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City Council Meeting

September 16, 2008

7:00 p.m.

Mayor Brown welcomed everyone to the meeting and turned the time over to Councilman Day who invited everyone to join him in the pledge of allegiance. Mayor Brown then turned the time over to Councilman Blackburn to give the prayer.

Paula Sessions, Planning and Zoning Assistant, performed roll call. Those present were: Mayor Ryan Brown, Councilman Simonson, Councilman Maloney, Councilman Blackburn, Councilman Smith, Councilman Day and Councilman Marriott. 

Public Hearing-Sewer Rates-

Mayor Brown stated the next item on the agenda was a public hearing for sewer rates and asked Mrs. Sessions if this hearing had been advertised in the paper. Mrs. Sessions stated it had been advertised in the Jefferson Star. Mayor Brown opened the public hearing at 7:04 p.m. and turned the time over to Shari Poulsen for her presentation. 

Shari Poulsen of Jensen Poulsen Associates, City Auditor, stated she had gone through information for the city budget and found the new treatment plant is going to cost more to operate, the city is going to have debt requirements and so the costs exceed what the current rates are bringing in. Mrs. Poulsen stated that after reviewing the number of users and fees associated the sewer rate would need to be $50 so there would be at least $25 going to repay debt and $25 going to operations. Mrs. Poulsen explained the current rate was just under $40 and if the city was to leave it there it would cut the city short in either of the two areas previously mentioned. Mrs. Poulsen talked briefly about the city’s current infrastructure and problems associated there and how this affects the city’s sewer revenue as well. Mayor Brown stated that on the current utility bill there was a sewer bond and asked if this had been reviewed and Mrs. Poulsen stated this had been looked at and it was determined the actual amount going to repay the bond was three times the amount of the bond being assessed. Mayor Brown stated the new wastewater treatment plant would also require a level 3 Operator which the city currently does not have on staff and Mrs. Poulsen stated this was correct and so that person’s wages would need to be considered in future budget meetings. Councilman Day asked if the city was required to pay $450,000 per year to satisfy the debt and Mrs. Poulsen stated that was correct. Councilman Day stated that leaving the rate at $40 the city would generate approximately $750,000 and after the repayment this would leave $300,000 and asked where that money would go. Mrs. Poulsen stated that would go to cover the wages of the plant employees and assist in replacing failing lines. There was a brief discussion regarding where additional money would come from if needed and how that affects the overall budget. Councilman Simonson asked what the health of the general fund and Mrs. Poulsen stated there was approximately $900,000 in that fund and explained some of the projections for that fund. There was a brief discussion regarding the failing lines, subwater infiltration and how this will affect the new treatment plant. 
Mayor Brown turned the time over to Jim Mullen of Keller and Associates, City Engineer, for any additional comments. Mr. Mullen stated they certainly concur with Mrs. Poulsen regarding the rates being increased so the city could afford to operate and maintain this new plant. Mr. Mullen gave a brief explanation on the importance of upgrading failing lines in the city. Mr. Mullen informed the council they were looking at applying for another grant for the city to assist in repairing lines and completing the treatment plant. Mayor Brown stated the city had recently ran cameras through some of the lines and asked Mr. Mullen to talk about that. Mr. Mullen stated they had looked at about 50% of the current lines in the city and of those about 1/3 needed to be replaced. Mr. Mullen gave a brief explanation of what they had seen in this camera when reviewing the lines. Mr. Mullen stated this was not a one year project but more of an ongoing project for the next five to ten years. There was a brief discussion regarding proposed improvements and how this would affect the amount of infiltration to the new plant. 
Mayor Brown asked if there was any testimony in favor. No testimony was given.

Mayor Brown asked if there was any testimony against. No testimony was given. 

Mayor Brown asked if there was any testimony neutral. No testimony was given. 

Mayor Brown closed the public hearing at 7:26 p.m. and turned the time over to the council for deliberation. Councilman Blackburn stated the proposal is to raise the rates from the current $73.45 to an even $85.00 which would include $16 for water, water bond $9, sewer $50 and sanitation of $10 which is a total increase of $11.55. Councilman Maloney stated it’s never fun to raise rates but after the information given it’s necessary and wanted to point out it wasn’t an easy decision and this increase affects the council, the Mayor and city staff as well. Councilman Simonson moved to accept the rate increase as proposed. Councilman Maloney seconded. All were in favor. 
Robin Dunn, City Attorney, interjected stating there was an ordinance prepared that adopted what was just passed and asked if the council desired that to be read into record. Councilman Blackburn moved to waive the readings of the ordinance and to authorize the Mayor to sign the ordinance. Councilman Smith seconded. All were in favor. 

Public Hearing-Hook-Up Fees-

Mayor Brown stated the next item on the agenda was a public hearing for hook-up fees. Mayor Brown opened the public hearing at 7:30 p.m. and turned the time over to Jim Mullen for his presentation. 
Jim Mullen of Keller and Associates, City Engineer, distributed a memorandum to the members of the council for their review as he gave his presentation. Mr. Mullen stated that over the past year they had been asked several times to look at the connection fees and make recommendations for the council to consider. Mr. Mullen stated this memo outlines what they have done, the considerations taken and recommendations they would like to present. Mr. Mullen stated the analysis of the sewer system comes up with a connection fee of $3,915 and the analysis of the water system comes up with a connection fee of $3,185. Councilman Simonson asked for clarification on the SFE and Mr. Mullen stated that meant “single family equivalent”. Councilman Simonson asked when this fee would be assessed and how this related to new and old construction and Mr. Mullen stated that existing homes were paying this fee in their monthly rate over the years when new construction would pay this fee in a lump sum when they connected into the city system. Mr. Mullen gave a brief explanation of what this money was used to pay for. 

Shari Poulsen, City Auditor, stated that she agreed with Mr. Mullen on this connection fee money being used for future expansion of the current system or upsizing of lines.  

Mayor Brown asked for any testimony in favor. No testimony was given. 

Mayor Brown asked for any testimony against. 

Ray Ellis, 2947 Sawtooth, Idaho Falls, stated he serves on the board of directory for the Homebuilder’s Association and handles local government affairs. Mr. Ellis stated the proposed connection fee two years ago was questioned and an advisory committee was formed and one meeting held but then dissolved. Mr. Ellis stated he would like some time to have the Association review the code and ordinance being proposed. Mr. Ellis read from some of the documentation he carried regarding other cities and the problems they have had in raising connection fees and allocating that revenue. Mr. Ellis stated that he also served on the City Council for the City of Ammon and stated they raised connection fees approximately a year ago and believe it has contributed to the decline in the growth of their city. 

Paul Hepworth, 571 Aspen Drive, stated he two represents the Homebuilder’s Association and their Associative Vice President and have tracked this issue through several municipalities and found the last hearing with the City of Rigby was favorable in getting a committee together to address this increase. Mr. Hepworth indicated that he would be willing to sit on this committee and go through another study. Mr. Hepworth stated he had inquired of the city how many building permits had been issued in the City of Rigby since 2004. Mr. Hepworth talked about the number of permits issued, the connection fee at those times and the amount of money that should be in the water and sewer funds within the City. Mr. Hepworth talked about the amount of money that was reported being in the fund and asked for an accountability of where that money was spent. Mr. Hepworth stated that prior to approving an increase that there is an accurate account of where that money has gone. Mr. Hepworth stated that he works as a banker and explained what fees are financeable and what are not and how this affects the down payment. 
Mayor Brown asked for any further testimony against. There was no further testimony given. 

Mayor Brown asked for any testimony neutral. 

Shari Poulsen, City Auditor, came forward and stated the amount in the water fund is $266,900 and the amount in the sewer fund is $487,000 and that she could account for everything spent if Mr. Hepworth would like to talk to her. 

Jim Mullen, City Engineer, stated that he appreciated Mr. Ellis’s comments on the Hailey case and stated that city code 8-1-10C for water reads “The funds accumulated from these fees shall be used only to provide the additional city well capacity, additional water line size or capacity (above 8 inch diameter), and additional water line extensions as are deemed necessary by the mayor and city council to serve the expanding water system needs of the community.” Mr. Mullen stated the one for sewer reads “The funds accumulated from the above fees shall be used only to provide the additional sewage treatment capacity, additional sewer line size or capacity, additional interceptor sewer line extensions, additional sewage lift stations and other items as are deemed necessary by the mayor and city council to serve the expanding sewer system needs of the community.” Mr. Mullen stated the code outlines these funds are to be used for expansion purposes and is somewhat different than what was referenced in the Hailey case. 
Dee Stoker, 477 N 3200 E, Lewisville, stated he was a partner in H&S Development and stated the auditor indicated there was substantial money in these funds that haven’t been used yet. Mr. Stoker questioned the need to increase these fees when there’s money that hasn’t been used for expansion already. Mr. Stoker referred to the economy and how costly it is already to own a home without raising the rates. Mayor Brown stated some of this money was dedicated to the construction of the treatment plant as there are lines that need to be upsized simultaneously. Mr. Mullen indicated this was correct and explained some of the construction fees considered in that money. 

Mayor Brown asked for any further testimony neutral. No further testimony was given. 

Mayor Brown closed the public hearing at 7:55 p.m. and turned the time over to the council for deliberation. Councilman Simonson stated that he agreed the economy was in a bad state and that it’s getting harder and harder to get loans for houses. Councilman Simonson went on to say that he would like to see Rigby grow and stated he had paid his connection fee and still pays for the upgrading of the treatment plant. Councilman Simonson went on to talk about some of the construction being planned and the costs associated with those. Councilman Marriott asked Mr. Ellis what they raised the connection to that discouraged growth and Mr. Ellis stated it was $2,600. Councilman Day asked Mr. Ellis if there was a possibility of the new proposed sewer district would have had anything to do with the decline in growth and Mr. Ellis indicated he didn’t believe so. Councilman Blackburn asked Mr. Mullen about the numbers ran on other communities and what’s proposed being the highest and other viable options. Mr. Mullen indicated this particular survey began in 2007, were sorted by population and that it maybe higher but if the city does not collect enough money at this time when it comes time to expand there will be no choice but to bond. Mr. Mullen stated this would cause an increase in monthly fees in order to repay that bond. Mr. Mullen stated this information was from an engineering perspective and while a lot of things were reviewed the possible impact on growth was not one of them. There was a brief discussion regarding implementing a lower connection fee than what was being proposed. There was a brief discussion regarding implementing a committee to evaluate the increase and come back with an opinion within a year. Mr. Ellis came back up and explained that growth spurs investment and gave a brief explanation of the overall benefits and proportionality for the developer and citizens in the city. Councilman Blackburn talked about avoiding future bonding but to consider a rate increase to weather through this part in the economy. There was a brief discussion regarding who would participate on this committee. Councilman Maloney moved to increase the water connection fee to $2,500 and the sewer connection fee to $2,500 and the city council authorize a committee being formed to address the feasibility of adjusting rates in the future and implement a 12-month time limit for a report of the findings. Councilman Day seconded. All were in favor. 
Hailey Creek Development Agreement- 

Mayor Brown stated the next item on the agenda was regarding the Hailey Creek development agreement and had received more correspondence today regarding this item. Mayor Brown then turned the time over to their legal counsel for his presentation. 
Charles Homer of Holden, Kidwell, Hahn and Crapo, representing the developer of Hailey Creek came forward and gave a brief explanation of what had taken place in the previous city council meeting. Mr. Homer stated one of the concerns were the inadequate time the council members had had to review the legal document. Mr. Homer stated the other concerns were the monies for the payment of upgrading current lines, estimation of cost, discounting factors and the provision providing for the new well and associated appurtenances and sewer lift station and associated appurtenances. Mr. Homer referred to the engineers coming to an agreement regarding the numbers in the development agreement and stated he had received a letter from Keller and Associates. Mr. Homer read part of the letter addressed to Mayor Brown dated into September 15, 2008 into record as follows: 

“Keller Associates has been asked to review the assumptions and method of determining future Equivalent Dwelling Units (EDU) for the above referenced development. After two meetings with the Developer’s Engineer (Thompson Engineering) and the City of Rigby Staff discussing the assumptions and methods used in their calculation, we have found that we generally agree with the assumptions and methods as presented in the Excel Spreadsheets used to determine the total capacity of the required improvements. Additionally, through the course of our review, we found that the construction costs as report should require more effort to accurately reflect costs during the time of the probable construction period.” 

Mr. Homer stated this led him to believe there had been an agreement made on the technical issues of the development agreement. Mr. Homer stated that when he received that letter he had gone in and revised the development agreement accordingly. Mr. Homer distributed copies of the new proposal for the development agreement and discussed the minor changes that had been done to the document. Mr. Homer stated that after he had made these revisions he had received another letter from Keller Associates and distributed a copy of that letter to the Mayor and council. Mayor Brown interjected stating he had received this letter late this afternoon, asked that it be forwarded to Mr. Homer and stated the council has not had the opportunity to review this document. Mr. Homer stated he would like the opportunity to go over this letter and discuss the items and determine whether they are engineer issues or policy concerns. There was a brief discussion over the importance of having Keller and Associates review the development agreement. Mr. Homer explained the procedure for the development agreement they have taken and how they had come to this point. Mr. Homer stated Keller and Associates letter referred to paragraph 2, page 2 stating “approvals should be provided by the Idaho Department of Environmental Quality and Idaho Water Resources in conjunction the approval as stated by the City Engineer”. Mr. Homer referred to the redline draft that added the appropriate language for DEQ but not Water Resources and explained his reason for that. Mr. Homer stated they made that change in paragraph 3, page 2 as well. Mr. Homer stated the letter then referred to paragraph 5, page 3 stating “we recommend that the referenced green space be subjected to reviewed by City Staff. We further recommend that green space is not used for stormwater retention or detention facilities and that if the green space has dual purposes that these purposes are not conflicting.” Mr. Homer stated their intention was to have this area as a park only and made the requested changes. Mr. Homer stated the letter then referred to paragraph 7, page 4 and states “we recommend a 30 day review phase once plans are submitted to the City for review” and Mr. Homer stated they didn’t implement this as all other development agreements indicate a 17 day review and they felt that should apply to all developments. Mr. Homer stated the letter then referred to paragraph 9, page 4 and reads “we recommend that a surety that is in place the guarantee future construction completion be written for 150% of the estimated and City approved construction costs at the time of submission of the surety. Additionally, it is our recommendation that the chosen surety should be available for call within a 180 day period of time should the site and infrastructure construction no completed. It is further our recommendation that no occupancy permits be issued with the site and infrastructure construction completed and approved by City Staff.” Mr. Homer stated these recommendations were not implemented because he felt these were more policy concerns than actual engineering concerns but did add the line regarding occupancy permits. Mr. Homer stated the letter then refers to paragraph 15, page 5 and reads “it is our recommendation that the Developer’s Engineer provide the City Staff and City Engineer with at least 72 hours advances notice to make visual inspections and testing.” Mr. Homer stated they didn’t change this from the 48 hours but did add that it needed to be written notice not just verbal. Mr. Homer then went over the exhibits and talked about the water rights and their concern over having to purchase additional water and whether some construction costs would be reimbursed by future developers that connect. There was a brief discussion on infrastructure that need to be replaced and some other engineering issues. Mr. Homer stated he had added an exhibit D that shows the cost estimates that were agreed upon with the Developer’s Engineer and the City Engineer. 
Mr. Homer stated he felt there were two main concerns at this point and those were whether they would be requested to buy new water and if they had the opportunity to be reimbursed for the extra capacity being provided for with the size of lines being requested. There was a brief discussion on what “future connections” meant and how that relates to the reimbursement. Councilman Day stated he had a concern over the cost comparisons coming out of San Diego, California and those being much higher than around here and didn’t think that was a fair analysis. Councilman Day stated he had taken the liberty to get a cost estimate from the City of Idaho Falls for similar work and the costs were significantly less. There was a brief discussion regarding the estimate amounts and how those were calculated.
Mayor Brown stated he had just received a letter from Lloyd Hicks from the Water Mitigation Committee and the council had just been given a copy but had not had a chance to review this document. Mr. Homer stated that during the break the developer had talked to him about changing the estimated costs and showing an actual cost if that was easier for the council. Councilman Day talked about competitive bids and the process for that and the importance of a balanced bid. There was a brief discussion regarding the bidding process and how this shouldn’t affect the developer other than their work to get contractors. 
Kevin Thompson of Thompson Engineering, 215 Farnsworth, stated they had always done their bids as line items so the customer could see the amounts for each portion of the work being performed. Mr. Thompson stated the bids for this particular job would be a little higher because it was different going down a road with fiber optics and other utilities versus going through a field where there isn’t anything. Mr. Thompson went on to say that when this project was opened there would be advertisements in the papers and stuff so the developer could receive the most competitive bid available. Mr. Homer added there was concern over obligating the developer to the contractual obligations of the public bidding process of a governmental agency. 

Mike Jaglowski of Keller and Associates, City Engineer, stated a lot of effort had been done in talking this through and felt it was a good process to undertake. Mr. Jaglowski stated they had met several times through telephone conferences with the developer’s engineer. Mr. Jaglowski stated other members of Keller had reviewed the documents and emails regarding this development so there could be an agreement on the assumptions and methods they used to come to the calculations they did. Mr. Jaglowski stated it may not have been the exact way they would have gone after this information but generally the amount reached would be the same either way. Mr. Jaglowski stated one of the reasons they had taken more time on this was because reimbursement agreements are new to the City of Rigby although they are common to Keller and Associates and other municipalities they work with. Councilman Smith asked for clarifications on some of the charges and Mr. Jaglowski gave explanations for the different fees and how bids are determined. Councilman Smith asked if Mr. Jaglowski was convinced these numbers were accurate and Mr. Jaglowski stated they understood that to mean a review of their calculations on EDUs and capacity not their numbers for cost. There was a brief discussion on what the actual motion from the last meeting was and what that required the City Engineer to do. There was a brief discussion in how the review was completed and whether the City Engineer could comfortably support the numbers being presented by the Developer’s Engineer and it was decided this could be done. Councilman Simonson asked if they could agree with the auditing of numbers and having the city pay what they owe and Mr. Mullen stated values of bids could be reviewed and compared. There was a brief discussion on the way bids and materials are done within the City of Idaho Falls as compared to this proposal. There was a brief discussion regarding placing a cap on the amount the city would be responsible to reimburse the developer. There was a brief discussion regarding how soon the lines within the city would need to be replaced to be able to manage the projected additional flow and what timeline the city was looking at in making repairs. 
Rob Harris of Holden and Kidwell, stated he would like to discuss some of the letter submitted from Lloyd Hicks, representing the Water Mitigation Committee, on the well application and water transfer. Mr. Harris stated that based on his letter he was satisfied with the process the developer has taken to accomplish this transfer. Mr. Harris stated he wanted to make sure the council was aware of this letter and agreed with the understanding he received after reading this document. 

Councilman Maloney stated that after the last meeting he had talked with Jim Andersen, Water/Sewer Supervisor, and found that Mr. Andersen has a real concern over the possibility of arsenic in the well after acceptance by the city. Jason Helms of Thompson Engineering, came forward and stated there are tests and requirements in place to make sure there are no trace elements in the system prior to being used let alone be transferred back to the City of Rigby. Jim Mullen of Keller and Associates, stated the state would have the well tested for arsenic but there hasn’t been a problem with that in this area. 

Councilman Day stated paragraph 9 has no mention of sidewalk or streetlights and questioned this and Mr. Homer stated there needed to be review and approval of the improvement drawings and there are many things on those that are not in a development agreement but could be added if necessary. Mike McCowin, City Building Official, stated the issue of sidewalks has come up in several developments where there is no sidewalks, assessable ramps and proper lighting. Mr. McCowin stated he felt this needed to be addressed in the development agreement so that it didn’t become the responsibility of individual builders or forgotten altogether in the future. Paula Sessions, Planning and Zoning Assistant, interjected stating that from Technical Review comments streetlights were a big concern of Police Chief Larry Anderson and therefore was made a requirement of the developer before this plat even went to Planning and Zoning. Mayor Brown asked if those comments had been signed and Mrs. Sessions indicated they had. Mr. Homer stated there would be no problem adding this to the agreement but generally the developer put in curb and gutter and then the property owner installed the sidewalk and certificates of occupancy were withheld until that was completed. There was a brief discussion regarding the responsibility of sidewalks, cut-outs and developer construction concerns. Councilman Day stated paragraph 6 talks about the lot that’s supposed to be the park and asked if it was being landscaped by the developer and Mr. Homer stated that was correct and thought it had been addressed correctly. Councilman Day then asked about the well house and whether that lot was intended for landscaping by the developer and Mr. Homer stated that was correct. Councilman Day then stated he felt there needed to be a clause in the agreement that the City of Rigby be the sole issuer of permits regarding connection into this new line going to this development in the respect of future expansion. Mr. Homer stated that was understood to happen that way because the developer would not have any say with annexations and developments but merely some reimbursement once the connection takes place. Councilman Simonson stated he felt this developer has done what they can to get this approved and even offered to help the city financially in order to get this approved and if Councilman Day’s suggestion of only paying actual costs was added to the agreement that he would have no problem with recommending approval this evening. Councilman Simonson moved to accept the development agreement with the condition of repayment based on actual cost with oversight from the City Engineer and City Auditor being added in both the water and sewer, and have the water agreement signed and application be completed, the surface water being transferred to the city and that no certificates of occupancy issued until the technical review specifications being met. Councilman Blackburn seconded. There was a brief discussion on locking down the number of EDUs and Mr. Jaglowski stated they agreed with this amount per the letter they had submitted to the city. Mr. Dunn suggested having the Mayor receive authorization to sign the agreement after review and Mayor Brown stated he would like to have Mr. Dunn review and accept the document as well. Mr. Homer distributed a non-redlined copy of the development agreement for the council to review and stated this would be the one subject to proposed changes made in the motion. Councilman Simonson stated he would amend his motion to include Mr. Dunn’s review and acceptance and authorizing Mayor Brown to sign. Councilman Blackburn seconded. Mr. Mullen interjected stating there were some items they addressed in their letter that he wanted to make sure the council was comfortable with. Mr. Mullen stated those were the 20 year commitment to reimbursement, define what a connection to the line would be so everyone would be under the same assumption and make that part of the agreement. There was a brief discussion regarding connection fees as it relates to reimbursement to the developer. Councilman Day stated part of the problem this evening was that the development agreement did not go through planning and zoning but was placed on the council this evening and no one has had a chance to review the document. Councilman Day stated he felt there is a problem in not following the procedures. Mrs. Sessions stated the motion from planning and zoning is they were to review the development agreement. Mrs. Sessions stated planning and zoning has not reviewed this document. There was a brief discussion regarding the understanding of the motion with planning and zoning and there was a correction to the minutes. Mr. Dunn asked Mrs. Sessions to get a copy of the minutes from the planning and zoning meeting. Mrs. Sessions did and Mr. Dunn read the motion from the July 10, 2008 Planning and Zoning Meeting as follows: Commissioner Smith moved to recommend approval with the contingencies of a development agreement submitted for review by planning and zoning, the well approved, DOT access approval and the transferring of water being approved prior to going to city council or it would be unanimously disapproved.”. Councilman Blackburn stated that based on those minutes he would withdraw his second. Councilman Simonson asked if there was anything that could be done to approve this or even place contingencies so it would not hold up the developer anymore. Mr. Dunn stated his understanding of the meeting differs from that reflected in the minutes and explained that he had discussed this with Mr. Homer previously. There was a brief discussion regarding other meetings and procedures that had been held. Mayor Brown asked Mrs. Sessions if there had been any problems with planning and zoning and Mrs. Sessions indicated there was not. Councilman Blackburn stated he felt it was important for the council to work together with planning and zoning and asked Mrs. Sessions what her opinion was from that meeting. Mrs. Sessions stated she did not have a problem with this because no other development agreement has gone before planning and zoning and that they make recommendations to the council. Councilman Blackburn stated that he would remake his second. All were in favor. 
Other Council Business-

Mayor Brown stated the next item on the agenda was other council business and turned the time over to the council.

Councilman Marriott stated there had been an Eagle Project done where some benches were installed in the city park by the playground equipment. Councilman Marriott stated Rick Lamoreaux, Park/Street/Sanitation Supervisor, would be having a dumpster located at City Hall on September 27th for the city fall clean-up and again on October 18th. Councilman Marriott stated there had been some vandalism at the city park recently. There was a brief discussion on what was damaged, what was written and information regarding the capture of the culprits. There was a brief discussion regarding the city seeking restitution. Councilman Marriott stated there had also been several compliments on the city parks and Councilman Blackburn stated he was going to comment on how well the South Park looked. 
Councilman Blackburn stated he had taken his children to the museum and noticed there were some areas that needed to be improved and stated he wanted to have this looked at. Mr. Lamoreaux indicated that would be the responsibility of the museum. There was a brief discussion regarding what the city had done in the past for the museum and the possibility of doing something now. 

Approval of Bills-

Mayor Brown stated the next item on the agenda was the approval of the bills and asked if there were any questions, comments or concerns. 

Councilman Marriott stated that on page 1, item 2 for Intermountain Gas for City Hall was $677 and asked if that was a little high. Mr. Lamoreaux stated that was because the city was on level pay with Intermountain Gas and so that was the amount paid every month. 
Councilman Blackburn moved to approve the bills. Councilman Maloney seconded. All were in favor. 

Approval of Minutes-

Mayor Brown stated the next item on the agenda was the approval of the minutes and asked if there were any questions or corrections. 

Mayor Brown stated there was a couple typos and explained on page two it needed to say went instead of when, on the bottom of page 2 the word should be needs instead of needed, and on page 4 was needed to be taken out of Mr. Andersen’s comment. 

Councilman Maloney moved to approve the minutes with the noted changes. Councilman Smith seconded. All were in favor. 

Public Comment-

Mayor Brown stated the next item on the agenda was for public comment and turned the time over to the audience. No public comment was given. 

Councilman Smith moved to adjourn the meeting. Councilman Marriott seconded. All were in favor. The meeting was adjourned at 10:58 p.m. 
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