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1 Logan Municipal Council Logan, Utah February 16, 2016 
2 
3 Minutes of the meeting of the Logan Municipal Council convened in regular 
4 session on Tuesday, February 16,2016 at 5:30 p.m. in the Logan City Municipal Council 

Chamber, 290 North 100 West, Logan, Utah. Chairman Herm Olsen conducting. 
6 
7 Councilmembers present at the beginning of the meeting: Chairman Herm Olsen, 
8 Vice Chairman Holly Daines, Council member Tom Jensen, Council member Jeannie F. 
9 Simmonds and Councilmember S. Eugene Needham. Administration present: Mayor H. 

Craig Petersen, Finance Director Richard Anderson, City Attorney Kymber Housley and 
11 City Recorder Teresa Harris. 
12 
13 Chairman Olsen welcomed those present. There were approximately 105 citizens in the 
14 audience at the beginning of the meeting. 

16 Chairman Olsen announced that the Council met in a Closed Session at 4:45 p.m. to 
17 discuss possible property acquisition. 
18 
19 OPENING CEREMONY: 

21 Sara Woodbury gave the opening thought/prayer and Darren Bingham led the audience in 
22 the pledge of allegiance. Both are from the Logan High School LEAF Club. 
23 
24 Meeting Minutes. Minutes of the Council meeting from February 2,2016 were 

reviewed and approved. 
26 
27 ACTION. Motion by Vice Chairman Daines seconded by Councilmember Jensen to 
28 approve the February 2, 2016 minutes and approve the agenda. Motion carried 
29 unanimously. 

31 Meeting Agenda. Chairman Olsen announced there would be three public 
32 hearings at tonight's Council meeting. 
33 
34 Meeting Schedule. Chairman Olsen announced that regular Council meetings 

would be held the first and third Tuesdays of the month at 5 :30 p.m. The next regular 
36 Council meeting is Tuesday, March 1, 2016. 
37 
38 QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS FOR MAYOR AND COUNCIL: 
39 

There were no comments or questions for the Mayor or Council. 
41 
42 MA YORIST AFF REPORTS: 
43 
44 Updates on Projectsllssues - Mayor Petersen 

46 Mayor Petersen updated the Council on the following: 
47 
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48 1. There are currently no construction projects to report. 
49 2. This month's Sesquicentennial Celebration event is a Gallery Walk of historic 
50 pictures at the Logan Library. 
51 3. A Rural Recycle Analysis has been completed by the students from the 
52 Community Bridge Initiative. 
53 4. USU Extension will coordinate a City sponsored Community Garden. 
54 5. Training was recently held for the new City website. The new website will go live 
55 March 15,2016. 
56 6. The Jack Draxler Transportation bill is awaiting its third reading. 
57 7. A meeting was recently held with respondents to the City Block Request for 
58 Proposal. 
59 8. The Logan River Task Force held an open house last Thursday. 
60 9. RAPZ tax requests are being finalized. The Council is welcome to contact Russ 
61 Akina if they would like more information. 
62 10. At the March 1, 2016 Council meeting, Mayor Petersen would like to have a 
63 discussion regarding code enforcement issues. 
64 
65 Board Appointments (Library Board and Civil Service Commission) - Mayor 
66 Petersen 
67 
68 Mayor Petersen asked for ratification of JaDene M. Denniston to serve on the Library 
69 Board which is a three year term and Dee Jones to serve on the Civil Service Commission 
70 which is a six year term. 
71 
72 ACTION. Motion by Councilmember Simmonds seconded by Vice Chairman Daines to 
73 approve ratification of JaDene M. Denniston and Dee Jones as presented. Motion 
74 carried unanimously. 
75 
76 COUNCIL BUSINESS: 
77 
78 Consideration of a proposed resolution supporting Policy and Activities which 
79 address Air Quality and Climate Change - Resolution 16-06 - Logan High School 
80 LEAF Club and USU Student Organization for Sustainability and Natural 
81 Resources 
82 
83 Piper Christian from the Logan High School Logan Environment Action Force (LEAF) 
84 Club addressed the Council. She indicated this resolution is a collaborative effort from 
85 several students from Logan High School. She explained the proposed resolution 
86 supports the policy and activities which address air quality and climate change. The 
87 adoption of the resolution will show that the Logan City Council and Mayor will continue 
88 their programs, projects, and activities immediate and are the following: 
89 
90 1. Make the transition from fossil fuels less onerous to consumers and to the 
91 economy by supporting policy which addresses long term economic viability on 
92 the local, state, and national level. 
93 2. Encourage individuals and corporations to produce and use less fossil fuel as 
94 Logan City has done. 
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95 3. Continue support for the RECAB, the Conservation Coordinator, and the current 
96 programs and projects for the coming decade. 
97 4. Complete the energy "roadmap" for the Ci ty in 2016 to guide them toward an 
98 efficient and economical energy future based primarily on clean, renewable forms 
99 of energy which will improve air quality and continue to reduce its carbon 

100 footprint. 

101 5. Launch an ambitious educational program discouraging prolonged vehicle idling, 

102 especially for cold engines and encourage the reduction of vehicle miles driven. 

103 6. Continue to increase the average fuel efficiency of municipal fleet vehicles and 

104 "right sizing" the fleet to match the work; continue the employee program 

105 including anti-idling messages. 

106 7. Train and incentivize employees to conserve energy and save money. 

107 8. Enforce existing land-use policies that reduce sprawl, preserve open space, and 

108 create compact, walkable urban communities. 

109 9. Maintain healthy urban forests and promote tree planting to increase shading and 

110 to absorb C02. 

111 10. Incentivize conservation technologies that are recommended to the Council by the 

112 RECAB, such as exploring the efficiency of a geothermal source heat pump coop 

113 program for individual use. 

114 
115 LONG TERM: 
116 1. Inventory global warming emissions in City operations, set reduction targets and 
117 create an action. 
118 2. Make energy efficiency a priority through building code improvements, 
119 retrofitting City facilities for energy efficiency and lighting. 
120 3. Continue researching energy tiered pricing for residents and businesses to 
121 encourage conservation. 
122 
123 Other students who addressed the Council are the following: 
124 
125 Carter MacDonald 
126 Elizabeth Hansen 
127 Wesley Carter 
128 Catherine Rigby 
129 Kai Torrens 
130 Daniel Anderson 
131 Meghan Hillingsworth 
132 Amy Kropp 
133 
134 Chairman Olsen thanked the LEAF Club for attending tonight's Council meeting and for 
135 their initiative, effort and vision for looking at things that are important to our 
136 community. 
137 
138 Vice Chairman Daines said the LEAF Club outlined specific goals and she asked are 
139 there plans on how the City can meet some of these goals. 
140 
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141 Councilmember Simmonds responded that the RECAB has been working on the "road 
142 map" and it will be completed in 2016. The "road map" will then come to the Council for 
143 their approval. RECAB is committed in bringing to the Council ideas on how we can 
144 reduce our fossil fuels and improve air quality. 
145 
146 Chairman Olsen said credit should be given to the LEAF Club, Logan High School and 
147 Utah State University for bringing this to the Council. 
148 
149 Vice Chairman Daines added that RECAB has a specific budget to address some of these 
150 issues and programs. 
151 
152 Council member Jensen complimented the LEAF Club and thanked them for their efforts. 
153 
154 ACTION. Motion by Councitmember Simmonds seconded by Vice Chairman Daines to 
155 approve Resolution 16-06 as presented. Motion carried unanimously. 
156 
157 Neighborhood Renewal- Councilmember Tom Jensen 
158 
159 Councilmember Tom Jensen addressed the Council regarding neighborhood renewal. The 
160 Council have all said they want to do something for the neighborhoods. He complimented 
161 Council member Needham who has given a lot of his time and money towards 
162 neighborhood renewal. He stated that Councilmember Needham made a proposal to 
163 purchase two homes on 400 North but Councilmember Jensen does not feel this is the 
164 right neighborhood at this time. He asked the following: 
165 
166 1. Is there a problem? 
167 2. What is the problem specifically? 
168 3. What is the extent of the problem - where and how severe? 
169 4. Do we have data indicating the severity and direction of the problem? 
170 5. What strategies would be useful for each neighborhood condition? 
171 6. Which neighborhood should we start with? 
172 7. Should we focus on a sub-unit of a neighborhood for greater effect? 
173 8. What are the costs to implement different strategies? 
174 a. Increased code enforcement 
175 b. Investigation and reversal of illegal conversions 
176 c. Code modifications to facilitate currently lifestyle need. 
177 Garage/parking 
178 Additions 
179 d. Financial strategies 
180 e. Design assistance 
181 f. Incentives for developers to buy, fix-up and 'flip' to single family 
182 9. What levels of funding are we willing and able to support? 
183 10. What is the probable timeline? This is not a quick fix. 
184 
185 Councilmember Jensen said the main question is what is the interest level of families 
186 investing in residential properties to live here? If more families are interested in buying, 
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187 fixing-up and moving in, we are healthy. If more families are moving out and properties 
188 are converting to multi-tenant rentals, we will deteriorate. 
189 
190 Proposal 
191 1. Small Steering Committee to guide the process of answering the questions. 
192 a. Councilmember(s) 
193 b. Community Development 
194 c. Administration 
195 d. Enforcement 
196 e. Neighborhood Representative(s) 
197 f. Neighborhood Non-profit 
198 g. Real Estate sector 
199 
200 2. Larger Task Force to meet as needed as a resource. 
201 a. Steering Committee 
202 b. School District 
203 c. Churches 
204 d. Rental Management 
205 e. USU 
206 f. Funding Specialist 
207 g. Small General Contractor(s) 
208 
209 Chainnan Olsen agreed with the commendation made regarding Councilmember 
210 Needham who has done a lot to strengthen core neighborhoods. 
211 
212 Councilmember Needham said he likes the proposal that Council member Jensen has 
213 presented. He added that he would like to include the resolution where the City would 
214 renovate the two properties that have been mentioned on 400 North . Based on his 
215 experience the City could lose $30,000 but he feels the City can well afford these two 
216 properties and should start with these two homes at a cost of approximately $60,000 and 
217 see what can be learned. 
218 
219 Mayor Petersen said he likes the proposal from Council member Jensen and feels that two 
220 Councilmember's should serve on the committee and asked Councilmember Jensen to 
221 serve as Chair. 
222 
223 Vice Chainnan Daines said she feels the proposal to fonn a committee sounds to her like 
224 an expanded Neighborhood Council group. One of the major complaints she has heard 
225 from the Neighborhood Council's is over occupancy. She feels we need to incorporate the 
226 Neighborhood Council groups as well when the committees are organized. 
227 
228 Councilmember Simmonds said there is also an opportunity for the Council to look at 
229 these questions with a varying group of individuals who can define if there really is a 
230 problem. She asked Councilmember Needham why he feels the two homes on 400 North 
231 should be considered. 
232 
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233 Councilmember Needham said the two homes on 400 North are available right now. He 
234 feels that 400 North is the ideal street to "dress up" and more people will see 
235 improvements on this road. Right now the homes really aren't that vibrant and he feels 
236 this area can be improved. 
237 
238 Chairman Olsen suggested that first, the Council should approve or disapprove to 
239 proceed with the proposal from Councilmember Jensen to form a committee and then in 
240 two weeks come back with specific things the committee would recommend moving 
241 forward. He feels the Neighborhood Council should also be involved. 
242 
243 Vice Chairman Daines said we already have some of the data in place from a Housing 
244 Study that was completed approximately three years ago and the Adam's Neighborhood 
245 Plan which was completed within the last two years. 
246 
247 ACTION. Motion by Councilmember Simmonds seconded by Council member Needham 
248 to approve the Neighborhood Renewal Steering Committee and Task Force 
249 Proposal and that Councilmember Tom Jensen serve as Chair as presented. Motion 
250 carried unanimously. 
251 
252 ACTION ITEMS: 
253 
254 PUBLIC HEARING - Consideration of a proposed resolution that Crumb Brothers 
255 (Rolo Enterprises DBA Crumb Brothers) located at 291 South 300 West, seeks local 
256 governing consent for a variance with regard to proximity of this establishment to 
257 specifically, Kilowatt Park; and includes public or private school, church, public 
258 library, public playground, or park - Resolution 16-03 
259 
260 At the February 2, 2016 Council meeting, Community Development Neighborhood 
261 Improvement James Geier addressed the Council regarding the proposed variance. 
262 Crumb Brothers located at 291 South 300 West is requesting to become a Limited
263 Service Restaurant Liquor license for purposes of alcohol sales and is located beyond 200 
264 feet but less than 600 feet of several community locations. The policy established by 
265 Utah Code Section 32B-1-202 that places proximity restrictions on retail licenses for 
266 purposes of alcohol sales in relation to the Logan High School Campus, Logan South 
267 Campus High School and Kilowatt Park, which are all community locations, should not 
268 apply because the negative impacts the State statute has are not present in this case. 
269 
270 City Attorney Kymber Housley stated the Council is consenting to the granting of a 
271 variance. This is not to grant a license to Crumb Brothers which, is done by the State of 
272 Utah. 
273 
274 Chairman Olsen opened the meeting to a public hearing. 
275 
276 Logan resident? addressed the Council. He said there is clearly a problem with underage 
277 drinking in many parts of the world. The proximity of Crumb Brothers to Logan High 
278 School has been mentioned but there are also several other local businesses where 
279 alcohol is served and are all within 1.5 miles of Logan High School. He said knowing 
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280 that the School Board approves the variance he does as well and would ask the Council to 
281 approve the variance for Crumb Brothers. 
282 
283 Ogden resident Kendra Shard addressed the Council. She owns three restaurants in the 
284 Ogden and Layton area. She is here tonight supporting Crumb Brothers and asked the 
285 Council to approve the variance. 
286 
287 Logan resident LaDawn ? addressed the Council. She lives near Crumb Brothers and she 
288 said this is a great location for people to gather and she supports the variance. 
289 
290 Logan resident Beth Saul addressed the Council and supports the variance for Crumb 
291 Brothers. 
292 
293 There were no further comments and Chairman Olsen closed the public hearing. 
294 
295 Councilmember Needham said he is opposed to the variance and feels that alcohol has 
296 ruined the lives of many people. He would vote against this type of variance every time. 
297 
298 Councilmember Jensen said it was his understanding that alcohol cannot be served 
299 without a meal and alcohol cannot be taken off premise. 
300 
301 Mr. Housley responded the alcohol cannot be taken off premise and not being a drinker 
302 himself, he does not know the rules regarding a meal being served with alcohol. Those 
303 rules are made and regulated by the State of Utah. 
304 
305 ACTION. Motion by Vice Chairman Daines seconded by Councilmember Simmonds to 
306 approve Resolution 16-03 as presented. Motion carried 4-1 (Needham voted nay). 
307 
308 PUBLIC HEARING - Consideration of a proposed code amendment AE Urbia 
309 Architects/John & David R. Brandley, authorized agent/owner(s), request a 5-story 
310 student housing development accommodating 372 students. Application also 
311 includes a text amendment to modify the Campus Residential density calculation 
312 from the traditional unit per acre to a personlbed per acre in order to provide 
313 flexibility for designing multifamily residential developments in the Campus 
314 Residential zoning district. The project is located on 1.54 acres at 743 North 800 
315 East in the Campus Residential (CR) zone - Ordinance 16-05 
316 
317 At the February 2, 2016 Council meeting, Logan City Planner Russ Holley addressed the 
318 Council regarding the proposed code amendment. The applicant is proposing to amend 
319 the Land Development Code 17.12.110 and 17.15.120 so that the maximum densities are 
320 based on number of occupants/beds pre acre rather than current ordinance language, 
321 which limits the number of dwelling units/apartments per acre. The existing maximum 
322 density in the Campus Residential (CR) zone is 40 dwelling units/apartments per acre 
323 with a maximum occupancy of up to 6 individuals per unit (no more than 2 per bedroom). 
324 The proposal is to amend the code to allow 240 occupants per acre configured in any 
325 number of dwelling units/apartments. For example, one could have 240 one-bedroom 
326 apartments, 120 two-bedroom apartments and so on per acre of land in the CR zone. 
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327 Staff conducted research of six college towns throughout the State and Nation to 
328 determine if other cities based densities off total number of beds versus total number of 
329 apartments. All six cities base their densities off apartments/dwelling units per acre. 
330 Throughout zoning history in Logan City, with the exception of group 
331 homes/sororities/fraternities which are individually conditional permitted, maximum 
332 densities have always been based off of dwelling units per acre. The City allows up to 
333 three unrelated individuals per dwelling unit except for the Campus Residential Zone, 
334 which allows up to a maximum of six (6) unrelated per dwelling units. The allowance of 
335 up to 6 individuals does increase overall numbers and gives the option for more 
336 apartment unit size diversity and provide a wider range of housing options. Not all 
337 student housing projects maximize occupancy levels and some in recent years, based on 
338 market demand from young married or similar situations have been built with low 
339 bedroom counts. 
340 
341 The CR zone was created to intentionally locate students near Utah State University for 
342 reasons including, reduced transportation impacts and relief to rental pressures on 
343 traditional single family neighborhoods. The Logan City General Plan indicates a density 
344 range of 30-50 units per acre and general regulations to accomplish goals based on future 
345 growth demands. The CR zone specifically regulates growth and development through 
346 the City's adopted zoning ordinance. Density of up to 240 units per acre would conflict 
347 with the adopted General Plan. Going from 40 units per acre to 240 units per acre would 
348 result in 6 times more kitchens and most likely additional bathrooms and overall square 
349 footages causing utility and infrastructure adjustments. Staff would consider the 
350 probability of sub-letting to increase in 240 one-bedroom apartments' versus 40 six
351 bedroom apartments. 
352 
353 Although the CR zone has been slightly adjusted, or refined, over the past few years 
354 based on being brand news, experience in student housing development and ample 
355 community feedback, staff concludes that the existing code manages growth 
356 appropriately based on the direction given in the General Plan and recommened denial of 
357 this code amendment to the Planning Commission. 
358 
359 On January 14,2016, the Planning Commission voted unanimously on a recommendation 
360 for denial to the Municipal Council for a code amendment in the Campus Residential 
361 zone to allow densities based on number of occupants (240 per acre) rather than number 
362 ofdwelling units (40 units per acre). 
363 
364 The Planning Commission based its decision on the following findings supported in the 
365 administrative record of this project: 
366 
367 1. The Land Development Code's Campus Residential maximum density of 40 
368 units/acre was established through public process with resident input and 
369 neighborhood feedback. 
370 2. The current densities in the CR zone are within the range set forth in the General 
371 Plan with planning and engineering efforts and future growth impacts based on 
372 these figures. 
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373 3. A density of up to 240 units per acre in the Campus Residential zone is not 
374 consistent with the direction of the General Plan. 
375 
376 Chairman Olsen opened the meeting to a public hearing. 
377 
378 Jeremy Raymond, Attorney representing developer John Brandley addressed the Council. 
379 He said the code amendment is simple and straightforward but also very important. What 
380 the code amendment seeks to do is change the determination of density in the Campus 
381 Residential Zone from a unit per acre/occupant per unit method that is currently in affect 
382 to an overall occupant method. The code amendment is only going to apply to the 
383 Campus Residential Zone which is approximately a two block by six block area and the 
384 purpose of this zone is to place the highest density zone in the most appropriate area 
385 which has been identified in the General Plan. Mr. Brandley's proposed amendment is 
386 necessary to bring proposed development to the Campus Residential Zone because it 
387 provides the flexibility to make this project make sense and give students attending USU 
388 diverse options in regards to student housing. They are not seeking to increase the 
389 maximum density at all. Under the current code, 240 occupants are allowed per acre. The 
390 current code incentivizes placing 6 tenants per unit to obtain that maximum density. What 
391 they are seeking to do is switch those incentives and to afford the developer the flexibility 
392 to utilize the maximum density of240. The question is, where do we want the density? 
393 He said after implementation of the amendment the project will still be bound and subject 
394 to other requirements and restrictions that are currently imposed in the Campus 
395 Residential Zone. The proposed text amendment is in line with the General Plan and the 
396 City'S policies and objectives. 
397 
398 Mr. Raymond continued and said there are several benefits with the proposed text 
399 amendment. First, if accommodates student growth, increased walk ability, decreased 
400 travel in cars, improved air quality, quality in variation of student housing and the 
401 students are better served. It also increases our tax base, utility revenues and is a win-win 
402 for all involved. 
403 
404 Logan resident Marilyn Griffin addressed the Council in opposition of the proposed code 
405 amendment. She was alarmed by the proposed amendment to the Campus Residential 
406 Zone because it took quite a bit of time to go through the specifics for that area a few 
407 years ago. She said it's always amazing to her that often there is someone who wants to 
408 change the zoning for their own personal benefit or interest for example, the Factory 
409 Student Housing project. She finds it interesting that nowhere else in Utah is there a zone 
410 that is 240 occupants per acre. She urged the Council to follow the Planning Commission 
411 and deny the proposed amendment. She realizes that parking has to be taken up by 
412 Planning and Zoning but as a resident she expressed her concern. She hopes that one 
413 parking space per bed will be kept in place. Parking is a problem if not addressed and will 
414 negatively affect the residential areas. 
415 
416 Ryan Mackoviak, Architect of the proposed project addressed the Council. What the 
417 developer and design team is saying is there are other ways to do this project without 
418 increasing the number of students that will go in this zone. He would like the Council to 
419 hear more about the benefits of changing things for this project. 
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420 Developer Jolm Brandley addressed the Council. He lives in the Lundstrom Park 
421 Neighborhood and has lived in Logan for the past 15 years. He stated that he is not 
422 changing the zone. This is a code amendment that asks for common sense which is 240 
423 equals 240. The outside of the building does not change and the zoning and height do not 
424 change. He feels the Council should be asking him as a developer to please, even if the 
425 development is not what the General Plan is asking for, please build this housing as big 
426 as you can 50 feet from the University, so we can reclaim our neighborhoods so families 
427 can move into homes. Mr. Brandley said his reasons and desire is to offer USU students 
428 more viable housing options which he thought, seemed to entice members of the Council. 
429 But, concerns about amending the code center on how it would impact future 
430 developments in the Campus Residential Zone. This is a $30 million dollar project which 
431 is a huge investment and he said the policies of the City don ' t always match up with the 
432 vision the General Plan has stated and he is trying to do both. He asked for a decision on 
433 this amendment tonight. 
434 
435 Logan resident Michael Anthony addressed the Council. He said providing more 
436 individual housing units to students will be very beneficial. It will bring more affluent 
437 families sending their kids to USU and in turn they will spend more in the valley. He 
438 feels the real key is to look at the socio economic gain that Logan City will receive. 
439 
440 Logan resident Patti Reeves addressed the Council. She has always lived in an apartment 
441 and feels that people who live in apartments are looked down upon and she said they are 
442 important people. 
443 
444 Jason Hearst res ident of Hyde Park addressed the Council and he is in favor of the code 
445 amendment. He is a USU alumnus and feels the options this development will provide for 
446 students will be very beneficial to live so close to campus and have the ability to walk. To 
447 increase density and pull the illegal rentals out of the neighborhoods is a great idea. 
448 
449 Jed Clark addressed the Council in favor of the proposed amendment and housing 
450 development. He was the bishop of a married student ward and has seen firsthand the 
451 lack of housing for married students and they are the ones moving into the homes in the 
452 neighborhoods, living in basements. Married students really have a hard time finding 
453 housing and this is something that should be addressed. 
454 
455 Dave Brandley, owner of the proposed development property addressed the Council. He 
456 asked the Council to approve the text amendment. He contradicted the earlier comments 
457 made by Marilyn Griffin and said it is not correct to say the project, which cost $30 
458 million dollars, is for their own personal benefit. He and others involved in this project 
459 really care about the students. 
460 
461 There were no further comments and Chairman Olsen closed the public hearing. 
462 
463 Mayor Petersen said the information that was presented to him and the Council from 
464 Orem City lists a maximum occupancy of 160 but tonight it was mentioned that is was a 
465 minimum occupancy of 160. 
466 
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467 Planner Russ Holley responded that he spoke to David Stroud, Orem City Planner who 
468 said that the density in Orem's Student Housing Overlay Zone is 160 occupancy units per 
469 gross acre. A developer may come in and request a site specific planned development and 
470 use a lower or higher maximum occupant unit or they may request a total dwelling unit 
471 per acre. Student housing density is typically done based on occupancy units per acre. An 
472 occupant unit is a bedroom of 110 square feet or less . Over 110 square feet becomes two 
473 occupancy units. So, if an apartment has three bedrooms all over 110 square feet, the 
474 occupancy IS SIX. 

475 
476 Mayor Petersen asked what is the configuration that is being proposed with the Blue 
477 Haven project? 
478 
479 David Brandley responded the configuration is broken up into two, three and four 
480 occupant units. Primarily they are four occupant bedrooms because they are mostly 
481 addressing younger students but they also have options for two and three bedrooms 
482 (occupants per bedroom). He said the last research he completed did not include an 
483 overlay zone and had minimum beds per acre. He has not yet reviewed the information 
484 provided by Orem City. 
485 
486 Community Development Director Mike DeSimone said the amendment request is not to 
487 increase density but how we calculate people per acre. Staffs concern is how we manage 
488 occupancy. If there are six students in an apartment that is less likely to be over occupied 
489 than if you build a one bedroom apartment where there is enough room to add other 
490 occupants and there needs to be a way to manage the potential for over occupancy. He 
491 feels the way its written now is too wide open and there is no way to manage it. He 
492 suggested going back to the Planning Commission with parameters and then craft 
493 different language. 
494 
495 Councilmember Simmonds said if the Council were to send this back to the Planning 
496 Commission does the Council need to approve or disapprove at tonight's meeting. 
497 
498 Mr. Housley responded the developer has the right for a decision to be made by the 
499 Council tonight. 
500 
501 Council member Simmonds said she is nervous about applying this to the entire zone and 
502 feels it's worth looking at again. There have been a lot of challenges with the Campus 
503 Residential Zone and she believes that we have tried to thoughtfully respect both the 
504 community and our need for greater density through the ways we've change the zone 
505 over time and she would hate to approve a "blanket" change without having further input 
506 from the Planning Commission and the Planning Department. 
507 
508 Councilmember Jensen said he is in favor of this amendment because it just makes sense. 
509 The students will go somewhere either into a housing project like this or they will find 
510 something further away from campus, likely a neighborhood. By creating options it will 
511 attract students away from the neighborhoods and closer to the University. There were 
512 concerns because there were concerns with the Independence and Factory Student 
513 Housing projects. He suggested an overlay that would limit this away from 600 East so it 
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514 gives a buffer to the Adam's Neighborhood. He said there is a number of ways to enforce 
515 density, parking is one way. There are also ways to monitor the usage of water and other 
516 metered utilities and we could through a device on a meter, track the usage of water and 
517 if someone is using excess water every day and they are a single occupant and that usage 
518 goes up it would alert us to the possibility of over occupancy. 
519 
520 Mr. DeSimone recommended the Council do this with a Conditional Use permit process 
521 that way the Council can look at a specific property in the Campus Residential Zone. This 
522 would also apply to new projects as opposed to older projects to manage the impact of 
523 additional parking and also meet some of those standards. Mr. Brandley is going to build 
524 to the extreme of the property either way with height, size and bulk. The project will also 
525 have landscaping and parking. It's internally what they are going to do and if we can 
526 manage the impacts is it really an issue because it will still be done with the net gain of 
527 occupants. The concern is how we manage over occupancy. He suggested the Council 
528 look at how they want to manage and narrow the impact and remand it back to the 
529 Planning Commission. 
530 
531 Vice Chairman Daines said she is not comfortable with the way the amendment is 
532 currently written and likes the idea of sending it back to the Planning Commission. 
533 
534 Councilmember Jensen said he would like to have an amendment that works for the 
535 community and protects the neighborhood but also allows the students to have a variety 
536 of housing. 
537 
538 Attorney Jeremy Raymond said Mr. Brandley would like a decision from the Council 
539 tonight either to approve or deny. 
540 
541 Mr. Holley said Blue Square was built at 40 dwelling units to the acre but it was a 
542 different code back then with heights, bonuses and setback that were in place. It was not 
543 built per bed or occupant. It was built per apartment. 
544 
545 Mr. Housley said the proponent indicated there is no practical difference in enforcement 
546 and not speaking to the policy issue, he feels there is a way to get to what they want to do 
547 that will address our concerns as well. As currently written, there is a major difference 
548 with enforcement. Right now we can go to anyone unit and determine whether it's over 
549 occupied. With this proposal we would essentially have to do an inventory of all the 
550 units. He said a possible solution is a combination, they can go up to 240 beds but then 
551 define those beds based on if it's a studio they can't have more than one person, if there 
552 are two beds they can't have more than two occupants, etc. From an enforcement 
553 standpoint then it would be the same and we could go to one unit in that development and 
554 ifbuilt as a studio we know they can't have more than one person. How they decide to 
555 rent the unit is up to the landowner but we can at least determine a hard count. The way 
556 it's currently written, we just have to do a count of the entire development before we can 
557 determine if we have over occupancy and it cannot be enforced. 
558 
559 Mr. John Brandley addressed the Council and said he has other options including 
560 working with the University to bring this housing to campus. He asked if the Council 
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561 wants students in the Campus Residential or do they want more students in family 
562 neighborhoods. He is willing to invest in Logan and the growth that is coming. If not then 
563 he can move onto some other community or work with the University. He would like a 
564 decision made tonight. 
565 
566 Councilmember Needham stated that he would like to see this project go forward. He 
567 feels that if it can go back to the Planning Commission then a compromise can be made. 
568 
569 Mr. John Brandley said the Planning Commission changed the code seven times during 
570 their last meeting. His project has met the code since the beginning and he was tabled 
571 from the meeting and the Planning Commission would not let him speak. He does not 
572 feel the Planning Commission knows their role or what they should do and it's very 
573 frustrating. He feels that he has gone out of his way to meet the General Code and it will 
574 not be harder to enforce the way things are now. 
575 
576 Councilmember Simmonds said the Council's responsibility is to do the best they can for 
577 Logan City. She believes the Planning Commission works very hard and they have a 
578 difficult job to do and they know the zoning codes and the General Plan. She is not 
579 saying by recommending denial that she does not think that we should look at options but 
580 she feels the Council needs to take time to look at those options and it should not be done 
581 universally across the zone but perhaps site by site. 
582 
583 Mayor Petersen said he is not sure that this simple text amendment is the right solution. 
584 What he does believe is that our current code provides the wrong incentives. He said 
585 there has never been adequate housing for married students. He feels we need a code that 
586 provides incentives for greater diversity and we are not where we need to be. 
587 
588 Mr. Housley reminded the Council this is a text amendment that applies to the entire zone 
589 and they have to look at the worst case scenario and that is why Staff is cautious realizing 
590 that something needs to be done but the current language does not work. 
591 
592 Mr. DeSimone said the Campus Residential zone is from 600 East to 800 East and 400 
593 North to 1000 North. 
594 
595 Councilmember Jensen said he feels this is a good thing to do but the text needs to be re
596 worked and would hope that the developer would recognize this as well. 
597 
598 Mr. DeSimone stated he will have new language drafted and ready to present to the 
599 Council on March 1. It will also go the Planning Commission on February 25. 
600 
601 ACTION. Motion by Councilmember Simmonds seconded by Vice Chairman Daines to 
602 deny Ordinance 16-05 as presented. Motion carried 3-2 to deny (Needham abstained 
603 and Olsen voted nay to deny). 
604 
605 Councilmember Simmonds asked Staff to explore ways that we can accommodate 
606 student population per acre instead of a unit per acre in the Campus Residential Zone. 
607 
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608 Consideration of a proposed ordinance amending Sections 10.52.040 of the Logan 
609 Municipal Code regarding Vehicle Impounding - Ordinance 16-07 
610 
611 At the February 2, 2016 Council meeting, Logan Police Gary Jensen addressed the 
612 Council regarding the proposed ordinance. The proposed amendment is the following: 

613 B. Vehicle Impoundment After Notice: A vehicle not subject to impoundment under 
614 subsection A of this section may be impounded with notice in compliance with this 
615 section. Notice of such proposed impoundment must be securely attached to and 
616 conspicuously displayed on the vehicle for a period of se\'enty two (72) Ilours prior 
617 to suell impoundment forty-eight hours (48) prior to such impoundment. Where 
618 the vehicle's owner is ascertainable, if possible, verbal notice must be attempted via 
619 telephone or at the registered owners address.(mailed to the owner at the 
620 address OR the "lehiele's registntioR). A vehicle may only be towed with notice for 
621 the following reasons: 

622 1. When such vehicle is parked and/or used in violation of any law, ordinance, or 
623 regulation; 

624 2. When such vehicle is an abandoned or junked vehicle (State Code 41-6a-1408 defines 
625 abandoned as left unattended for 48 hours on a highway or road); or 

626 ACTION. Motion by Councilmember Simmonds seconded by Vice Chairman Daines to 
627 adopt Ordinance 16-07 as presented. Motion carried unanimously. 
628 
629 Consideration of a proposed ordinance amending Chapter 2.19 of the Logan 
630 Municipal Code regarding Police and Fire Residency Requirements - Ordinance 16
631 04 
632 
633 At the January 19,2016 and again at the February 2,2016 Council meeting, Chief Gary 
634 Jensen addressed the Council regarding the proposed ordinance amending the language 
635 by eliminating that an employee of the department of public safety of the municipality 
636 live within twelve highway miles of their place of employment. 
637 
638 The proposed change is to clarify that Public Safety is Police and Fire. Also, the 
639 Municipal Council requires that sworn full-time officers of the Logan City Police 
640 Department and firefighters and fire officers of the Logan City Fire Department to 
641 resident within the boundaries of Cache County, and no further than 17 miles from the 
642 Logan City office building 190 North 100 West Logan, Utah such that their response 
643 time in an emergency may be within the requirements of the department. 
644 
645 ACTION. Motion by Vice Chairman Daines seconded by Councilmember Jensen to 
646 adopt Ordinance 16-04 as presented. Motion carried unanimously. 
647 
648 PUBLIC HEARING - Budget Adjustment FY 2015-2016 appropriating: $26,000 
649 Police Department rolling stock reserves for the purchase of a replacement vehicle 
650 Resolution 16-05 
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651 At the February 2, 2016 Council meeting, Finance Director Richard Anderson addressed 
652 the Council regarding the proposed budget adjustment. 
653 
654 Chairman Olsen opened the meeting to a public hearing. 
655 
656 There were no comments and Chairman Olsen closed the public hearing. 
657 
658 ACTION. Motion by Councilmember Simmonds seconded by Vice Chairman Daines to 
659 approve Resolution 16-05 as presented. Motion carried unanimously. 
660 
661 Consideration for adoption of a resolution of the Municipal Council of Logan City, 
662 Utah authorizing the issuance and sale of not more than $110,000,000 aggregate 
663 principal amount of Sewer Treatment Revenue Bonds, Series 2016; and related 
664 matters - Resolution 16-04 
665 
666 Finance Director Richard Anderson addressed the Council and said he does not anticipate 
667 that we will borrow the entire $110,000,000 and right now the estimated loan amount is 
668 $80,000,000 but that could change based on when rates are adopted and how we proceed 
669 with construction. 
670 
671 Matt Dugdale with George K. Baum addressed the Council regarding the proposed 
672 resolution. He commended Rich Anderson, Environmental Director Issa Hamud and 
673 Mayor Petersen for their work during a three year process negotiating with the State on 
674 the best financing for the bond. The State approached Logan City to move forward and 
675 close on the bond which is currently scheduled to occur on March 22, 2016. A public 
676 hearing will be held at the March 15, 2016 Council meeting and at that time the Council 
677 will be presented with the final bond resolution. 
678 
679 Councilmember Simmonds asked will this new bond affect the City's overall bond rating. 
680 
681 Mr. Dugdale responded the City currently does not have an outstanding bond rating and 
682 they are privately held. The new bond will not affect the rating. 
683 
684 Mr. Anderson added that while this does not affect our Geo bond rating or any other bond 
685 ratings that the City might have, we certainly need to raise rates and Council should be 
686 aware this needs to be done. What raising the rates does is that anyone interested in 
687 purchasing our debt either Geo, General Fund or otherwise, the insurance properly 
688 leveraged on those other bonds are paid back so there aren't any issues. Once we issue 
689 the bonds we are guaranteeing that we will raise rates in order to have sufficient funding 
690 to pay them back. Because we are issuing bonds from the State and if we don't use the 
691 bonds to build a sewer treatment facility, we would simply return the money and the only 
692 cost would be the fees for issuing the bonds. 
693 
694 ACTION. Motion by Councilmember Simmonds seconded by Councilmember Needham 
695 to approve Resolution 16-04 as presented. Motion carried unanimously. 
696 
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697 Consideration of a proposed ordinance amending Sections of the Logan Municipal 
698 Code regarding signup for utilities service, amending Section 13.16.050 - Ordinance 
699 16-06 
700 
701 At the February 2, 2016 Council Meeting, Finance Director Richard Anderson addressed 
702 the Council regarding the proposed ordinance which is the following: 
703 
704 Application and agreement to pay for electricity, water, sewer and refuse service must be 
705 made at the same time and must be signed by the owner (or his agent) of the property or 
706 the tenant. The utilities customer shall be liable under this agreement for services 
707 furnished. and the tenant. OVlners of real property shall remain liable under their 
708 agreement for all service furnished under the combined utility service billing not paid by 
709 the tenant. (Prior Code § 8-5-5) 

710 Councilmember Simmonds asked how does having owners or tenants sign up for utilities 
711 affect our ability to collect money that is owed if they leave town without paying their 
712 bill. 

713 Mr. Anderson responded our bad debt is extremely low. If we were to have the utilities 
714 in the owner's name, the debt would possibly be even lower. This is managed very well, 
715 we are quick to react and have the abili ty to tum off the electricity of someone who has 
716 not paid. 

717 ACTION. Motion by Councilmember Simmonds seconded by Vice Chairman Daines to 
718 adopt Ordinance 16-06 as presented. Motion carried unanimously. 
719 
720 WORKSHOP ITEMS: 
721 
722 Budget Adjustment FY 2015-2016 appropriating: $60,000 to increase the budget for 
723 pro shop sales and cost of goods sold at the Logan River Golf Course; $24,000 for 
724 the reimbursement to the Parks & Recreation budget for expenses incurred for 
725 maintenance of the Ice Rink - Resolution 16-08 - Richard Anderson, Finance 
726 Director 
727 
728 Finance Director Richard Anderson addressed the Council regarding the proposed budget 
729 adjustments. 
730 
731 The proposed resolution will be an action item and public hearing at the March 1,2016 
732 Council meeting. 
733 
734 Discussion: Capital Improvement Projects - Richard Anderson 
735 
736 At the February 2,2016 Council meeting, Finance Director Richard Anderson addressed 
737 the Council regarding the Capital Improvement Projects and referred the Council to the 
738 printed Capital Projects Summary and attaclunents. He stated this list has gone out to 
739 departments for their review. 
740 
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741 
742 
743 
744 
745 
746 
747 
748 
749 
750 
751 
752 
753 
754 
755 
756 
757 
758 
759 
760 
761 
762 
763 
764 
765 
766 
767 
768 
769 
770 
771 
772 
773 
774 
775 
776 
777 
778 
779 
780 
781 
782 
783 
784 
785 
786 
787 

Fund 100 - General Fund 
Police 
Fire 
Public Works Class C 
Public Works Streets 
Public Works Facilities 
Parks & Recreation 
SUBTOTAL 

Fund 200 - Library 

$600,000 
$65,000 
$64,000 
$729,000 

Fund 211 - Recreation Center Maintenance 
Fund 217 - Communication Center 
Fund 235 - Redevelopment Agency 
Fund 300 - Capital Projects 
Fund 500 - Golf Course 
Fund 510 - Water & Sewer 
Fund 520 - Sewer Treatment 
Fund 530 - Electric 
Fund 570 - Environmental Health 
Fund 580 - Storm Water Management 
Fund 600 - Information Technology 
TOTAL 

$7,500 
$20,000 
$182,500 
$675,351 

$1 ,500,000 
$3 ,000,000 
$9,387,000 
$9,320,000 
$810,000 
$39,807 
$25,671,158 

Vice Chairman Daines referred to the following items in the list of Capital Improvement 
Projects and asked for clarification. 

Question: Fund 100 Public Works Class C - Why isn ' t there a 2017 budget in this fund 
and is the total amount listed in Fiscal year 2018 and 2019? 

Public Works Director Mark Nielsen responded the bond will be paid so the balloon 
payment is due at the end of the next Fiscal budget year and will take all of the allocated 
money from that fund. The entire Class C amount each year is approximately $1.3 
million dollars. 

Finance Director Richard Anderson added that funding for Class C projects will go up 
from the changes made after last year's legislative session but at this time we don't know 
what that amount will be. 

Question: Regarding the 1400 North 600 West intersection, it shows the money split in 
2018 and 2019. Does this mean it won't be completed until 2019? 

Mr. Nielsen responded the intersection is engineered and the funding is strictly for 
construction which will be completed in 2019. 

Question: Regarding 1000 North 200 West, rather than having 1000 North torn up for 
two years would it be possible to complete the project all in one year. 
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788 Mr. Nielsen responded they can delay construction for one year and complete the work 
789 all in one year if needed. 
790 
791 Mr. Anderson said one thing to keep in mind regarding the 300 Fund. The funding 
792 mechanism with this is savings from the General Fund. He reminded the Council that last 
793 year we had to help the Golf Course in their budget so this fund is contingent on the 
794 savings being there and other projects not coming in and taking this funding. 
795 
796 Mr. Anderson said regarding the proposed new Library building which, he indicated is 
797 listed only as a place holder in the amount of $15 million dollars. If the new Library is 
798 not built there are several upgrades and things that must be done on the current Library 
799 including heating, cooling, windows, carpeting, etc. 
800 
801 Vice Chairman Daines feels the amount listed for Recreation Center upgrades is 
802 underfunded. 
803 
804 Question: Fund 100 Parks & Recreation - There is an amount of $50,000 for a 
805 playground at the new Trapper Park and the trail and road are not completed at this time. 
806 Should this amount be moved to other projects until the road and trail are completed? 
807 
808 Parks & Recreation Director Russ Akina responded that the connection at 1600 West is to 
809 buy additional frontage to widen the road. The proposal to purchase the playground 
810 equipment is listed at $40,000 and the remaining section of the trail is due to be 
811 completed this Spring and that would make the connection to allow people to get from 
812 10th West to Trapper Park. Until we get the Thatcher property access addressed we would 
813 not have complete trail access to Trapper Park but there is another trail access from 1800 
814 South. The playground equipment is also being proposed as a RAPZ project. 
815 
816 Fund 217 Communication Center - Is this entirely self funded? 
817 
818 Mr. Anderson said this fund is kept separate so anything that is paid from this fund would 
819 come from those resources. We also charge an administrative fee in the amount of 
820 $130,000 which pays for payroll and support services. 
821 
822 Question: Fund 510 Water & Sewer - There are several expenses listed for 1150 North, 
823 400 East and 500 East. Are those paid by impact fees? 
824 
825 Mr. Nielsen responded we do get some impact fees but those projects are actually repairs 
826 of sewer lines that already exist so we do not get impact fees. 
827 
828 Vice Chairman Daines said she would like more information regarding the $10 million 
829 dollars for the Third Dam project and another $9 million dollars budgeted in 2019. 
830 
831 Mayor Petersen stated there is a draft report on this project that Vice Chairman Daines 
832 can review. 
833 
834 
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835 Vice Chairman Daines said asked about the landfill road in the Environmental Fund for 
836 2017. 
837 
838 Mr. Anderson responded that funding was appropriated in the current year that will carry 
839 forward from 2016 to 2017. 
840 
841 OTHER CONSIDERATIONS: 
842 
843 Mayor Petersen said he is concerned that the Council didn't consider all of the options on 
844 the Brandley property that was presented earlier in the meeting. The Council has before 
845 them a proposed amendment to an ordinance but feels it would have been appropriate to 
846 amend what was presented. 
847 
848 Mr. Housley responded that a certain text amendment was noticed and if that text 
849 amendment were to substantially change the public could question it because it would not 
850 have been what was noticed. It the amendment is keeping the intent and changing the 
851 wording slightly, that would be appropriate. If it's going a different direction or if 
852 additional regulation is included then the Council should ere on the side of caution and go 
853 back through the Planning Commission. 
854 
855 Mayor Petersen said although the developer, John Brandley demanded and received a 
856 decision it wasn' t mandatory that a decision be made tonight. The Council could have 
857 continued the decision. 
858 
859 Mr. Housley said yes, the Council could have continued making a decision but the code 
860 requires the Council to make a decision yea or nay. 
861 
862 Mayor Petersen said he feels the possibility existed that the Council could have modified 
863 the text amendment without it going back to the Planning Commission. 
864 
865 Mr. Housley responded it could have been done through a continuance but the developer 
866 wanted a decision tonight. He doesn't know what the amendment would be so it's hard to 
867 say whether it could have been done tonight or if it needs to go back to the Planning 
868 Commission. 
869 
870 Chairman Olsen feels the Council should not walk away from the opportunity to have 
871 that concentration of students right on the edge of campus. If the Council wants to 
872 reconsider, there is no parliamentary procedure that if someone voted for a motion and 
873 then changes their mind, they can request that the issue be reconsidered. 
874 
875 Mr. Housley responded that is correct and Council can ask for the decision made earlier 
876 to be reconsidered. 
877 
878 Vice Chairman Daines said Mr. Brandley was offered the opportunity to have further 
879 discussion but he wanted a yes or no decision made tonight. 
880 
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881 Mayor Petersen said what Mr. Brandley saw as an alternative was another three months 
882 going back through the Planning Commission. 
883 
884 Councilmember Simmonds said she does not feel the Council made a mistake in denying 
885 the amendment. She believes that the Council is responsible to craft and pass the best 
886 possible ordinances they can. What was presented is a structural shift in the way we 
887 define zoning in the Campus Residential area. We as a City and Council should take the 
888 time to get it right. She is not saying that the Council would not let them have 240 people 
889 but she feels we should not let every building in Campus Residential have that many 
890 people and if the Council had passed the amendment tonight they would have allowed 
891 every potential building on 600 East and anywhere in the Campus Residential area to 
892 have that same capacity. 
893 
894 Mayor Petersen agreed but the Council should not have taken action that completely 
895 closed the door on Mr. Brandley's project and it could have been continued. He requested 
896 that Community Development Director Mike DeSimone evaluate a modification to the 
897 ordinance. 
898 
899 Community Development Director Mike DeSimone said there are some very important 
900 points to remember. The Factory student housing project is being built at its utmost 
901 highest density so they are getting the maximum number of occupants as are other 
902 projects. We would allow a project to max out their number of occupancy based on what 
903 the code allows but it's the way we measure that occupancy and density that is the 
904 distinction. As far as remanding this back to the Planning Commission, that will take 
905 three months and will allow Staff enough time to put together a proposal that makes 
906 sense for everyone. 
907 
908 Mr. Housley said the challenge is the Council can't look at this as just an individual 
909 project. It's a text amendment that applies to everyone and that's why it's important to 
910 look at this thoroughly. It's unfortunate that Mr. Brandley wanted a decision from the 
911 Council tonight. 
912 
913 Councilmember Jensen said he appreciates Mayor Petersen voicing his concern. He made 
914 approved the amendment but didn't have the confidence that it wouldn't have unforeseen 
915 consequences in other parts of the zone. 
916 
917 Mr. Housley said if the changes are to create an overlay zone or a conditional use pennit 
918 then it has to go back to the Planning Commission because it is a substantial change. 
919 
920 Councilmember Simmonds said the Council voted down the proposed text amendment so 
921 the Council could then ask Staff to craft an amendment that gets to the idea of whether 
922 it's an overall or conditional use pennit, run it through the Planning Commission and 
923 then bring it back again to the Council. 
924 
925 Councilmember Jensen said that is not what the Council voted to do. 
926 
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927 Mayor Petersen said the Council voted to send it back to the Planning Commission but he 
928 feels it should come directly back to the Council. 
929 
930 Mr. DeSimone said if the changes are substantially different than what is before the 
931 Council right now then it should go back to the Planning Commission. If it's simply 
932 changing a few words in the text amendment then it's probably fine to come back to the 
933 Council. 
934 
935 ACTION. Motion by Councilmember Jensen seconded by Council member Needham to 
936 continue Ordinance 16-05 to allow for minor text amendments and bring back to 
937 the Council as presented. Motion carried 3-2 (Simmonds and Daines voted nay). 
938 
939 Councilmember Simmonds said the overlay or the conditional use permit is considered a 
940 substantial change and it would have to go back to the Planning Commission. That is 
941 what she thought the Council agreed to by denying the text amendment the way it was 
942 written and agreed to send it back to the Planning Commission and create a structure 
943 where it would be permissible. 
944 
945 Mr. Housley said we can start the Planning Commission process and look at an overlay 
946 zone or conditional use permit, something that is substantial and then at the same time 
947 can consider minor changes to the language. Then, in the event the Council can ' t come to 
948 an agreement then at least we have started the process with the Planning Commission. 
949 
950 ADJOURN to meeting of the Logan Redevelopment Agency. 
951 
952 Chairman Herm Olsen welcomed everyone to the Logan Redevelopment Agency 
953 meeting. 
954 
955 WORKSHOP ITEM: 
956 
957 Consideration of a proposed resolution approving Agency Assistance in 
958 Neighborhood Nonprofit Housing Corporation's "Welcome Home - Own in Logan" 
959 Program - Resolution 16-07 RDA - Kirk Jensen, Economic Development Director 
960 
961 Economic Development Director Kirk Jensen addressed the Council regarding the 
962 proposed resolution. He stated that the Neighborhood Nonprofit Housing Corporation, in 
963 partnership with Logan City, has offered "Welcome Home: Own in Logan!" since 2003. 
964 Households must make less than 80% of the area median income; new construction, 
965 condominiums, and town homes are excluded. The continued intent of the program is to 
966 encourage families to purchase and care for homes that might otherwise be purchased by 
967 non-occupant owners. Individual grant amounts, matched savings funding, and additional 
968 grant funding for rehabilitation of purchased homes has varied over the past 13 years to 
969 more specifically address city goals and needs. The RDA Committee has recently 
970 changed the recapture policy so that the initial $5,000 city investment is now never 
971 forgiven. The matching funds (up to $2,500) still have a ten year recapture period before 
972 that portion is forgiven. 
973 
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974 To date, the program has provided $1,213,825 in funding to help 195 families purchase 
975 homes. The average income of participants is $31,611 or 63% of the area median income. 
976 The average home was built in 1962, and the average purchase price is $129,567. A total 
977 of 84% of all program participants are still in their homes. These statistics demonstrate 
978 that the program is working as intended; families are purchasing older homes in Logan 
979 City, and they are staying in them. During 2015, 24 families qualified for the Welcome 
980 Home program and became first-time homebuyers. Of these qualified families, 16 used 
981 RDA funds totaling $108,250, seven used $50,000 in CDBG funds and one used NNHC 
982 Recapture funds for $5,000. 
983 
984 NNHC has currently expended all available Welcome Home funding that was awarded to 
985 NNHC from both RDA and CDBG. NNHC is planning to apply for more CDBG funds 
986 but these funds will not be available until July 2016. In order to maintain the program and 
987 to assist Logan City in its efforts to attract home buyers to the city, we would request 
988 $75,000 in RDA Affordable Housing funds. We appreciate Logan City'S support for 
989 affordable housing and interest in strengthening your neighborhoods, and look forward to 
990 working together in the future . 
991 
992 The proposed resolution will be an action item and public hearing at the March 1, 2016 
993 Council meeting. 
994 
995 ADJOURNED. There being no further business to come before the Council, the meeting 
996 of the Logan Municipal Council adjourned at 8:30 p.m. 
997 
998 
999 

1000 Teresa Harris, City Recorder 
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