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               ELK RIDGE 1 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING 2 

                 July 10, 2007 3 
 4 

TIME & PLACE  This Regular Meeting of the Elk Ridge City Council, was scheduled for Tuesday, July 10, 5 
OF MEETING 2007, at 7:00 PM. It was preceded by the City Council Work Session at 6:30 PM. 6 
 All interested persons were invited to be heard. 7 
  The meetings were held at the Elk Ridge City Hall, 80 East Park Drive, Elk Ridge, Utah. 8 
  9 
 Notice of the time, place and Agenda of the Scheduled Council Meetings & Public Hearing, was 10 

provided to the Payson Chronicle, 145 E Utah Ave, Payson, UT, and to the members of the 11 
Governing Body, on July 6, 2007. 12 

 13 
6:30 PM CITY COUNCIL WORK SESSION AGENDA ITEMS 14 
  15 
ROLL Mayor: Dennis A. Dunn; City Council: Mark Johnson, Alvin Harward & Raymond Brown (Absent: 16 

Nelson Abbott & Mary Rugg); Public: Eric Allen & Dave Millheim;  17 
 and City Recorder: Janice H. Davis 18 
 19 
CITY CELEBRATION  (Absent: Councilmember Rugg…Agenda item deferred until August 14th meeting.) 20 
PARADE  21 
 22 
LOAFER CANYON (Absent: Councilmember Rugg…Agenda item deferred until August 14

th
 meeting.) 23 

ROAD - PARK 24 
 25 
WATER RIGHTS Mayor Dunn: The SUVMWA Water Rights have been used now for 3 ½ weeks.   26 
UPDATE 200 more acre feet of the City’s water rights have been placed in “non-use status; that equals just 27 

under 500 acre ft. in “non-use”...it is a five-year renewable application; up to 50 years. 28 
 Discussion: 29 
 1. Status of SUVMWA Water Rights: 30 
 The contract will come to us as soon as possible.  Councilmember Harward stressed the urgency 31 

of obtaining this contract. 32 
 2. Developer “Priority List” for SUVMWA Water Rights: 33 
 Developers that have received Preliminary Approval from the Council should be listed according 34 

to approval dates; to be in line to receive these rights, once they are available for allocation. 35 
 The Council agreed. 36 
 *The City Recorder is to provide a list of those developers. 37 
 *Mrs. Leckie is to figure (with Tony Fuller’s assistance) how many acre feet will be required for 38 

the pending developments with Preliminary Approval. 39 
 3. Allowing developers to move forward without the water rights: 40 
 A request was made for the Council to consider allowing the developers of the Elk Haven 41 

Subdivision to move forward with the construction phase without the water rights conveyance 42 
having been completed; to beat the weather. Is the Council interested in considering this 43 
request? 44 

 Raymond Brown: He is not in favor of this type of arrangement with developers. 45 
 Mayor Dunn: It would mean that they could get their infrastructure in, but would not be able to 46 

issue building permits without the water rights.  It would save them money on inflation costs, 47 
instead of waiting a year.  They could sell the property to recoup the money spent on the 48 
infrastructure, but the entitlement to build would be waived.  It would be a contract arrangement. 49 

 Alvin Harward: He does not have a problem with this arrangement, as long as they understand 50 
that no building permits would be issued until water rights are conveyed the City.  It could be a 51 
long process to build-out. 52 

 Raymond Brown: When an exception is granted, it is assumed that everyone understands all the 53 
issues; then we get an attorney in arguing their case.  He would rather see the City stay with the 54 
accepted Code and have everything completed prior to allowing construction.  He does not feel 55 
the Council should consider deviations from the Code, with “understandings”; it seems those  56 

 “understandings” are not always clear. 57 
  58 
LAND PURCHASE It was felt that discussion of this proposed land purchase should be in a Closed Session. 59 
UPDATE MOTION WAS MADE BY ALVIN HARWARD AND SECONDED BY RAYMOND BROWN TO 60 

MOVE TO A CITY COUNCIL CLOSED SESSION 61 
 VOTE: YES (3)  NO (0)  ABSENT (2) MARY RUGG AND NELSON ABBOTT 62 
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Elk Ridge City Council Work Session – Closed Session – 7-10-07  1 
 2 
 CITY COUNCIL CLOSED SESSION 3 
 4 
ROLL Mayor: Dennis A. Dunn; City Council: Mark Johnson, Alvin Harward & Raymond Brown (Absent: 5 

Nelson Abbott & Mary Rugg); and City Recorder: Janice H. Davis 6 
  7 
 Discussion of the Acquisition of Property 8 
 9 
  10 

               ELK RIDGE 11 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING 12 

                 July 10, 2007 13 
 14 

TIME & PLACE  This Regular Meeting of the Elk Ridge City Council, was scheduled for Tuesday, July 10, 15 
OF MEETING 2007, at 7:00 PM. It was preceded by the City Council Work Session at 6:30 PM. 16 
 All interested persons were invited to be heard. 17 
  The meetings were held at the Elk Ridge City Hall, 80 East Park Drive, Elk Ridge, Utah. 18 
  19 
 Notice of the time, place and Agenda of the Scheduled Council Meetings & Public Hearing, was 20 

provided to the Payson Chronicle, 145 E Utah Ave, Payson, UT, and to the members of the 21 
Governing Body, on July 6, 2007. 22 

 23 
7:34 PM REGULAR CITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEMS 24 
 25 
ROLL Mayor: Dennis A. Dunn; City Council: Mark Johnson, Alvin Harward & Raymond Brown (Absent: 26 

Nelson Abbott & Mary Rugg); Public: Eric Allen & Dave Millheim;  27 
 and City Recorder: Janice H. Davis 28 
 29 
OPENING REMARKS An Invocation was offered by Mayor Dunn; and Mayor Dunn also led those present in  30 
& PLEDGE OF  the Pledge of Allegiance, for those willing to participate. 31 
ALLEGIANCE     32 
 33 
AGENDA TIME  MOTION WAS MADE BY MARK JOHNSON AND SECONDED BY ALVIN HARWARD TO  34 
FRAME   APPROVE THE AGENDA TIME FRAME, ADJUSTING THE START TIME TO 7:35 PM 35 
 VOTE: YES (3)  NO (0)  ABSENT (1) MARY RUGG & NELSON ABBOTT 36 
 37 
PUBLIC FORUM No comments. 38 
 39 
PARK VIEW   (Memo from Planner to Council, dated 7-10-07) 40 
CORNER –  “Background 41 
PRELIMINARY  The Technical Review Committee reviewed this application for a 5-lot subdivision on May 24th, and has 42 
   found no significant concerns.   A few engineering and planning corrections were given relating to the 43 
   roadway and drainage, which the applicant has agreed to submit on a corrected plat prior to the City Council 44 
   meeting.  Those items include: 45 

1. Curbing needs to be shown on the west side of Elk Ridge Drive and on the south side of Park  46 
 Drive.  47 

   2.     The name of the north/south street needs to be changed to Elk Ridge Drive. 48 
   3.      A sump needs to be shown on Park Drive near the corner with Elk Ridge Drive.   49 

4.   Lot #1 needs to show a rear setback of 30 feet.  50 
5. The master planned trail needs to be shown, contiguous to the church sidewalk on the east side of  51 
 Elk Ridge Drive. 52 

   On June 21st, the Planning Commission reviewed this request and recommended the above changes be 53 
   made, but also recommended denial of this plat based upon the following findings: 54 

                        a.The flag lot option is in place for property that has no other developable options other than being 55 
                                accessed by a flag lot. In this case it has been shown that deeper lots are available. 56 
                         b. There is concern about the stem going off a main corridor in the city, Elk Ridge Drive.  57 
                         c.The lots can easily be redrawn and the developer will still be able to have a positive economic project.  58 
                         d. It would be better to increase the size of Lot 1. 59 

 60 
   It is staff’s opinion that the proposed subdivision, including one flag lot, meets the minimum requirements for 61 
   such development.  A flag lot is deemed to be the best way to provide access to the development of the 62 
   northern end of this property, which is zoned for 15,000 square foot minimum lots.  Without a flag lot, it is 63 
   difficult to develop the north end of the property into a lot that is anywhere near the minimum size allowable.  64 
   Both the flag lot and the one in front (lot #4) are shown as exceeding the minimum size.  65 
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Elk Ridge City Council Meeting – 7-10-07 1 
 2 
   Such a configuration, size of lots and placement of homes would be permitted if a roadway ran along the 3 
   north side of this property.  No additional density or compaction of development will occur than what is 4 
   normal to this zone. 5 
 6 
   A turnaround area could be required to be shown at the east end of the stem drive, if deemed necessary, 7 
   which would provide for better use and access to the home and Elk Ridge Drive.  A private drive is actually a 8 
   preferred access to a main road than a regular driveway. (A “hammer-head” driveway has been drawn in on 9 
   the Plat on the stem drive.)   10 
 11 
   Although the size of lot #1 might be better suited at a larger size since it is a corner lot, it does meet the 12 
   minimum requirements for the zone as drawn. 13 
 14 
   Recommendation: 15 
   It is recommended that the City Council approve this preliminary plat, conditioned upon the completion of all 16 
   engineering and planning requirements (items 1-5 listed above).” 17 
 18 
   (Additional memo from Mayor to Council) 19 
   “On 21 June 2007 the Planning Commission discussed the Park View development and the flag lot  20 
   associated with that project.  The following motion was made: 21 
   DAYNA HUGHES MAD A MOTION THAT WAS SECONDED BY SHAWN ELIOT TO RECOMMEND 22 
   DENIAL OF THE PROPOSED PRELIMINARY PLAT OF PARK VIEW CORNER FOR THE FOLLOWING 23 
   REASONS: 24 

1) The flag lot option is in place for property that has no other developable options other than 25 
being accessed by a flag lot. (not correct, not in Code) 26 

2) There is concern about the stem going off a main corridor in the City, Elk Ridge Drive.  (This is  27 
         encouraged by our Code, 10-14A-8-G) 28 
   3)  The lots can easily be redrawn and the developer will be able to have a positive economic29 
              project.  (This is only an opinion) 30 
   4)   It would be better to increase the size of lot one (1).  (If the lot size is to Code, why is making it 31 
    bigger even necessary?) 32 
   THOUGH WE ARE RECOMMENDING DENIAL, THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS NEED TO BE MET: 33 

1) The curbing on both sides of the road (west side of Elk Ridge Drive & south side of Park Drive)        34 
need to be shown. 35 

2) A sump needs to be shown on the corner of Elk Ridge Drive and Park Drive. 36 
3) Lot one (1) needs to show a rear setback of 30’.  (Corrected) 37 
4) The name “Park Drive” needs to be changed on the N/S direction to “Elk Ridge Drive”. 38 
5) The trail needs to be shown that it is contiguous to the church sidewalk on the east side of Elk 39 

Ridge Drive.  (Not corrected) 40 
  41 
   Recommendation:  42 
   “The first four reasons for denial are arbitrary and not sustained by any of our Code.  If challenged, we do 43 
   not have any legal basis of support.  These are not valid reasons for denial.  They are strictly personal 44 
   opinions with no basis or protection.  45 
   The next five points are valid and should be met by the developer in order to reach the  46 
   preliminary level.” 47 
    48 
   Discussion: 49 
   Mayor Dunn:  Lot #1 would face E. Park Drive since it is the less traveled roadway; so the 30’ 50 
   setback to the rear would be on the north side of the lot; and the 12’ setback would be to the 51 
   east.  The direction the house faces does not make a difference. 52 
   Eric Allen: The Flag lot is actually almost a full ½ acre (18,000 sq. ft. lot).  He has tried to comply 53 
   with the zoning regulations.  The City Engineer had no hesitation with this concept plan; and they 54 
   are within the 15,000 sq. ft. minimum size for lots for this zone. 55 
   Mayor Dunn: There has been concern about the “traffic” that would go down this flag lot stem; it 56 
   is only a driveway and would not have any mote traffic that another driveway...it is not a roadway. 57 
   The driveway is 24’ wide (Code requirement). 58 
   Alvin Harward: Questioned why the memo from the Planner recommends approval of the Plat 59 
   when the Planning Commission moved to recommend denial. (It was the Planner’s  60 
   recommendation to approve the Plat.) 61 
   Raymond Brown: Provided a packet of information to the Council, dated 7-10-07.  The  62 
   information contained concerns of certain citizens in the general area of the proposed  63 
   development.  The overall opposition was not against development, rather against flag lots. 64 
 65 
 66 



 4 

Elk Ridge City Council Meeting – 7-10-07 1 
 2 
   There were opinions expressed by the following citizens, to Councilmember Brown: 3 
   1. Allen Nelson (Lives just north of the proposed flag lot) 4 
   “Concerns: 5 

• Entrance to lot will run parallel with his property and have an easement to the north, who will 6 
maintain it? 7 

• The General Plan, which Mr. Nelson was a party to during the writing of same, feels that this type 8 
of development would adversely impact residential areas.  Additionally, this is in opposition to 9 
enhancing the appearance of existing residential neighborhoods. 10 

• This type of development does not promote the order and aesthetics of the municipality & its 11 
present inhabitants.” (All concerns referenced certain sections of Code.) 12 

   2. Robert Van Parys (Volunteer Fireman; lives on Columbus Ln. directly east of the proposed 13 
        subdivision) 14 
   “Concerns: 15 

• There is a concern with the ability to respond to a fire on this particular Flag Lot. 16 
• The present fire hydrant is more than 150 ft. from the Flag Lot. 17 
• The ability to render emergency services would be hindered without a turnaround area capable of 18 

readily accommodating fire trucks & other commercial public services vehicles 19 
• Finally, this type of development does not protect other homes nor protect property values.” 20 

 (Refers to Code) 21 
2. Douglas Howell (Police Detective; lives at 349 N. Columbus Ln.) 22 
“Concerns: 23 

• Flag type lots (homes) are very difficult for public servants. From experience, the response 24 
time to this type of call is greater & affects the nature & need for response. 25 

• Does not see how this fits the intent and purpose of the City, in that this type of lot is not 26 
consistent with the type of existing homes and takes away from the aesthetics of the 27 
neighborhood & City.” 28 

    (Refers to Code) 29 
   Summary from Councilmember Brown: 30 
   (Councilmember Brown referred to section 10-12-25 of the City Code) “Although Flag Lot Development MAY 31 
   be approved by the City Council, there are adequate and justifiable concerns not to allow it in this particular 32 
   case.  These concerns are outlined by the citizens and the Planning Commission.  These issues are based   33 
   In City Ordinances as well as the General Plan for Elk Ridge.” 34 
   (The concerns of the citizens are summarized) 35 
   “Presently, this property is in violation of two city ordinances: 36 

1. The property has noxious weeds and constitutes and unreasonable fire hazard.  This property has been 37 
in violation for the past two years.  Contacts to have this matter addressed have failed.  If they cannot 38 
respond to serious issues such as unreasonable fire hazards, what would make a reasonable person 39 
believe they would respond to other city ordinances? 40 

2. Although is appears that the owner/developer are aware of the city ordinances and have built in this 41 
area (Elk Ridge) before, they still violate city ordinances. Presently there is a Real Estate Sales sign on 42 
the frontage of Elk Ridge Drive that exceeds the dimensions prescribed by our ordinances.” 43 

“An overall review of this Preliminary Plot fails to be in the best interest of the city and its residents.   44 
In accordance with 10-12-25, a flag lot MAY be approved by the City Council.  There is nothing in our 45 
ordinances, General Plan that gives a right or legally binds the City to allow Flag Lots when it is clearly not in 46 
the best interest, safety and consistency of the community.  There are other possibilities available to the 47 
owner/developer that would be more aesthetically pleasing, meet the general safety & welfare of the 48 
neighborhood & be more consistent with the overall neighborhood plan than the one before the City Council.  49 
Therefore, I urge the City Council to deny the preliminary plot.  A more suitable and reasonable use for the 50 
land could be resubmitted for consideration.  This was the same offer that the Planning Commission offered 51 
to the developer’s representative.  I am not opposed to development; however, development has to be in 52 
concert with the needs of the community as well as the rights of the developer.  Both parties have to be 53 
accommodated within the scope of the General Plan and the Ordinances of the City of Elk Ridge.” 54 
 55 
Discussion: 56 
City Recorder: There is a flag lot on S. Canyon View Drive that is lovely and adds aesthetically to the 57 
neighborhood. Being “aesthetically pleasing” seems to be opinion based. 58 
If the lot is within the Zone, how can the plat be denied based on this as one of the reasons? 59 
Eric Allen:  60 

• He has not been the property owner of this property; referring to weed ordinance 61 
violation. 62 

• The turn around has been addressed 63 
• Fire suppression has been addressed; a fire hydrant will be available to this property. 64 
• Mr. Allen was unaware that the sign was in violation; that can be adjusted. 65 

 Mark Johnson: Curb & getter should be extended along Park Drive, east to Columbus Ln.  He also 66 
suggested adding to the motion that the turn around needs to be cleared by the Fire Chief.  67 



 5 

Elk Ridge City Council Meeting – 7-10-07 1 
   Raymond Brown: The trail needs to be shown as well as the sidewalk. 2 
   MOTION WAS MADE BY MARK JOHNSON AND SECONDED BY ALVIN HARWARD TO 3 
   GRANT PRELIMINARY PLAT APPROVAL TO THE PARK VIEW CORNER SUBDIVISION, 4 
   PLAT A; WITH THE FOLLOWING CONTINGENCIES:  5 

1) FIRE CHIEF’S APPROVAL OF THE TURNAROUND ON THE FLAG LOT 6 
2) A FIRE HYDRANT PLACED AT THE END OF THE STEM DRIVE 7 
3) THAT THE CITY CONTINUES THE CURB & GUTTER EAST TO COLUMBUS LANE   8 

    ON THE NORTH SIDE OF PARK DRIVE, IN ORDER TO PROTECT THE CITY’S 9 
    INVESTMENT IN SUMPS IN THAT AREA    10 
   VOTE: YES (2)    NO (1) RAYMOND BROWN  11 
   ABSENT (2) MARY RUGG & NELSON ABBOTT 12 
    13 
   Mayor Dunn: Commented that, due to the lack of Councilmembers present, that the matter shall 14 
   be re-addressed at the next Council Meeting.  With three present, although it represents a 15 
   Quorum, the vote would have to be unanimous to pass.  It was not; so it will be addressed by the 16 
   entire Council for a vote. 17 
 18 
CRESTVIEW  Eric Allen: A letter from Eric Allen, dated July 6, 2007, requested an extension to the Final 19 
ESTATES 2 –  Approval granted on February 13, 2007.  Mr. Allen is in the process of selling the subdivision to  20 
EXTENSION ON the owners of Doe Hill Estates, the bonding will take a bit longer.  The request is for 3 additional 21 
FINAL APPROVAL months. 22 
   MOTION WAS MADE BY ALVIN HARWARD AND SECONDED BY MARK JOHNSON TO 23 
   APPROVE A 90 DAY EXTENSION, TO NOVEMBER 13, 2007; TO THE CRESTVIEW  24 
   ESTATES 2 SUBDIVISION 25 
   VOTE: YES (3)  NO (0)  ABSENT (2) MARY RUGG & NELSON ABBOTT 26 
 27 
ELK RIDGE  1. Reduction of Bond Request: (Letter from DAI, dated July 6, 2007)  28 
MEADOWS –   Based upon a recent preliminary plat approval of Phase 4 of Elk Ridge Meadows by the City Council, it 29 
PHASE 2  is understood the need for Cottontail Lane between Sky Hawk Way and 11200 South to be  30 
   eliminated.  As directed by staff, we are respectfully requesting a bond reduction amount of 31 
   $448,257.89 for Phase 2 of Elk Ridge Meadows.  Please find the attached new cost estimate for 32 
   the remaining portion of the Performance Guarantee.”  Mr. Millheim also suggested leaving the 33 
   $13,000 + needed for the possible “bore under” sewer line.    34 
   MOTION WAS MADE BY ALVIN HARWARD AND SECONDED BY MARK JOHNSON TO 35 
   APPROVE THE PROPOSED BOND REDUCTION FOR ELK RIDGE MEADOWS PUD,  36 
   PHASE 2; OF $448,257.89; THE REMAINING BOND TO INCLUDE THE $13,484.00 NEEDED 37 
   FOR THE POSSIBLE EXTRA “BORE UNDER” SEWER LINE  38 
   VOTE: YES (3)  NO (0)  ABSENT (2) MARY RUGG & NELSON ABBOTT 39 
   2. Inspection Bond – Request to Adjust: 40 
   A) Mr. Millheim was going to ask to be considered for the Tiered Rate for the Inspection 41 
    Bond.  The original amount was over $188,000 and not quite $14,000 (to date) has been 42 
    spent on inspections. 43 
   B) Suggestion: For the Council to consider changing the Code to adjust the Inspection Bond 44 
     to a reasonable amount for the two-year Durability Time Period; to be determined by City 45 
    Engineering calculations, and approved by the City Council. 46 
   The Council was in favor of directing the Planning Commission to change the wording of the 47 
   Code to allow this type of adjustment. 48 
   Mr. Millheim withdrew his request to be considered for the tiered rate and would rather wait until 49 
   the Code has changed. 50 
   *The Mayor will discuss this change with the City Planner. 51 
 52 
ORDINANCE –  The ordinance is not available.  Postpone until August 14th Meeting. 53 
BOUNDARY LINE 54 
ADJUSTMENT 55 
PAYSON &  56 
ELK RIDGE 57 
 58 
AUDIT    MOTION WAS MADE BY MARK JOHNSON & SECONDED BY RAYMOND BROWN TO  59 
ENGAGEMENT  ACCEPT THE ENGAGEMENT LETTER FROM JONES SIMKINS TO PERFORM THE  60 
LETTER  2006/2007 AUDIT FOR ELK RIDGE CITY 61 
   VOTE: YES (3)  NO (0)  ABSENT (2) MARY RUGG & NELSON ABBOTT 62 
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 2 
DENTAL  Mayor Dunn: (Memo to Council, form City Recorder, dated 7-6-07) 3 
INSURANCE   “The Mayor, at 20 hours per week, qualifies for prorated Insurance…He does not need Health Insurance; 4 
APPROVAL  but he has not dental insurance.  I have checked with Utah Local Governments Trust and they can provide 5 
   this to the Mayor due to the number of hours he is at the City; however, this needs Council approval.  The 6 
   cost would be about $85 per month.” 7 
   After discussion, it was decided to approve dental insurance for Mayor Dunn, with the  8 
   understanding that he will pay for the premiums himself. 9 
   MOTION WAS MADE BY ALVIN HARWARD AND SECONDED BY RAYMOND BROWN TO 10 
   APPROVE DENTAL INSURANCE FOR MAYOR DENNIS DUNN, THROUGH THE CITY 11 
   INSURANCE; TO BE PURCHASED BY MAYOR DUNN  12 
   VOTE: YES (3)  NO (0)  ABSENT (1) MARY RUGG & NELSON ABBOTT 13 
 14 
MINUTES  No minutes available.  15 
 16 
EXPENDITURES General: None. 17 
   1. Stainless Steel Valve Kits – Approval of Purchase 18 
   Explanation of Valve Kits: to be used on PRV Systems. 19 
   Corbett Stephens can assemble these kits and save the City money.  The cost would be about 20 
   $2,400 for 12 set-ups. 21 
   MOTION WAS MADE BY ALVIN HARWARD AND SECONDED BY MARK JOHNSON TO 22 
   APPROVE UP TO $2,500 FOR VALVE KITS FOR THE WATER SYSTEM  23 
   VOTE (POLL): RAYMOND BROWN-AYE, ALVIN HARWARD-AYE & MARK JOHNSON-AYE 24 
   NO (0)  ABSENT (2) MARY RUGG & NELSON ABBOTT 25 
 26 
NON-AGENDA ITEM 1. Alvin Harward: He visited a community in West Virginia that was a “hillside” community.  It was 27 

a beautiful town and most of the slopes were more than 30%.  They had homes built on the 28 
hillsides.  We live in a hillside community; we should think more “outside of the box” and allow the 29 
developers to make it work for their development.   30 

 We get set in our ways. 31 
 2. Mayor Dunn:  32 

A) RL Yergensen’s project was tabled by the Planning Commission, based on re-vegetation 33 
issues.  There are legal issues involved.  Mr. Yergensen is on the Planning Commission Agenda 34 
to re-visit the issues. 35 
B)  The refund of funds paid for water right upgrades will be done as soon as possible. 36 
C)  Payson’s Building Inspector is in the hospital and our Inspector is going to assist with their 37 
inspections and plan checks. 38 
D)  Park Drive has been torn up for some time and the contractor needs to have a date to have 39 
this finished.  There has been a great deal of miscommunication between the contractor and the 40 
Asphalt Company. 41 
E) The Mayor is going to meet with Kent Haskell, Corbett Stephens and Wayne Frandson to 42 
review the water system.   43 

• Tank will be located in the open space associated with Greenview Estates. 44 
• The right kind of booster pump needs to be installed on Cloward Well (Variable speed 45 

pump) 46 
• The pump house needs to be upgraded, as well 47 

 48 
ADJOURNMENT Mayor Dunn adjourned the Meeting at 9:40 PM. 49 
 50 
 51 
             52 
       City Recorder    53 


