
 

Logan Municipal Council  Logan, Utah                        May 13, 2008 
  

Minutes of the meeting of the Logan Municipal Council convened in regular 
session on Tuesday, May 13, 2008 at 5:30 p.m. in the Logan Municipal Council 
Chambers, 255 North Main, Logan, Utah, Chairman Tami W. Pyfer conducting. 

  
Council members present:  Tami W. Pyfer, Laraine Swenson, Herm Olsen, 

Stephen C. Thompson and Jay A. Monson.  Administration present:  Mayor Randy Watts 
(present electronically by telephone until 6:20 p.m.), City Attorney Kymber Housley and 
Recorder Lois Price.   

 
OPENING CEREMONY.   Logan Councilmember Jay A. Monson gave a 

thought, offered a prayer, and led the audience in the Pledge of Allegiance. 
 

  Chairman Pyfer welcomed those present.  There were about twenty citizens in the 
audience at the beginning of the meeting.   
 
 Meeting Minutes.   Minutes of the Municipal Council meetings of April 15 and 
29, 2008 were approved with minor corrections. 
 
 Meeting Agenda. The agenda was approved as posted.  Chairman Pyfer 
announced public comment would be accepted later in the meeting on budget adjustments 
and a zone change proposal.  
 
QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS FOR MAYOR AND COUNCIL.  There were no 
comments from the audience. 
  
MAYOR/STAFF REPORTS.   Public Works Director Mark Nielsen represented  
Mayor Watts who was out-of-town. 

 

 YOUTH CITY COUNCIL UPDATE.  Christopher Carter of the Youth City 
Council reported that an April service activity had been to clean litter from the ravine at 
Mt. Logan Park.  Also, some members of the Youth Council had attended Mock 
Legislature in Salt Lake City. 
 
 BOARD APPOINTMENTS.  Public Works Director Mark Nielsen requested 
ratification of the following appointments to the Light and Power Board:  Fred Duersch, 
868 North 400 East; L. Runar Anderson, 1053 Fox Farm Road; and S. Ty Measom, 1558 
East 1455 North. 
 
 ACTION.  Motion by Councilmember Olsen, seconded by Councilmember 
Monson to ratify the appointments of Fred Duersch, L. Runar Anderson and S. Ty 
Measom to the Light and Power Board.  Motion carried unanimously. 
 
 BOULEVARD PARK TRAIL UPDATE.   Public Works Director Mark 
Nielsen reported that the work on the Boulevard Trail was progressing.  He said the 
project was divided into two portions.  On the eastern (upper) portion, new sidewalk was 



 

being installed and the landscaping was subcontracted.  Mr. Nielsen said this portion of 
the project should be revegetated by early summer.   
 
 The western (lower) Boulevard project was being constructed with UDOT (Utah 
Department of Transportation) Enhancement Funds, managed through UDOT.  The 
project was in the final design phase, with a bid date of June 28.  Two public meetings 
had been held, one in October 2007 and the other recently before the Planning 
Commission for design review.   
 
 Chairman Pyfer asked if there opportunities for public input had been provided.  
Mr. Nielsen said meetings had been noticed as required, and the public had been 
encouraged to attend and comment. 
 
 Councilmember Swenson said there was a neighborhood meeting on May 14 at 2 
p.m. when residents would meet to discuss the project with the design company. 
 
 Councilmember Olsen sympathized with Boulevard residents who had contacted 
him about the city planting trees that would block the valley view to the south.  He said it 
would be “tragic” if that scenic view was blocked with trees.  He suggested it if was a 
problem with city code the project be delayed until the ordinance could be changed.  
Councilmember Monson shared that opinion. 
 
 Councilmember Swenson said there was a compromise proposed of clustering  
trees and tomorrow residents would have an opportunity to view the plan and comment 
on it. 
  
 Community Development Director Jay Nielson said staff recommended that the 
south side of the Boulevard trail be a natural landscape.  He said clustering trees met the 
code requirement and allowed the valley view.  The Planning Commission supported the 
recommendation, and property owners seemed pleased with the compromise, he said.  
“It’s a public trail, and the best public trails have shade on them,” Mr. Nielson said. 
 
 AMERICAN SOCIETY OF LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE AWARDS. 
Community Development Director Jay Nielson presented an award from the American 
Society of Landscape Architecture to Roger Jones of the Downtown Alliance.   USU 
Landscape Architecture students had produced 150 plans with ideas that could be 
implemented improve downtown and Main Street.  The intent was to use the student 
work as a framework for a specific plan for downtown.  The students submitted the 
application for the award.  The city also received an award for its participation in the 
project. 
 
 MAYOR’S PROPOSED F/Y 2008-09 CITY BUDGET.  Public Works Director 
Mark Nielsen read the Mayor’s Budget Report to the Council: 
 

 

 

 

 



 

Mayor Randy Watts 

Budget Report to the Logan Municipal Council 

May 13, 2008 

 

Another budget year is upon us and like everything else in life, change is continuous.  The 

State of Utah is in an economic slow down; Cache Valley is there also but not as heavily 

impacted as other counties in the State.  Property value and unemployment is staying 

fairly steady. Consumer spending is where the major change is occurring and less is 

being spent which affects the sales tax projections and decreases the revenue to the 

general fund. 

 

This budget year will be very lean and I appreciate all of the city departments for their 

cooperation and help in this lean budget year. 

 

The administration’s approach will be no new hiring in the general fund, in fact one full 

time benefited position has been reduced. We will continue to look at attrition and 

increase productivity as we move ahead in the 2008-2009 budget year. We would ask for 

continue budget support from the council for rolling stock, pay for performance and the 

increase in fuel prices. 

 

Projects that have started or will start are the addition to the Justice Center, the 

boulevard trail and landscape, Dewitt Springs, the 100 East project, Dry Canyon and 

others that will start soon. 

 

With the money entrusted to us from the citizens of Logan, a lot has been accomplished in 

this year’s budget including the following: A successful chip & seal project, more 

reliable rolling stock, better pay for the city employees, better trained police and fire 

personnel, new sidewalk and curb, new road surfaces, replacement of water lines, a new 

water line with new laterals along 200 North, replacement of underground power lines 

on Cliffside and the list goes on. 

 

Reserve dollars are building in our light department and the other enterprise funds and 

there is an 18% reserve untouched in the general fund. 

 

As the mayor of Logan, I appreciate the efforts put forth to be United in Service for the 

benefit of the citizens of Logan. 

 

Thank you. 

 
  Finance Director Richard Anderson distributed copies of the Mayor’s tentative 
F/Y 2008-09 budget document to the Council.  He said the full document was available at 
the Logan Library and highlights were on the city website.  The complete budget 
document included a budget summary, detailed revenue and expenditure budgets, capital 
improvement plan and rolling stock lists; and city-wide fee schedules.  Mr. Anderson said 
the budget was “very flat.   There was also a reduction of one employee in the General 
Fund and one in the Library Fund.  One new employee was added in the Environmental 
Fund and full-time benefits were added for one employee in the Golf Course Fund.  Other 



 

items included in the budget Mr. Anderson thought would specifically interest the 
Council were: 
$10,000 increase to purchase street trees; 
$70,000 for planning to protect and preserve the southern corridor; 
$600,000 for curb & gutter, sidewalks and streets ($350,000 increase over last year) 
 
 A property tax increase was proposed. (Final numbers were not yet available from 
the state and county.)   The administration’s philosophy was to support small property tax 
increases over time as allowed by law to keep this revenue level. 
 
 A sewer fee increase is proposed as recommended in a sewer rate study that 
consultants will present to the Council.  The increase will affect Logan residents as well 
as residents of those communities that contract with Logan for sewer service. 
 
 The Alliance for the Varied Arts had approached the Council requesting line item 
funding for operations.  Mr. Anderson said this request was not included in the Mayor’s 
budget. The administration’s philosophy was that the best way to allocate arts funds was 
by recommendation of the Fine Arts Committee to the Mayor. 
 
 Mr. Anderson answered Council questions.  Councilmember Thompson asked 
how the $600,000 curb, gutter and sidewalk would be allocated.  Mr. Anderson said a list 
of projects would be presented at budget workshops, but funding for Adams 
neighborhood sidewalk and parking strip restoration had not been anticipated in that total. 
 
 Councilmember Monson asked why AVA had been singled out not to receive line 
item funding in the budget.  Mr. Anderson responded there were dangers in earmarking 
funds this way, even though AVA was a deserving organization.  He said it was budget 
policy not to support earmarks of this type.  Councilmember Monson said AVA was not 
like other arts organizations, because promises were made to AVA by the city that had 
not been kept when they moved from Whittier to the city-owned Thatcher Mansion.  
 

COUNCIL BUSINESS: 

 

 Meeting Schedule.  Councilmember Pyfer announced that regular meetings were 
held the first and third Tuesdays of the month at 5:30 p.m.  The next regular meeting is 
May 20, 2008. 
 
 BUDGET WORKSHOPS.  Dates for F/Y 2008-09 budget workshops were 
discussed.  It was agreed to meet on Wednesday, May 21, 2008 from 6-9 p.m. and then 
decide whether there was a need to meet the following week.  Departments scheduled to 
make short presentations were:  Public Works, Police, Fire, Environmental, Community 
Development, Light & Power, Finance and Legal.   
 
 Chairman Pyfer outlined topics to address in budget presentations:  
Achievements; standards; best management practices; unfunded needs; and changes in 
programs. 
 



 

 Mr. Anderson said adoption of the tentative budget was scheduled for June 17.  
On June 3 a fund transfers hearing would be held regarding the amounts transferred from 
the various utility funds for operation of the General Fund. 
 

ACTION ITEMS: 

 

Water, Sewer & Solid Waste Revenue Bonds – DeWitt Springs:  A resolution 

authorizing the issuance and sale of not more than $11,000,000 aggregate principal 

amount of Water, Sewer and Solid Waste Revenue Bonds, Series 2008 (to be issued 

in one or more series and with such others series or title as may be determined), of 

the City of Logan, Utah – 08-25 

 
 Finance Director Richard Anderson responded to a question regarding the 
issuance of revenue bonds rather than general obligation bonds.  He said that the city 
pledged the revenue of sewer, solid waste and water funds to repay the bonds as a 
practical matter and that this was common practice.  For these purposes it was not 
necessary to pledge the full faith of the city and request voter approval as required when 
general obligation bonds were issued. 
 
 Councilmember Swenson asked about the interest rate of 6.5%. 
 
 Randall M. Larsen, attorney for Ballard Spahr Andrews & Ingersoll, bond 
counsel, reviewed the resolution which set the parameters for issuing the bonds.  He said 
it was “very unlikely” that the bonds would be issued at 6.5%, a rate that would apply to 
the end of the bond period.  Parameters set by resolution were $11 million principal bond 
amount, and 25 years on maturity at 6.5%.  It was expected that the terms would be “well 
beneath” those parameters. 
 
 In answer to a question about the city’s bond rating, Mr. Anderson responded it as 
A-1. 
 
 Mr. Larsen said the interest rate contemplated was around 4%.  He said the 
parameters resolution put citizens on notice that bonds were proposed to be issued and 
triggered a thirty-day contestability period.  He said by issuing the bonds, the city 
pledged the net revenues of the named utility funds for repayment.  
 
 Mr. Anderson said following the end of the contest period, a resolution 
authorizing issuance of the bonds would be brought to the Council for adoption.  He said 
it was significant that this action would double the amount of debt for the Water Fund.  
“We don’t have many alternatives, but we’re talking about our main source of water, and 
we are losing water through DeWitt Spring leakage. . . We are very aware of what we’re 
doing.  It’s a lot of debt, but it is the right thing to do,” he said. 
 
 Councilmember Thompson asked if the bonds would be affected if the proposed 
sewer rate increase was not approved.  Mr. Anderson said the bond would not be affected 
directly, but he supported raising sewer rates incrementally over time so that sewer 
collection needs could be addressed. 
 



 

 ACTION.  Motion by Councilmember Monson, seconded by Councilmember 
Swenson to adopt Res. 08-25, Water, Sewer & Solid Waste Revenue Bonds Parameters 
Resolution, as presented.  Motion carried unanimously. 
 

Right-of-Way Parking:  Consideration of a resolution on Parking Plan 

Implementation – 08-24. 

 

 Community Development Director Jay Nielson reviewed changes to the Proposed 
Park Strip Restoration Plan that added four paragraphs:  3, 12, 13, and 14 as indicated 
below: 
 
Park Strip Restoration Plan  
 

1. The initial priority is to restore the public park strip in single family residential 
areas. Once accomplished, staff will work on the same approach in commercial, 
industrial, and remaining residential areas of the city.  

 
2. An inventory has been conducted of all single family residential streets to 

determine priorities based on the most affected conditions where parking exists 
in public park strip.  

 
3. In order to provide protection for single family property owners, which is our goal  

in these districts, owners should be allowed to park operable vehicles that they 
need for their residence.  Proposed changes in the Land Development Code 
would allow additional flexibility for parking (see item 12 below).  Additional staff 
recommended variances could also be obtained from the Board of Adjustments 
for properties used as single family residences.  Free curb parking permits would 
be made available in cases where more parking is needed for single family 
properties and where parking cannot be obtained on the owner’s property.  Park 
strip and excessive front yard parking should still be prohibited on single family 
properties. 

 
4. The City proposes to do the work required to remove bridges, paving and gravel 

involved in the park strip. Warnings will be posted on streets prior to work. 
Parked cars will be posted to inform owners to remove vehicles from park strips 
to allow work to commence. Tickets will not be issued at this stage. The City will 
haul removed materials to recycling sites or an appropriate disposal location. The 
Streets Division will initially remove bridges and approaches one street at a time 
based on priorities listed on the attached map. The Streets Division will remove 
these structures until all single family residential streets are complete. The Street 
Division will then begin restoration of the curbs and gutters as funds are 
available. Where paving and gravel are removed from the park strip, the City will 
provide top soil that the property owner may use to restore a green landscape in 
the park strip. Priority for restoration work will be based on safety and preventing 
further parking in the park strip as determined by the Public Works Director. 
Diagrams are attached illustrating general direction on how removal of parking 
structures will be accomplished under various site configurations.  

 
5. Initial funding to remove and restore is proposed to come from a reallocation of 

CDBG funds previously intended for the Model Streets Project. Construction 
costs have reduced the effectiveness of the Model Streets Projects. A 



 

reallocation of the $200,000 for this purpose would greatly benefit more 
properties and more neighborhoods. The reallocation would be consistent with 
the proposed use of CDBG funds and will have more significant positive impact 
on the overall community. It has been estimated that all bridges and approaches 
can be removed and a portion of the restoration work accomplished within the 
limits of the available funds. Future CDBG funds could be solicited for the final 
phase of restoration.  

 
6. Parking enforcement will start on those streets where the Streets Division has 

removed brides and approaches to park strip parking. The parking authority will 
eventually enforce parking violations on all single family residential streets where 
the Streets Division has removed bridges and approaches on all single family 
residential streets.  

 
7. Parking enforcement will also continue on a complaint basis. As parking 

complaints are submitted to the city, staff will respond to complaints in parallel 
with other parking enforcement priorities.  

 
8. Property owners will only be asked to restore the landscape in the park strip. 

Other costs will be handled by the city.  
 

9. Parking permits will be offered to property owners to allow parallel parking in legal 
locations on designated city streets if the following conditions occur:  

 
i. Property owner restores the landscape;  

 
ii. Permits will be purchased and renewed annually by the property owner. 
Permit fees will be based on the cost to construct parking on private 
property spread over a ten year period. Example: it will cost about 
$2,000 to construct a paved parking stall. When that cost is spread over 
ten years the annual amount would be $200. Permit fees should be 
returned to neighborhoods to install missing sidewalks, repair existing 
sidewalks, and restore park strips.  

 
iii. The number of parking permits allowed for each property owner will be 
based on the number of occupants legally allowed to reside on the 
property minus the number of parking stalls that could be legally 
approved on the property owner’s site. Example: if the property is a 
single family home with a legal basement apartment the allowed 
occupancy would be 6. If the property owner could provide 2 new 
parking stalls in the sideyard or rearyard and already had 2 parking 
spaces in the garage, then 2 parking permits would be available to the 
property owner for on street parking throughout the year.  

 
iv. Parking permits will be limited to geographic area or neighborhood of 
the property. Example: someone with a permit in the Adams 
Neighborhood would be limited to permit parking in that neighborhood.  

 
v. Parking permits may be revoked if the property owner demonstrates a 
history of noncompliance with City Codes.  

 



 

10.   Approvals and cost of permit applications will be streamlined for property 
owners who displace park strip parking to legal locations on private property.  

 
11. All other restoration of curbs, gutters, and landscaping not completed in this 

phase of work will occur as regular streets are rebuilt and/or as Public Works can 
accomplish it as part of routine maintenance.  

 
12. A code change is proposed to allow no more than 50% paving in backyard, no 

more than 30% paving in the frontyard, and allow up to 100% paving in one of 
the sideyards.  An additional change in the code should allow parking on paved 
areas on the property without penalizing, particularly, single family owners for 
parking growing numbers of vehicles at single family residences. 

 
13. A property owner may appeal a staff decision concerning location of parking on 

the owner’s property, staff’s determination of the number of parking spaces 
permitted of the property, the number of parking spaces to be located on the 
owner’s property, and/or the number of permits made available to the property 
owner’s tenants.  However, appeals for the private use of city-owned property will 
not be appealable, unless the Municipal Council finds that an exception can be 
justified. 

 
14. Extreme and unusual circumstances that could not be satisfactorily determined 

by staff will be hard and decided by the Board of Adjustments.  The cost of 
parking appeals shall be the same as all other appeals to the Board of 
Adjustments.  Current fees are $212.50 which covers only a portion of 
administrative and noticing costs.  A no cost appeal would simply shift all of the 
decision making to a board rather than the bulk of the work being performed by 
the professional staff. 

 
Mr. Nielson answered questions from the Council on park strip regulation and 

enforcement. 
 

  Chairman Pyfer asked how many parking permits would be allowed per 
recognized dwelling unit.   Mr. Nielson responded that three permits per dwelling 
appeared to be the most reasonable. 

 
  Attorney Housley said that the only way, under extreme circumstances, parking 

could be allowed in the park strip would be for the city to vacate that property to the 
property owner. 

 
  Chairman Pyfer asked if there were questions from the Council about the 

proposed resolution.  There were none at that time. 
 
 
  Chairman Pyfer asked if Bruce Rigby’s information had been reviewed by staff.   
 
  Councilmember Monson believed many of Mr. Rigby’s proposals were 

incorporated, except for a “lay board” to hear appeals.   Monson said appeals to the Board 
of Adjustment made more sense to him as outlined in the parking plan. 

 



 

 Chairman Pyfer asked about using a volunteer board to make the initial contact 
with property owners.  She said city staff could be intimidating and a volunteer board 
could be useful for the first contact. 
 
 Mr. Nielson said a committee of this type was a possibility if it didn’t requiring 
noticing of meetings and staff time.  “Maybe it’s worth experimenting with on the first 
few streets,” he said. 
 
 Councilmember Swenson asked how such a committee would be set up. 
 
 Chairman Pyfer proposed that the Landlord Coalition take the lead.  Her problem 
with Mr. Rigby’s proposal was abdicating Council responsibility. 
 
 Attorney Housley suggested a group of volunteers could be observers at site visits, 
acting as a liaison committee organized without any authority from the city.  Property 
owners could take advantage of the group if they wished. 
 
 Councilmember Olsen liked Mr. Rigby’s suggestion to involve USU 
representatives. 
 
 Councilmember Swenson said she would leave it to the Landlord Coalition to 
organize a volunteer board as they would like. 
 
 Chairman Pyfer said the city could give property owners a flyer providing 
information about the volunteer committee.  It would be up to the property owner to 
make the contact. 
 
 Councilmember Monson proposed that Attorney Housley write a statement for 
inclusion on the flyer explaining that property owners could draw upon the assistance of 
the Coalition if they wished.  Attorney Housley agreed to do this. 
 
  Councilmember Thompson was given an opportunity to explain the special 
improvement district method of funding he proposed for the parking plan improvements.  
He did not think a punitive approach was good planning and did not think Mr. Nielson 
had done a good job of planning for this area.  He said a special improvement district for 
the Adams Neighborhood, as a pilot project, would be a good way to generate funding 
from all stakeholders for improvements.  Under state law if 51% of property owners 
supported the special improvement district, it could be formed and all property owners 
would help pay.  He said this was “merely a tool,” and he had received positive and 
negative responses about the idea.  Thompson said this was a way to fund the plan that 
did not “deprive other areas in the general fund.” 
 
 Councilmember Monson recognized that the Adams Neighborhood was most 
adversely affected by the park strip issue but asked what would be done about other 
neighborhoods. 
 
 Councilmember Swenson did not support both homeowners and landlords being 
asked to pay equal amounts for the improvements.  She said it would be unfair. 



 

 
 Councilmember Olsen said if the neighbors chose this method of funding, there 
could be a “remarkable” result.  “If they chose to, it might create some solutions the city 
could never be able to fund,” he said. 
 
 Councilmember Thompson said he was talking about creating a “livable, walkable 
neighborhood.”   
 
 Chairman Pyfer did not think single family homeowners should fund construction 
of “neighborhood parking lots.” 
 
 ACTION.  Motion by Councilmember Swenson to approve Res.  08-24, 
“Supporting Park Strip Regulation and Enforcement,” with the added recommendation 
that citizens interested in promoting a special improvement district meet with 
Councilmember Thompson and bring to the Council the signatures of 10% of affected 
property owners as required by state law. 
 
 Councilmember Olsen proposed amendments to Resolution 08-24 as indicated 
below: 
 
WHEREAS, Logan City has adopted various ordinances regulating the park strips based 
on a municipality’s authority to regulate the public rights-of way; and 
 
WHEREAS, in many areas throughout the City, public park strips are currently illegally 
being used for private parking which is compromising the safety and overall quality of 
some of our neighborhoods; and 
 

WHEREAS, Logan City’s Administration has proposed an enforcement plan to eliminate 
illegal parking within the public park strips and to restore and develop the park strips to 
their intended use; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Council finds the proposed enforcement plan is a uniform and equitable 
approach to reclaiming the park strips. 
 
NOW  THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT THE LOGAN MUNICIPAL COUNCIL, 

supports the attached enforcement plan, with amendments, and encourages the City 
Administration to move forward with its uniform and equitable enforcement. 

 
 Amendments were accepted by Councilmembers Swenson and Monson. 
 
 Councilmember Thompson asked if any councilmembers objected to the proposed 
parking permits.  There appeared to be no objections.  Attorney Housley said the permit 
was an annual, renewable permit.  He reiterated that the parking strip was the city’s right-
of-way.  “We could never give anything like this away in perpetuity without vacating the 
property,” he said. 
 
 Councilmember Monson voiced his concern about increasing on-street parking 
throughout the city. 
 



 

 VOTE ON THE AMENDED MOTION TO APPROVE.  Motion carried 4-1, 
Councilmember Thompson voted no. 
 

PUBLIC HEARING: Budget Adjustments F/Y 2007-08 appropriating: $300 for a 
donation from USU; $8,000 for Police Dept software; $5,000 for additional 21

st
 

Century Grant money; $7,200 for crosswalk enforcement grant; $12,386 for Library 

Enhancement grant – 08-23. 

 

 Chairman Pyfer opened the meeting to a public hearing on proposed changes to 
the budget.  There was no comment, and the hearing was closed. 
 
 ACTION.  Motion by Councilmember Monson, seconded by Councilmember 
Swenson to approve Res. 08-23, Budget Adjustments, as proposed.  Motion carried 
unanimously. 
 

PUBLIC HEARING – Zone Change – Daniel Matthews/Ephraim Hoge, authorized 

agent/owner, requests a zone change to Commercial General (CG) on .23 acres 

located at 1073 North 200 East in the Single-Family Residential (SFR) Zone; TIN 

#03- 01 5-0035 – 08.27. 

 
 Planner Tavis Austin explained both staff and the Planning Commission 
recommended denial of the zone change, which was consistent with the adopted Land 
Use Plan, until the Land Development Code update was complete.  The staff report stated 
that it was believed “the quality of development endeavored by the General Plan cannot 
be fulfilled under the current development standards and that zoning changes should be 
held until the supporting documents of the General Plan are completed and adopted.” 
 
 Councilmember Olsen said it was a valid concern raised by one citizen not to 
move to Commercial zoning until the 200 East traffic and road improvement issue was 
resolved. 
 
 Chairman Pyfer opened the meeting to a public hearing.  There was no comment, 
and the hearing was closed. 
 
 ACTION.  Motion by Councilmember Swenson, seconded by Councilmember 
Olsen to deny Ord. 08-27, Daniel Matthews/Ephraim Hoge Rezone.  Motion carried 
unanimously. 

 

WORKSHOP ITEMS: 

 

Budget Adjustments F/Y 2007-08 appropriating:   $2,750,000 budget contingency 

reserve transfer; $10,000 for new LSTA grant; $40,000 for Spillman software 

modules; $2,500,000 Federal Public Safety Radio Grant; $10,000 for an increase to 

the Youth Alcohol Grant – 08-26. 
 
 Finance Director Richard Anderson reviewed proposed adjustments to the budget.  
He said the amount proposed as a budget contingency reserve transfer was a high 
estimate but would give flexibility in complying with state law.  He reported that the 



 

Federal Public Safety Radio Grant was being received by the city because the city 
managed the countywide 911 dispatch service.  Public hearing on the budget adjustments 
was set for May 20. 
 
 Chair Pyfer asked about the possibility of funding a 600 West and Center Street 
special improvement district that had been proposed by property owners.  Mr. Anderson 
said the estimated cost was $175,000 and this was a project the city wanted to complete.  
Chairman Pyfer said citizens had requested the work and had ommitted to pay their part.   
 

BUSINESS LICENSE FEES:  Proposal to streamline and simplify business license 

fee structure. 

 

 Finance Director Richard Anderson said staff had been working on simplifying 
the business license application process and fees.  He said it was not an effort to raise fees 
but to simplify operations and management of the division.  Mr. Anderson said one 
business license clerk position had recently been eliminated, and the division had been 
moved from Finance to the Community Development Department.  Mr. Anderson said 
annual business license revenue was approximately $180,000.  He explained revisions to 
the business license code would be brought to the Council in the future.  The fee changes 
proposed reduced license fees from several pages to five categories:   

 

 

CodeCodeCodeCode LICENSE CATEGORIES
Application 

Fee

Renewal 

Fee
ALC Alcohol License/Consent:  Includes consent and business licenseAlcohol License/Consent:  Includes consent and business licenseAlcohol License/Consent:  Includes consent and business licenseAlcohol License/Consent:  Includes consent and business license $300$300$300$300 $250$250$250$250

C-1 Commercial - Level 1 (Under 10,000 sq ft) Commercial - Level 1 (Under 10,000 sq ft) Commercial - Level 1 (Under 10,000 sq ft) Commercial - Level 1 (Under 10,000 sq ft) $150$150$150$150 $100$100$100$100

C-2 Commercial - Level 2 (10,000+)Commercial - Level 2 (10,000+)Commercial - Level 2 (10,000+)Commercial - Level 2 (10,000+) $250$250$250$250 $200$200$200$200

M-1 Minor - (Home Occupation, Independent, no location, Seasonal)Minor - (Home Occupation, Independent, no location, Seasonal)Minor - (Home Occupation, Independent, no location, Seasonal)Minor - (Home Occupation, Independent, no location, Seasonal) $75$75$75$75 $50$50$50$50

E-1 Special EventSpecial EventSpecial EventSpecial Event $75$75$75$75 n/an/an/an/a

 

 

LDC 17.40, “Signs.”  City of Logan, applicant proposes a text amendment to the 

Land Development Code, Chapter 17.40, Signs, adding 17.40.130 Electronic 

Message Centers/Reader Boards et. seq., and amendment 1.61 Definitions, to 

include all new terms associated with LDC 17.40.130. 

 
 Planner Tavis Austin reviewed the text amendment establishing an ordinance for 
electronic message displays and reader boards.  He used a Power Point presentation to 
define terms and industry standards for these types of sign displays.  The Council had 
placed a five-month moratorium on electronic signs to expire in mid-June.  Mr. Austin 
said currently there were not regulations for these signs, and the proposed code addition 
permitted electronic signage while establishing parameters to limit proliferation and 
visual impacts.  The addition to the Code was unanimously recommended by the 
Planning Commission. 
 
 Councilmember Swenson did not want the signs permitted in Commercial 
Neighborhood (CN) zones.  Chairman Pyfer agreed. 
 



 

 Councilmember Thompson said we should be very concerned about the 
possibility of impacting economic development efforts with an ordinance that was overly 
restrictive. 
 
 Councilmember Swenson said there was a place for electronic signs but they did 
not fit in all areas of the city. 
 
 Councilmember Monson said the city should not be “punitive” in its restrictions, 
and the signs should be “tastefully done.” 
 
 Councilmember Thompson said advertising was the “life blood of business.”  He 
recognized that some regulation was necessary but the proposed ordinance was bad for 
business. 
 
 Attorney Housley said cities could regulate signage as to “time, place, and 
manner.” 
 
 Councilmember Swenson asked that staff check with at least three cities of 
comparable size to Logan regarding impacts of electronic sign regulation.  Mr. Austin 
said an analysis had been completed and would be provided to the Council prior to the 
next meeting. 
 
 Chairman Pyfer announced that a public hearing on the code text amendment 
would be held May 20.  If necessary, the moratorium could be extended and action taken 
at a future meeting, she said. 
 

ZONE CHANGE – Craig Champlin/C.H. Champlin, LLC authorized agent/owner 

requests a zone change from Single-Family Residential (SFR) zone to the Single-

Family Residential Planned Development Combining District (SFR-PD) zone on 14 

acres at approx. 200-400 W 1600 N; TIN #04-082-0006; -0004. 

 

 Planner Russ Holley reviewed the proposal for a rezone to Single Family 
Residential Planned Development.  The rezone was recommended for approval by the 
Planning Commission by a 6-1 vote. The proponent proposed a 75-lot subdivision 
(Meadow Valley) designed for people 55 and older in an area of the city that had been 
downzoned to single family. 
 
 There was discussion about the subdivision design, parking, and open space. 
 
 Councilmember Swenson said the idea of a planned development was to 
encourage superior design, which she did not see in this project.  She asked about 
provisions for open space and guest parking. 
 
 Councilmember Monson supported senior projects of this type.   
 
 There was discussion about what might happen to the development in the future if 
properties could not be sold to seniors. 
 



 

 Councilmember Swenson said she thought the city could get “something that’s a 
better product. . . We don’t have to take everything that’s brought before us.” 
 
 Councilmember Thompson said developers were knowledgeable about the market 
and knew what it would bear. 
 
 Councilmember Swenson said that subdivision covenants and restrictions were 
only as good as the homeowner’s association.  She said that the infrastructure and roads 
in private developments did not belong to the city. 
 
 Mr. Holley said there was an area of “open space” along the east side of the 
subdivision. 
 
 Councilmember Swenson mentioned a good example of this type of development 
in Providence that included open space and clustered guest parking.  She said the 
Champlin subdivision could be redesigned without for the better without losing any lots. 
 
 Public hearing on the Champlin rezone was set for May 20, 2008. 
   
 There being no further business to come before the Council, meeting adjourned at 
8:30 p.m.  
 
Lois Price, City Recorder 


