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Logan Municipal Council       Logan, Utah               July 17, 2012 

 

 Minutes of the meeting of the Logan Municipal Council convened in regular 

session on Tuesday, July 17, 2012 at 5:30 p.m. in the Logan City Municipal Council 

Chamber, 290 North 100 West, Logan, Utah. Chairman Dean Quayle conducting. 

 

 Council members present at the beginning of the meeting: Chairman Dean 

Quayle, Vice Chairman Holly Daines, Councilmember Herm Olsen, Karl B. Ward and 

Councilmember Tom Jensen. Administration present: Mayor Randy Watts,  City 

Attorney Kymber Housley, Finance Director Richard Anderson and City Recorder Teresa 

Harris.   

 

 OPENING CEREMONY.  
 

The Old Lyric Repertory Theatre provided the opening ceremony and led the audience in 

the pledge of allegiance.  

 

Chairman Dean Quayle welcomed those present. There were approximately 40 citizens in 

the audience at the beginning of the meeting.  

 

 Meeting Minutes.  Minutes of the council meeting from June 19, 2012 were 

reviewed and approved with minor changes.   

 

   Meeting Agenda.  Chairman Quayle announced at tonight’s meeting there would 

be five public hearings.  

 

Meeting Schedule.  Chairman Quayle announced that regular council meetings 

would be held the first and third Tuesdays of the month at 5:30 p.m. The next regular 

council meeting is Tuesday, August 7, 2012.  

 

QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS FOR MAYOR AND COUNCIL.  

 

Logan resident Bill Bower addressed the council regarding the canal in his neighborhood 

in the area of 1000 North. He stated this is a problem area for mosquito’s and asked the 

council if something could be done to alleviate this problem.  

 

Mayor Watts responded he will bring this to the attention of Logan City Forester Joe 

Archer and see if something can be done regarding the mosquitos.  

 

Logan resident Crystal Burningham 232 East 1100 North addressed the council regarding 

the 200 East Project and the problems in this area, specifically the proposed roundabouts 

and safety issues with the final design. She provided each of the council members a 

petition of 613 signatures from affected residents who are against roundabouts and the 

final design for the 200 East improvements project and safety of pedestrians between 400 

North and 1200 North. She and others prefer a traditional intersection with a traffic light, 

not a roundabout. While canvassing for this petition, 3 major safety concerns about 

having a roundabout on 1000 North-200 East were noted: 
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1.  A roundabout on the corner of 1000 North-200 East will endanger the lives of the 

Logan Middle School children who walk to school. They feel that cars don’t stop for 

pedestrians on 200 East. 

 

2.  Many adults expressed concerns about safely driving their car through a roundabout at 

1000 North and said they already avoid driving on 1800 North because of the existing 

roundabout. 

 

3.  Logan citizens who live on 200 East, 1000 North have a difficult time getting safely 

out of their driveways now. Some neighborhoods fear they will never be able to get out 

of their driveways. 

 

Logan Public Works Director Mark Nielsen stated the 200 East project will be addressed 

at the September 4, 2012 council meeting. He stated the council can decided tonight if 

they want an intersection with traffic lights at Center Street and 200 East and then a 

future discussion will not be needed and will work as well as a roundabout. He said an 

intersection with traffic lights will not affect the one-way couplets.  He will provide the 

council with additional information regarding the safety of roundabouts. 

 

Logan resident Charlotte Smith addressed the council regarding the 200 East project. She 

said the residents in the area of 500 North and 200 East do not want a roundabout at that 

location.  

 

Logan resident John Delaney addressed the council regarding the current protest laws. He 

feels the current laws are too restrictive and requested a free speech zone.  

 

City Attorney Kymber Housley responded what Mr. Delaney is referring to is a special 

event permit and is not required to protest. Logan City has a free speech zone which is 

located between the Loan City Library and the Light and Power Administration building 

along Main Street. He asked that Mr. Delaney contact his office regarding the policy and 

he will give him more information.  

 

MAYOR/ STAFF REPORTS. 

 

Freedom Fire Report – Russ Akina and Steering Committee. 

 

Parks and Recreation Director Russ Akina addressed the council regarding the recent 

Freedom Fire event that was held on July 3, 2012. He recognized committee members 

who are in attendance at tonight’s meeting and thanked them for serving on the 

committee. Those in attendance are Michael Bankhead, Michael Huff and Denise 

Albiston from the Caine College of the Arts. He thanked Holly Fjeldsted who served on 

the committee but was unable to attend tonight’s meeting. He also thanked Logan Fire, 

Logan Police and other city departments who helped with this event. One thing he 

observed this year is how many more occupied seats were on the west side of the stadium 

and he wondered if this was due to the extremely warm weather.  In all there were under 

just under 11,000 tickets sold and the revenue met the sponsorship budget that supports 

this event in the amount of $50,000. Another revenue item received was from the Cache 

County RAPZ Tax in the amount of $20,000. Dancers participating in the event were 
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charged a $5.00 fee which also helped with the costs. USU contributed $10,000 to the 

revenue side of the event. In all they exceeded their budget of $211,504 which is a 

$22,655 loss for the City.  Last year there was a loss of $60,802.  This year’s total 

expenses came in at $234,159. They were able to save money on the technical side in this 

year’s show.  In terms of the show itself, he is not prepared tonight to talk about plans for 

next year’s show and will in a future council meeting provide that information to the 

council. The committee will meet and talk about plans for 2013. He said this was a 

terrific show and he has received a lot of compliments. The Logan City Fire Department 

was very sensitive to the issue of the fallout of the fireworks and they were prepared if 

there were problems. He thanked the Logan City Police Department for managing the 

traffic after the show and said its’ always a challenge to get that many people out of the 

stadium and also handle pedestrians and cars who are watching the fireworks outside the 

stadium.  

 

Councilmember Olsen asked how many tickets were sold in the different prices ranges of 

$10, $15 and $25. Also, how many of those tickets sold were from the County and how 

many from Logan City.  

 

Fireworks committee member Denise Albiston responded that tickets were evenly 

purchased across the different price points. She also said there was an even split of those 

purchasing tickets that reside in Logan City and those in Cache County.  

 

Councilmember Olsen stated those numbers will show that the Cache County RAPZ 

funding is going not only to Logan City but also to those residing in Cache County.  

 

Councilmember Daines said the amount of $22,655 is still a substantial amount over 

budget.  

 

Councilmember Jensen said progress is being made and is a substantially less amount 

than last year’s loss of $60,802. 

 

Ms. Albiston stated there were 26 fewer tickets sold this year than last year’s ticket sales.  

 

Mr. Akina said tickets prices this year are on the mark in the amounts of $10, $15 and 

$25.  

 

Finance Director Richard Anderson said Logan City had a budget of $200,000 for 

revenues and $200,000 for expense. We did not have a budget of $200,000 net expense. 

The $22,655 loss will need to be addressed with a future budget adjustment that will 

come before the council.  

 

Councilmember Daines said this is a one night event and there are other areas in the City 

that need funding such as the Willow Park Zoo. If we can’t make the firework show break 

even we need to decide if it’s worth continuing another year versus the funding going to 

something else.  

 

Mr. Akina will come back to the council in August with a proposal for 2013.   
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COUNCIL BUSINESS.  

 

No items of council business at tonight’s meeting.  

 

ACTION ITEMS. 

 

PUBLIC HEARING – Consideration of a proposed ordinance amending Section 

17.40 (Signs) of the Land Development Code – Ordinance 12-43. 

 

Mr. DeSimone addressed the Council and said staff is proposing to amend Section 17.40 

(Signs) of the Land Development Code in response to a number of different issues. First, 

the temporary signage standards are proposed for change based on a recent legal option 

regarding temporary signs. Second, last year the City Council directed staff to initiate an 

amendment to the Sign Code to address concerns over the use and operation of EMD’s 

and third, in response to a difference of interpretation of sign standards downtown, there 

are a number of proposed amendments that address window wraps, historic district 

signage, and alternative forms of temporary advertising.  

 

At the Planning Commission meeting held on May 10, 2012, the Planning Commission 

recommended approval to the Municipal Council for amendments to the Land 

Development Code Section 17.40.  

 

Community Development Director Mike DeSimone addressed the Council and stated the 

issue of political signs was addressed and the language was changed to meet the concerns 

of Councilmember Daines. The EMD section was also changed to include the 

suggestions that were made.  

 

Councilmember Ward asked about window signs and window coverings and referred 

specifically to lettering in the business windows in the downtown which are allowed on 

the ground level of the business. He said there are businesses that have lettering on the 

second floor window and in the proposed code this would be in violation of the code.  

 

Mr. DeSimone stated the intent was not to create a façade full of signs in every window 

and have it only on the pedestrian level.  

 

Mr. Housley stated there would be grandfathered signs such as the window sign of the 

law office building in the downtown area. Future signs like these would not be allowed.  

 

Councilmember Jensen stated some of the business owners want the audience to be the 

traffic moving up and down Main Street. This is opposite to what we want to do in the 

downtown which is pedestrian signage. Large signs are not needed in the historic district.  

 

Chairman Quayle opened the meeting to a public hearing. 

 

Logan Downtown Alliance Manager Gary Saxton addressed the Council. He wants to 

make sure the Council adopts what the Downtown Alliance wants to have in the way of 

signage. He doesn’t mind signs in the commercial district and we want pedestrian 

friendly signage. We need to do something about Main Street traffic and the way the 
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vehicle corridor is now. We need to calm traffic and make it more pedestrian friendly. 

The reasons why the merchants and businesses on Main Street use the signage they use is 

because the speed limit is 35 miles per hour and they are trying to stay in business. The 

signage they are using is helping them stay in business. He is favor of window signage if 

it helps the business owner. We need to make sure we don’t hurt the economic 

sustainability along Main Street until we possibly take it over from UDOT and do 

something different in the future with traffic. We need to help business owners do 

something creative and attractive to keep the aesthetics of the downtown. 

 

Mark Thacker, Young Electric Sign Company employee feels it’s important to have signs 

and he addressed specifically EMD signs. The revisions to the code are to reduce the size 

of EMD signs and also to restrict them from being on pole signs. He said it’s obvious to 

him that Logan City understands the importance of EMD signage. He does not see the 

need to restrict or prohibit messages on pole signs or the size of the sign. He feels we 

should do anything we can to help local businesses.  

 

Councilmember Jensen stated the new ordinance has restrictions as to the flashing of 

signs and illumination standards. 

 

Mr. Thacker agreed that flashing signs should be restricted and illumination standards 

should be included in the code.   

 

Mr. DeSimone said there is a proposal to reduce the size of the sign from 40 to 32 square 

feet.  

 

Councilmember Daines said she was under the impression that we were eliminating any 

type of new pole sign throughout Logan City. She prefers the monument sign style.   

 

Councilmember Ward said he disagrees with only having monument signs and feels we 

need to help businesses as much as we can. He feels we should not be too restrictive with 

our sign ordinance to allow businesses to have their signage visible. 

 

Councilmember Daines said there can be very nice monument signs that are easily seen 

and not have them on a pole sign.  

 

Mr. Saxton addressed the use of banners. He would like to make sure that we don’t limit 

what is already allowed for banners. 

 

Mr. Housley stated we should not confuse the public right of way banner poles with the 

banners on private businesses. They are regulated differently.  

 

Mr. Saxton is referring to the banners that are affixed to the poles in the downtown area 

along Main Street.  

 

Mr. Housley said the wording in the proposed code is referring to the businesses.  

 

Mr. DeSimone said we don’t want a lot of banners on the businesses along Main Street 

and have included the holiday promotional period in the proposed code.  He said the idea 
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behind the community event banner is to recognize those events and the entity sponsoring 

is non profit.  

 

Councilmember Daines asked about the rationale of having identification on the back of 

the banner. She suggested striking this from the proposed code. 

 

Mr. Housley said it’s only for identification purposes if the sign were to blow off the 

building, etc.  

 

ACTION.  Motion by Councilmember Daines to eliminate pole signs, including EMD’s 

completely from the code. Motion failed for lack of a second. 

 

Chairman Quayle closed the public hearing. 

 

ACTION.  Motion by Councilmember Olsen seconded by Councilmember Jensen to 

continue Ord. 12-43 as presented until the August 7, 2012 council meeting. Also to 

eliminate 17.40.120 A-15 regarding identification affixed to the banner.  Motion carried 

(4-1) Daines voted nay. 

 

This will be a public hearing and action item at the August 7, 2012 council meeting. 

 

PUBLIC HEARING – Consideration of a proposed ordinance amending Sections 

17.46 - 17.60 (Administration) of the Land Development Code – Ordinance 12-44. 

 

Mr. DeSimone said staff is proposing a series of Land Development Code text 

amendments in the Article VI (Administration) component of the Code. The primary 

reason for this series of text amendments is in response to the City Council directive 

concerning the rezone notification processes located in Section 17.51.030. It was decided 

to do some “clean up” work on the rest of Article VI in preparation for the broader code 

review later this year. A majority of the proposed text amendments are formatting or 

grammatical corrections while there are a few proposed changes that are more substantive 

in nature. On May 10, 2012 the Planning Commission recommended approval to the 

Council.  

 

Councilmember Quayle asked about the language of Density Bonus. 

 

Mr. DeSimone responded that Density Bonus is not applicable but suggested leaving in 

the proposed ordinance and he will come back to the council and talk more about it.  

 

Councilmember Quayle asked about the meaning of “use variances run with the land”.  

 

Mr. Housley responded that a use variance is how the land is utilized and by State statue 

we are prohibited from granting use variances.  

 

Chairman Quayle opened the meeting to a public hearing. 

 

There were no comments and Chairman Quayle closed the public hearing. 
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ACTION.  Motion by Councilmember Olsen seconded by Councilmember Daines to 

adopt Ord. 12-44 as presented. Motion carried unanimously. 

 

PUBLIC HEARING – Consideration of a proposed ordinance amending Provision 

of the Logan Municipal Code regarding Design Review – Ordinance 12-47.  

 

Mr. DeSimone said staff is proposing a series of Land Development Code text 

amendments in the Article VI (Administration) component of the Code. The primary 

reason for this series of text amendments is in response to the City Council directive 

concerning the rezone notification processes located in Section 17.51.030. It was decided 

to do some “clean up” work on the rest of Article VI in preparation for the broader code 

review later this year. A majority of the proposed text amendments are formatting or 

grammatical corrections while there are a few proposed changes that are more substantive 

in nature. On May 10, 2012 the Planning Commission recommended approval to the 

Council.  

 

Chairman Quayle opened the meeting to a public hearing. 

 

There were not comments and Chairman Quayle closed the public hearing. 

 

ACTION.  Motion by Councilmember Ward seconded by Councilmember Jensen to 

adopt Ord. 12-47 as presented. Motion carried unanimously. 

 

PUBLIC HEARING – Consideration of a proposed resolution establishing a 

Wayfinding System for Logan City – Resolution 12-50. 

 

Community Development Planner Russ Holley addressed the Council regarding the 

Logan Wayfinding System. He said the purpose of the Wayfinding System is to clearly 

convey location and direction to the first-time visitor or new arrivals to the area and to 

further clarify the Downtown area for those who do know it intimately. The Wayfinding 

System is comprised of a variety of sign types that have been designed to provide a 

consistent and unified identity for the City.  

 

The Wayfinding System focuses on the Downtown Area, but also addresses other 

important destinations with the City, specifically, the Recreational Area (south of 

Downtown) and the University Area (north of Downtown). The Downtown Area has 

been divided into districts to facilitate directing vehicles to parking areas that are closest 

to their desired destination or purpose for coming to downtown. The downtown area is 

compromised of three districts Arts District, Downtown and Government Center.  

 

Signage is primarily to be located along key corridors throughout the City and Downtown 

Logan in particular. It is important to note that the Downtown Area includes two major 

UDOT roads: Main Street and 200 North. Signage along these roads must follow UDOT 

standards and design, and the design, message and recommended locations of signs as set 

forth in the Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD).  

 

Mr. Holley continued stating that the City of Logan has indicated that it wishes to 

implement the signing system in five annual phases. The budget for the first phase is 
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approximately $16,000 and the total budget for the following four years is approximately 

$60,000.  

 

Chairman Quayle opened the meeting to a public hearing. 

 

Mr. Saxton addressed the Council and said he agrees with the Wayfinding System.  

 

Chairman Quayle closed the public hearing. 

 

ACTION.  Motion by Councilmember Jensen seconded by Councilmember Ward to 

approve Res. 12-50 as presented. Motion carried unanimously. 

 

WORKSHOP ITEMS.  

 

Budget Adjustment FY 2012-13 appropriating: $1,400 from Logan City employees 

for the Employee Fund; $1,400 from Logan City employees for the Logan City 

Employee Santa Fund; $385,609 for the 2012 RAPZ Grant – Resolution 12-51. 

 

Finance Director Richard Anderson addressed the Council regarding the proposed budget 

adjustment. He said there are two appropriations for $1,400 each. One is a fund with 

monies from Logan City employees to be used for bereavement, weddings, etc. that 

involve city employees. The other $1,400 is monies from Logan City employees and is 

used for the employee Santa fund. The amount of $385,609 is for new projects from the 

2012 RAPZ Grant as follows: 

 

Logan Canyon Road Trail       $130,000 

Re-Plastering Logan Aquatic Center Wading Pool    $63,500 

Sidewalk Connection across Railway Crossings    $20,000 

2012 Freedom Fire        $20,000 

Phase One- Dog Park / Emergency Site     $40,000 

Logan Community Recreation Center Replacement of Tennis Courts $40,000 

Population Split Money       $72,109 

TOTAL         $385,609 
 

This will be a public hearing and action item at the August 7, 2012 council meeting.  

 

Consideration of a proposed resolution to give written consent that the State 

Alcoholic Beverage Control Commission grant a variance to the Community 

Location Proximity Requirements – Resolution 12-48. 

 

Mr. Housley stated that in order to obtain a liquor license in the State of Utah there are 

proximity requirements from schools, libraries and parks.  There is the ability to get a 

variance from those proximity requirements and Jack’s Pizza is requesting a variance at 

this time. The State considers that in the event the council does not grant a variance, the 

business can still apply and the State will go through the process and decide if a variance 

is granted.  This is based on a 200 feet distance from the Logan Library building, from 

the edge of the property of the Logan Library and the front door of the business.  Jack’s 
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Pizza is applying for a restaurant license where food is the main item on the menu.  If the 

customer orders alcohol they also have to order food.  

 

This will be a public hearing and action item at the August 7, 2012 council meeting.  

 

Downtown Assessment Area – Gary Saxton, Downtown Manager. 

 

Mr. Saxton addressed the council regarding the Downtown Assessment Area.  

 

Mr. Housley stated the purpose of this workshop is to see if the council wants to move 

forward with a Downtown Assessment Area.  

 

Mr. Saxton said in August of 2010, he was asked by the Board of the Directors of the 

Downtown Alliance to move forward and develop a sustainable funding mechanism for 

the Downtown Alliance. The Alliance was incorporated November 2003 and has gone 

through a series of managers and funding challenges. He is here today to present a 

funding mechanism to sustain the Downtown Alliance.  He believes that everyone in 

Cache Valley benefits from a strong vibrant downtown. He has talked with downtown 

businesses to see if they want to continue with the Downtown Alliance. The vision is in 

line with the Downtown Specific Plan and they want to strengthen the enterprise in the 

downtown. He feels there is a majority of business owners that support moving forward.  

The proposed boundary for the Special Assessment Area is 600 North to 300 South and 

100 West to 100 East and have given this area the name of the Central Business District.  

After the Special Assessment Area Task Force met, they came up with 487 properties and 

narrowed it down to 326 properties. The Task Force used Salt Lake City's Downtown 

Alliance as a mentor in the process of determining an assessment. The Alliance can use 

30% of the assessment for overhead and the rest has to go towards economic 

development and promotion. The Alliance is asking property owners to be supportive, to 

make an impact and get involved. On behalf of the Downtown Alliance he is asking the 

council to go forward with a Special Assessment Area and this would be for commercial 

properties only, lodging would be included. He is requesting a five year funding period 

and a .0005 assessment rate based on property value to be and collected annually with the 

property tax notice.   

 

Mr. Housley stated that he will prepare a notice of the proposed assessment area that will 

go out to the business owners who qualify. The protest period will run and there will be a 

public hearing scheduled for the first council meeting in September. With an assessment 

area, it is limited to 30% that can go towards salary and the remaining will go toward 

projects.   

 

RECESS to meeting of the Logan Redevelopment Agency. 

 

ACTION ITEM. 

 

PUBLIC HEARING - Consideration of a resolution approving Agency Assistance, 

not to exceed $50,000 for the Community Affordable Housing Rehabilitation Project 

to pay for improvements made to single family residences that qualify for affordable 
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housing. Administered by the Mount Logan and Cache Central Stakes of the 

Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints – Resolution 12-49 RDA. 

 

Economic Development Director Kirk Jensen addressed the Council regarding the 

proposed resolution. The rehabilitation project is being funded by donated money, 

materials, and labor from community members.  This is a proposal from the Mount 

Logan and Cache Central Stake addressed the Council regarding the proposed resolution. 

In 2009 there were more than 600 individuals donating their time, resources and expertise 

on more than 30 different projects. They included roofing, painting, landscaping and 

cleaning. In 2013 they plan to double the stakes involved, which will increase the number 

of participants, projects and the geographic area involved. The projects will be chosen 

from any part of Logan no matter where they are located. RDA monies requested will be 

supplemented with donations from local members, discounts and donations from business 

and contractors. These resources will be added to the donated labor of an estimated 800 

participants. Each project will be supervised by at least one professional, experienced 

contractor or laborer.  

 

Chairman Quayle opened the meeting to a public hearing. 

 

There was no public comment and Chairman Quayle closed the public hearing. 

 

ACTION.  Motion by Councilmember Ward seconded by Councilmember Daines to 

approve Res. 12-49 RDA as presented. Motion carried unanimously. 

 

ADJOURN from meeting of the Logan Redevelopment Agency. 

 

CONTINUE back to Logan Municipal Council Meeting. 

 

Storm Drain Master Plan – Mark Nielsen. 

 

Public Works Director Mark Nielsen addressed the Council regarding the Logan City 

Storm Drain Master Plan. He introduced Chris Slater from J-U-B Engineers Inc. who 

made a presentation on the Storm Drain Master Plan.  

 

Mr. Slater introduced the project background. In Spring 2008 the Storm Drain Master 

Plan begins. In August 2008 the Regional Storm Water impacts on canals study began. In 

July 2009 the Canyon Road Landslide occurred. In Winter 2009 they evaluated 

alternatives to utilize the canals. In Fall 2011 a public survey was completed.   

 

The options moving forward are the following: 

 

Alternative 1 – Do nothing.  

Alternative 2 – Bypass canals. 

Alternative 3 – Utilize canals. There are three concepts with this alternative:  

 Concept 1 - Typical box culvert canal and adjacent access road/trail section.  

 Concept 2 - Typical box culvert canal and centered access road/trail section.  

 Concept 3 – Typical open canal and adjacent access road/trail section.  
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The public survey asked, what is the best storm water option?  

 Canal Board Results: Alternative 2 - 29% 

    Alternative 3 - 71% 

 Public Results: Alternative 2 - (Bypass Canals) - 42% 

    Alternative 3- (Improve Existing Canals) - 58%  

 

Mr. Slater recommended the council consider going with Alternative 3 because there is 

already a system in place and the public survey shows they want to use existing canals.  

 

Mr. Housley asked if there is an advantage to phasing Alternative 3 because the City 

cannot pay the total cost of 130 million dollars all at once.  

 

Mr. Slater responded that yes, this is something to consider and the costs of Alternative 3 

can be phased. 

 

Chairman Quayle feels that Alternative 3 is the best option because it provides a benefit 

to the irrigation companies and also to the trail system.  

 

Councilmember Jensen said Nibley City tried the idea of trails along the canal and there 

were residents that said no, they don’t want the intrusion in their backyard. He has lived 

along several canals and can understand their feeling but he also feels this is a community 

benefit. 

 

Mr. Housley said there are some existing easements but the argument is do they include 

public trail access. State law has changed and is limited when it comes to public trails 

when we are exercising condemnation.   

 

Councilmember Olsen said most are prescriptive easements and have been in place for 

100 years. Even then they would argue there is an easement that is not recorded but is for 

the limited purpose of canals.    

 

Councilmember Ward asked with the estimated cost of 130 million dollars, does that 

include buying and acquiring the addition space needed. 

 

Mr. Slater responded yes, that includes the cost to purchase. 

 

Councilmember Ward said from the pictures shown of the existing canals, they are filled 

with sediment and one option would be to put in some type of liner in the canal. Would 

there be any merit to take what is there now and somehow, using technology, re-dredging 

those causeways and strengthening up shorelines where necessary. This would fit under 

the category of Alternative 1 which is doing nothing.  

 

Mr. Slater responded lining the canal would not provide the capacity needed for the large 

storm drains (25 year storm).  

 

Mr. Housley stated that one of the challenges is the new EPA regulations regarding storm 

water. One of the draw backs of Alternative 3 is he is not sure that we can meet all the 

regulations.  
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Councilmember Olsen left the meeting at this time.  

 

Mr. Slater responded the storm water issues are being addressed through agreements that 

exist between the cities and the irrigation companies.  

 

Mr. Housley asked would we need separate detention facilities for public streets where 

the water would be treated. 

 

Mr. Slater responded it would have to be dealt with in design and through an intertwined 

agreement with other cities.  Other communities stated that a high priority would be 

meter stations along the canals.  

 

Mr. Nielsen said his recommendation is to utilize the existing canal which is Alternative 

3. There are questions regarding the upper canal and everyone likes the open water 

feature in their backyard. What do we want this to look like for our residents along these 

canals?  If we utilize the canals and where there is width, the canal can be left open and in 

the area where there isn’t enough width, there would be a box culvert and the 

maintenance would be done on top. If the council agrees with Alternative 3 he will 

proceed with a resolution of support.  The rate increases were based on the regulatory 

impacts the State put on us and none of the capital costs for the canal are in the rate 

increases. Most of the requirements are not capital related and the hope is to work 

through this long term. It will be a slow process to get where we need to be. With the new 

retention basins in place, things will not get any worse.  The last 25 year storm was in 

1977.  

 

Councilmember Ward asked about the projection of a 100 year storm. He assumed there 

is historic or actual data that shows what occurred and what needs to be done.  

 

Mr. Nielsen said Logan City goes by the guidelines for cities for a 10 or 25 year storm 

and these are found all over the country.   

 

OTHER CONSIDERATIONS. 

 

 No other considerations were discussed by the Council.  

 

ADJOURN.  

 

There being no further business to come before the Council, meeting adjourned at 8:25 

p.m. 

 

 

 

Teresa Harris, City Recorder 


