenue source.. 50 

 - SESD would like to be involved in the planning stages of development; preferable from the beginning 51 

stages of the submittal process. 52 

 - They will participate in the City Celebration with a donation again this year. 53 
2:01:43 54 

SHUMWAY HOME This home partially burned down recently. The Code states that when a home is being refurbished, if the 55 
damage equals 50% or more of the value of the home before the fire took place…then it must be brought 56 

up to whatever the current code is. This is the case with this home. Mr. Stephens wanted the Council to 57 
be aware of the situation in case the Insurance Company or owners contact the City.  58 

 Corbett Stephens: He reviewed the situation and asked that the Council please support him as he insists 59 

that the current code be enforced.    60 

 Nelson Abbott: He said that this is how every city handles this type of situation from a practical insurance 61 

standpoint. Typically when a home is built prior to 1977, it is good practice to include in the wording of the 62 

code something that requires that the home be brought up to code. There are many issues that would be 63 
affected. Even if the insurance hedges” a bit on this, it is quite common. He has no problem backing the 64 

Inspector on this. 65 
 Brain Burke: He asked if a sprinkler system would have to be included. 66 
 Corbett Stephens: He responded that it would be included; enforcement “cannot pick and choose”…that 67 

would be opening the City up for problems. How would the City not enforce that part of the Code? 68 

 Weston Youd: He agreed that the laws, as they have been established, must be enforced. 69 

 Nelson Abbott: He pointed out that this applies to adding onto to homes; not just to losses. 70 

  71 
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 2 

 Corbett Stephens: It may be that the entire structure may have to be torn down; but that has yet to be 3 

determined. 4 
 5 
CITY COUNCIL A. City Council Meeting 1-24-2012: 6 
MINUTES NELSON ABBOTT MOVED, SECONDED BY BRIAN BURKE, TO APPROVE THE CITY COUNCIL 7 

MINUTES OF 1-24-2012; AS PRESENTED 8 
 VOTE: YES (2)  NO (0)  ABSENT (2) ERIN CLAWSON & PAUL SQUIRES 9 

 10 
EXPENDITURES: General: None 11 
 Nelson Abbott: A couple of weeks prior to that night, there was a power outage and the computers went 12 

down; causing Mr. Stephens to have to come to the City to check on the water system. He brought up 13 

purchasing back-up power sources to avoid this in the future.  14 
 Corbett Stephens: He replied that his computer is on a back up; but the monitor is not. The scada system 15 

is on. The server would have to be on a better back-up system, as well as the internet hubs…everything 16 

would have to be. The individual PC’s are on localized battery back-ups. 17 
 Weston Youd: He advised that even with the individual back-ups on the various PC’s, they should be shut 18 

down if there is a power serge or outage…”save your material and shut down the machine”. There could 19 

be surges when the power comes back up. 20 
2:10:18 21 

NON-AGENDA ITEM Corbett Stephens: He passed out a comparison of electric charges for the water system from 2009 22 

through 2011. Basically, thanks to the Council for deciding to make the Loafer Well the default well and 23 

turning off the Cloward Well…this has decreased the power bill from $67,850.12 in 2009 to $38,006.56 in 24 
2010 and to $26,022.20 in 2011; this has generated a savings of $41,827.92. This is very exciting! 25 

 26 

ADJOURNMENT At 8:20 PM, the Mayor adjourned the Meeting. 27 

 28 
 29 

             30 
       City Recorder    31 


