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CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
September 14, 2021 7:00 p.m. 
Community Recreation Center 

10640 N Clubhouse Drive, Cedar Hills, Utah 
 
Present: Denise Andersen, Mayor, Presiding 

Councilmembers:  Laura Ellison, Ben Ellsworth, Mike Geddes, Brian Miller, Kelly 
Smith 

  Chandler Goodwin, City Manager 
  Greg Gordon, Recreation Director 
  Kevin Anderson, Public Works Director 
  Jeff Maag, Building Official 
  Charl Louw, Finance Director 
  Hyrum Bosserman, City Attorney 
  Colleen Mulvey, City Recorder 
  Others: Lt. Cameron Paul 
 

1. Call to Order 
 
This meeting of the City Council of the City of Cedar Hills, having been properly noticed, was 
called to order at 7:02 p.m. by Mayor Andersen.  The Pledge of Allegiance was led by C. Ellison 
and the invocation was given by C. Smith. 
 

2. Approval of Meeting’s Agenda. 
 
MOTION: C. Smith—To approve the agenda with moving item #11 to item #7.   Seconded 
by C. Ellsworth.           
    Yes - C. Ellison 
      C. Ellsworth 

C. Geddes 
C. Miller  

      C. Smith  Motion passes. 
 
 

3. Public Comment: Time has been set aside for the public to express their ideas, concerns, 
and comments.   Comments are limited to three minutes per person with a total of 30 
minutes for this item. 

 
Kay Fugal Nelsen, 3963 West 9850 North stated that she had an Airbnb, and one of her neighbors 
had connected her with the website.  She said that she had lived here since before Cedar Hills 
existed, and she had chosen to annex to Cedar Hills rather than Pleasant Grove when the option 
was presented to her.  She discussed the reasons she had wanted to annex into the City, and she 
stated she had contacted the Cedar Hills when she annexed in regard to her Airbnb to make sure 
everything was okay and added that she was happy to share information about Airbnb.  She 
explained that her Airbnb guests wanted to stay close by to the City, and that Airbnb guests had to 
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comply with certain rules about noise, as well as her personal rules.  She explained that guests had 
to be respectful, and if they were not then they were not allowed to use the service in the future.   
 
C. Ellison asked if Ms. Nelson lived in the top or the bottom of the house, and Ms. Nelson 
explained that the first floor was divided, and she lived in the east side of the house when she 
hosted guests.   
 
Ken Rust, 3751 W Box Elder Drive stated he hosted a short-term rental that was listed on both 
Airbnb and VRBO.  He urged the Council to not limit the amount of people who could live in a 
short-term rental, as everyone was in a different place with their housing and what they could 
afford.  He said that he offered a lot of space for guests, and they could fit a larger number of 
people in the space then what was currently allowed.  He also suggested  they post about their 
meetings on places other than Facebook, which is how he had found out about the meeting.  He 
thought that it would open it up to corruption if they limited the number of short-term rentals that 
were allowed in a certain area and pointed out they did not limit the number of rentals that were 
allowed, so they should not limit short term rentals.  
 
Mayor Andersen replied that the City posts about their meetings on their website, not just on 
Facebook.  Mr. Rust thought the contents of the meeting should be included in the weekly email, 
which was sent out to residents, and that it was hard to find the information within the emails as 
multiple links had to be clicked.  Mayor Andersen said that they could try to make the contents of 
the meeting easier to find within the email.    
 
John Paul Franck, 9076 Canyon Heights Drive said that he had received a code violation in regard 
to his work vehicle, an 18-wheeler van, being parked in front of his home, even though he had 
parked in that spot for over 12 years.  He asked why he had received the violation now, and said 
he was sure that many City workers also parked their commercial vehicles in front of their homes.  
Mr. Goodwin took down his phone number and assured him that he would be in touch with him 
the next day. 
 
Don Simons, 3817 W Valley View Drive wished to discuss the RV parking ordinance and said he 
had done a lot of research about the ordinance online and on Facebook.  He said the ordinance 
concerned him, as he occasionally needed to park his RV in front of his home for a couple days as 
they prepared it for their trips.  He listed some of the things that needed to be done, and said that 
it was not parked in front of the home for weeks, but up to four days at a time.  He thought it was 
crazy that it might not be allowed to be parked in front of the home, and added they paid taxes on 
the vehicle.  He said that it was not parked there for storage, and he had been given a ticket in the 
past for having it parked in front of the home for a couple days.  Mr. Simons asked the Council to 
help him avoid this inconvenience in the future and allow him to periodically have his RV parked 
in front of his home.    
 
Laura  Johnson, 10312 N Forest Creek said she thought the 48-hour window for trailers was fair 
and allowed them enough time to clean the trailer and prepare it for a trip.   She said  she and her 
husband wanted to buy a bigger home.  In order for them to save money to do so, they wanted to 
build an Airbnb in the basement to help with costs.  She said they wanted to ensure that everything 
was within the confines of the Code, and she was happy to work with the City, but it would take 
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them about eight years to get to a point where their new house was built.  She said that she wanted 
to make sure that by the time they were building their home, that there were still permits available 
for them.  She urged the Council to make sure they allowed for people in the future to add short 
term rentals to their home and noted that she thought it was fair to require people to go through 
the process of obtaining a business license.  
 
Luke Aplington, 10097 N Sage Road West  commented about trailers and parking, and stated he 
had a couple of trailers which he used for his second job, landscaping.  He said in a perfect world, 
people would have money to get lots to park their trailers on, in reality many people did not have 
the money to do so.  He said that his lot was small, and his trailers were parked in front of his home 
as he did not have the resources to park them elsewhere.  He asked why the ordinance had been 
changed, and noted that by changing the ordinance, the Council was not going to be able to make 
everyone happy.  He said it seemed as though the ordinance had been changed in order to cater to 
someone specific, and he also thought that there should be consideration for more than one person 
when it came to the ordinance.   
 
CITY REPORTS AND BUSINESS 
 

4. City Manager 
 
Mr. Goodwin gave a report on the recreation department, and announced they were off to a good 
start for their fall sports, and they would be using Harvey Park for flag football.  He noted the 
event staff had done a good job of rebounding, after having a tough season last year, and 
commended them.  He said that golf was very busy, and was in tournament time.  There would be 
a Halloween-themed golf tournament. Mr. Goodwin said the Irrigation water would be shut off on 
the first week of October.   He reported there would be a Fire Department open house on October 
13th.  Lastly, he reported that the Fiber Committee had met with a couple companies who had 
responded to the RFP, and they would have a recommendation for the Council in the coming 
months.   
 

5. Mayor and Council 
 
C. Smith reported on the Youth City Council and said they had been working on getting it set up.  
She said that the Utah Lake Commission had some exciting things coming up, and she would work 
to highlight some of their upcoming events in the newsletter.  
  
Mayor Andersen spoke about the Board of Aging Advisory Committee, which ran through MAG.  
She said they held a meeting last week and said that as one out of eight residents in Utah was over 
65, the issue of aging was important in their community.  She reported that they had discussed 
caregiver training, and would host a caregiver conference on November sixth.  The conference 
was aimed to give resources to caregivers, and she added that more information would be included 
in the newsletter.  
 
C. Ellison added that she was also working with Youth City Council and reiterated that they had a 
lot of things coming up soon.   
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C. Miller thanked those who had shown up that evening for their thoughtful comments.  He also 
reported that last week’s Town Hall with Representative John Curtis had seen a successful turn 
out, and he was happy to see increased community participation.  
 

6. Review/Action and Public Hearing on an Ordinance amending the Official Zoning Map of 
Cedar Hills, rezoning 9561 N Canyon Road from the PR 2.2 Planned Residential Zone to 
the R-1-15,000 Residential Zone 

 
Mr. Goodwin said he was grateful for everyone who had spoken in the public comment section, 
and that he liked to get feedback from the community as it gave them good direction.  He added if 
people wanted to get more informed, they could reach out to City Staff and be included in the 
email list.  
 
Mr. Goodwin explained the property in question currently sat in zone PR 2.2, which was planned 
residential, and the property owner wished to have his lot rezoned so that he could have large 
animal rights.  He said that many  people liked to rezone so that they could get added density, but 
in this case the applicant would not get added density, as he already had enough land and would 
be allowed to subdivide in his current zone.  He concluded that in his opinion, it was a simple 
rezone request.  
 
PUBLIC HEARING 
There were no public comments. 
 
MOTION: C. Miller—To approve Ordinance No. 09-14-2021A, and ordinance amending the 
Cedar Hills City Official Zoning Map by rezoning the property located at 9561 N Canyon 
Road from the PR 2.2 Planned Residential Zone to the R-1-15,000 Residential Zone .   
Seconded by C. Ellsworth.           

Yes - C. Ellison 
      C. Ellsworth 

C. Geddes 
C. Miller  

      C. Smith  Motion passes. 
 

7. Discussion and Review of upcoming Youth City Council Activities  
 
Youth City Council Members, Charles Price,  Mayor,  Cheryl Qian, Treasurer, and Asher Beeson, 
C.,  all introduced themselves.  
 
Mr. Price said that so far, they had 26 members, who had all been selected because of their potential 
impact on the community.  He said their goals for the year were to get the Youth City Council 
more involved in community events and engage more with the City Council to understand how 
the Council worked in the City.  He said they were planning on hosting a Santa Night in December 
and a Halloween event in October, and they were also planning to  improve Youth City Council’s  
interaction with larger City events.  He stated he wanted the Youth City Council to improve their 
knowledge of City government, and said  they were excited to learn and have a positive impact on 
the community.     
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Mr. Franck asked how kids get involved if they wanted to join, and Youth City Treasurer Cheryl 
Qian explained there was an online signup process.  Mayor Andersen added that they did not limit 
the number of how many kids could join, and they accepted grades 9-12.  She said the application 
process takes place over the summer.  
 

8. Review/Action and Public Hearing on an Ordinance amending City Code Title 10 Chapter 
5 related to Residential Short-Term Rentals 

 
Mr. Goodwin explained that over the years, the City had noted there was an ongoing issue with 
short term rentals, and when they saw an issue in the community, they wanted to address it, which 
is why they proposed amendments to Code.  They also considered what other Cities were doing 
and observed what did and did not work for other Cities.   
 
Mr. Goodwin said the City recognized that short term rentals were becoming increasingly 
common, and many people relied on them for their mortgage payments, and to a certain extent it 
was the prerogative of the property owner what they did with their home.  With that said, he added 
that the City had seen issues with the impact that a short-term rental had on a neighborhood, namely 
parking and noise.  He said one way to limit that was requiring the owner to be on site, because 
the owner would be accountable for what happened within the property, so one suggestion was 
that they include in the Code that the property owner be on-site at all times with a short-term rental.  
They also suggested that the maximum occupancy of a short-term rental be limited to eight related 
people, or four unrelated people.  He elaborated that these numbers had been based off of their 
existing City Code, as well as parking limitations.  He also stated that short term rentals would be 
limited to 182 nights a year, which was common in other City Codes as it was slightly less than 
half the year.  He outlined other requirements, which included a demonstrated parking plan, 
posting requirement rules, and that a business license be obtained.  He also spoke about the option 
that they place a limit on the number of short-term rentals in the City, based off of the five voting 
precincts in the City.  He reiterated that they needed to balance the individual property rights with 
what was best for the City, and he thought the requirement that the property owner be present 
would mitigate many of the potential issues.    
 
C. Miller asked if the ordinance would impact the Accessory Dwelling Unit (ADU) code. Mr. 
Goodwin confirmed that it would not, and it would not preclude anyone from having an ADU.  C. 
Smith added that ADUs also needed to be owner occupied, and this ordinance would make them 
more similar.  She said that part of this was due to State law. 
 
Mr. Goodwin said that housing was expensive in parts of the City, and the State required the City 
to have moderate income housing units as part of their General Plan.  The only way that Cedar 
Hills could comply with that in their more expensive areas was to allow ADUs.   
 
C. Geddes said that as Cedar Canyon Subdivision could not have ADUs, would they be able to 
have short term rentals.  Mr. said they could not, but someone would be able to rent out a room.  
C. Ellsworth noted that they had discussed this topic in the work session, and it was not clear where 
the HOAs stood.  Mr. Goodwin said they could make their own rules and chose to prohibit the 
short-term rentals.  He clarified  that they could only make the rules more stringent than what the 
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City allowed and would not be able to allow something that the City did not allow.  C. Ellsworth 
said there was no value in restricting the numbers, and said he wanted there to be some research 
about what the rules were for companies such as Airbnb and VRBO, and what they required of 
hosts.  C. Smith replied that she ran an Airbnb and VRBO in St. George and outlined some of the 
guidelines of the websites.  She said there were no strict rules, and that the companies did not 
enforce things like noise disturbances.  C. Ellsworth said they needed to have some recourse if 
something was in violation, and Mr. Goodwin noted that in the proposed Code, they would begin 
with a notice in the case of a violation.  C. Ellison agreed they would have to have policies and 
protocols in place so they could effectively regulate rentals.   
 
C. Geddes stated this was a market driven industry, and he hated regulations.  He said there should 
be no limits or regulations on short term rentals.  Mr. Goodwin spoke more about enforcement and 
elaborated that it would be based on the type of violation and the seriousness of the offense.  C. 
Geddes did not foresee the residents of the City causing problems or creating noise disturbances.  
He thought that the people who would come stay in short term rentals would not cause the kind of 
problems that the Council anticipated.     
 
C. Smith agreed they should not place a limit on the short-term rentals. She thought that as long 
as the Code was written correctly, they did not need to place a limit on the number of short-term 
rentals.  She said they needed to make rules that would encourage people to go about short-term 
rentals in a proper way and follow the rules, and she thought it would be tricky to place limits on 
how many people could have short term rentals.   
 
Mr. Goodwin said he grappled with the maximum occupancy limits for related people, as he 
thought it was not uncommon for more than eight related people to rent a space together.  He 
thought the rule could be something that they might reconsider at a later date.   
 
C. Geddes said he appreciated the recommendation from Mr. Goodwin, and he wanted to table the 
issue and go back to City Staff for more consideration.   
 
C. Miller agreed that they should not make any decision that evening.  He   wanted to be prudent 
and careful, and agreed that there should not be a limit to the number of short-term rentals.  He 
said that he was okay with allowing a limited number of short-term rentals that were not owner 
occupied, and spoke about how the dynamics of their community would change if the proposed 
gondola from American Fork Canyon to Snowbird opened up.  He said that would put them more 
centrally located for skiers and tourists, and he did not want to stop the residents of Cedar Hills 
from making revenue from short term rentals.  He thought if the rentals were well-regulated, it 
could be done successfully.   
 
PUBLIC HEARING 
 
Mr. Franck said he had a basement, and while he had never considered doing a short-term rental 
personally, he felt it seemed like a conflict of interest if the number of people who were allowed 
to have short term rentals was limited and could open the City up to lawsuits.  Mayor Andersen 
assured him that rentals would be awarded on a first-come-first-serve basis, and it would not be an 
arbitrary process.   
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Ms. Nelsen took issue with the rule that the rentals be owner occupied and pointed out that some 
people listed their property on Airbnb so they could afford to take vacations themselves.  She said 
they should look at demographics, as many people left for years so that they could go away to do 
service and listed their homes online while they were gone.  She wanted that to be taken into 
consideration, and have some kind of accommodation made for those cases.  She added that Airbnb 
blocked people who she reported as not good guests, and people who used Airbnb wanted to get a 
good rating so they could use the service again.  She pointed out that the people who use Airbnb 
had more money, and were good guests overall.  She said that in general, Airbnb guests were 
respectful.   
 
Mayor Andersen said they already have Code that stated the owner had to live in part of the house 
if they rented it out and said there was already a rule in place which stated that the top and bottom 
floors of a home could not both be rented out.  Mr. Goodwin explained this was intended to 
encourage the homeowner to take responsibility for the upkeep of the home.     
 
Mr.  Rust  thanked the Council for their willingness to serve and listen to the public comments.  
He said that the market did drive everything, and as an Airbnb host, they always wanted to get five 
stars from the guests, and said they rate their guests as well.  He said they had a book which 
outlined all the rules for their guests.  He also said he did not think a limit on the number of guests 
made sense and said he personally did not think the argument that there would be too many cars 
made sense as he had never had more than three cars at a time.  He said for his house, he would 
not want more than four guests at a time as it would use all his WIFI bandwidth, so he had set a 
limit that made the most sense for him specifically.  He did not think it was appropriate to set a  
cookie cutter number on what the maximum amount of guests should be.  Mr. Rust explained that 
in winter months, his guests were skiers, in spring, he got guests coming for weddings, and in the 
summer, people came for both weddings and site seeing.   
 
C. Geddes said he needed to also consider what the maximum occupancy could be in order to be 
in keeping with the Fire Code.  Mr. Rust argued that there were not limits on what the maximum 
number of those in a household could be, and Mr. Goodwin replied that when there was a 
commercial aspect  to the property it was considered differently.   
 
Mr. Simons commented the reason for the owner being present on the property and not turning the 
home into a duplex had to do with rules about fire separation between the units in a duplex, which 
he said were also outlined in the ADU ordinance that was currently in place.   
 
Ms. Johnson liked what C. Miller had said about non-owner-occupied rental homes, and she and 
her husband had rented out long term before and would love to have a short-term rental option 
open if the proposed gondola did go up.  She acknowledged that short term rentals were a lot of 
work, but she would like to see them as an option.   
 
Mayor Andersen closed the public comment section.   
 
Mr. Goodwin summarized that they would look into if they should require a business license, what 
rules short term rental companies had in place for hosts and guests, and if rentals could be allowed 
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if the owner was away.  He said they would also investigate the limit of  the number of people that 
were allowed in a rental at a time and reconsider the language about the parking. 
 
MOTION: C. Miller—To table this item to a later time to allow city staff to research and 
address the issues discussed today.   Seconded by C. Geddes.        
   

Yes - C. Ellison 
      C. Ellsworth 

C. Geddes 
C. Miller  

      C. Smith  Motion passes. 
 

9. Review/Action and Public Hearing on an Ordinance amending City Code Title 10-5-38 
related to Ground Mounted Renewable Energy Systems 

 
Mr. Goodwin noted this topic also had to do with the dynamic of balancing property rights with 
what the impact on neighbors would be.  He said they had originally talked about an outright ban 
on the ground mounted energy systems, and since then the Planning Commission had worked on 
drafting a Code that laid out limitations for the ground systems, and parameters on where they 
could be located.  He discussed the rules for the energy systems and said they would need to be 
placed at least ten feet back from the property line and could not obstruct any easements or right 
of ways.   He also listed some exceptions for energy systems such as solar panels, which would 
not be subject to the same requirements.    
 
C. Smith mentioned there needed to be specific language for the exceptions, and said they needed 
to be very careful in how the Code was worded if they allowed for exceptions.  She said they 
needed to outline things like how big a home had to be, what could be done if the applicant lived 
on bigger lot, or if they had another way to cover the energy system.  C. Ellison agreed that those 
changes would improve the Code.  Mr. Goodwin replied there was an 11,000 square foot minimum 
required to install ground mounted energy system.  
 
C. Smith thought it would be simple to regulate it by zones, and Mr. Goodwin noted that not all 
zones were the same size, and they could not treat them all the same as the impact would be 
different in different zones.  C. Geddes suggested that they not allow any energy systems in zones 
under R-1-11000.   
 
C. Ellsworth asked what the other parameters were on the ground mounted energy systems, and 
Mr. Goodwin explained the visual impact guidelines for the systems.  C. Geddes noted that the 
rules for visual impact were the same as if someone wanted to build a detached garage.  C. Smith 
replied they needed to mandate all the guidelines in the Code and include all exceptions in the 
Code.  There was further discussion back and forth as to if the exceptions should be included in 
the Code, and how specific they should be.  Mr. Goodwin said  they could choose to omit the 
height limit exception from the Code, and Mayor Andersen said she would lean towards that 
option.  
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PUBLIC HEARING 
There were no public comments. 
 
MOTION: C. Ellsworth—To approve Ordinance No. 09-14-2021B, an ordinance amending 
the Cedar Hills City Code Title 10, Section 5, Chapter 38, renewable Energy Systems, related 
to ground mounted solar, subject to removing the height exception language.   Seconded by 
C. Smith.        

Yes - C. Ellison 
      C. Ellsworth 

C. Geddes 
C. Miller  

      C. Smith  Motion passes. 
 

10. Discussion on amending City Code Title 5, Chapter 2 related to parking trailers and 
recreational vehicles in public right-of-way 

 
Mr. Goodwin read a public comment submitted by resident Keith Irwin.  
 
Mr. Goodwin said that often people felt targeted or singled out when they got parking violations, 
and he reported that Staff had reviewed parking violations over the past four years, which showed 
that was not the case and parking violations were given across the City.  He showed a map with 
the number of cars and RVs that had been tagged each year.  He said that there had been a jump 
in 2019 because it was a milder winter, so more people had been able to park their trailers and RVs 
outdoors.  He commended Jenny Peay, Code Enforcement Officer, for her work, and said code 
enforcement was an essential service to the City, it was a safety issue, and something that affected 
the City enormously.  He reiterated it was throughout the City that people had parking violations, 
and when they received a call about a parking violation, they waited 48 hours to send a notice, 
which gave the resident ample time to move their vehicle. He wanted to make the Council aware 
that Code enforcement was very difficult and explained that by the time the City received a call, 
the vehicle might have already been parked in the spot for days at that point.  C. Geddes agreed 
that Code Enforcement Officer Jenny Peay was a fantastic employee.  He reminded the Council 
that she responded to reported complaints, and the City did not go out and look for people who 
were in violation.  Mr. Goodwin added it was not in the City’s budget to do so, and the intention 
of the ordinance was about being a good neighbor.   
 
Mr. Goodwin added that part of the reason for the ordinance was that RVs and cars parked on the 
street could prevent snowplows from getting by in the winter, and C. Geddes said that some HOAs 
also chose not to allow street parking.    
 
C. Smith said they had heard that there had been a lot of calls, and the question was how they make 
this safe for everyone.  She said some people wanted it to not be regulated at all, which she did not 
think they could do, even though it was a public road.  She said it was about a sense of safety for 
all, and she hoped people would realize that the Code was fluid. She valued the feedback from 
everyone.  She said that they could not realistically hope to make everyone happy, but hoped they 
could make a Code that kept everyone safe.   
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Mayor Andersen said the Council did not have an agenda in terms of this issue, if anything, their 
aim was to ensure safety.  She recalled that in Cedar Hills, there had been an incident in June of 
2005 in which a little boy ran into a flatbed trailer that was parked on the street and had been killed.  
She said that while some might not see it as a safety issue, it was an important issue.  She said that 
some neighbors might see this a nuisance, but they needed to be willing to work with the 
community.   
 
C. Smith said it seemed as if the public agreed that 24 hours was not enough time for a trailer to 
be street parked to prepare for a trip and asked what amount of time might be good.  Mayor 
Andersen thought that 48 hours seemed to be a sufficient amount of time.  C. Geddes agreed that 
48 hours was plenty of time for a trailer to be street parked.   
 
C. Miller said that after hearing comments, he would consider the new information.  He addressed 
the public, and said that nothing was set in stone and the Council could always revisit things at a 
later date.   
 
C. Miller excused at 8:59 
 
Building Official Jeff Maag discussed City Code 5-2-4, which stated that vehicles over 1 ½ tons 
had to use truck routes.  He said that many of the motorhomes parked on the streets were over that 
weight limit.  C. Geddes said they needed to be careful and enforce line of sight rules.  He 
suggested that line of sight rules should be added to the Code to make sure that trailers did not 
block the line of sight.  Mr. Maag added that residents also had to maintain line of sight out of their 
driveways.  
 

11. Discussion on the City Water System and Usage 
 
Mr. Goodwin said that water was one of the essential City services and displayed a chart which 
showed their aggregate usage of water throughout the year.  He said there had been a delayed onset 
of the water season due to the drought, and because of the drought that year they were on a tighter 
budget.  He reported they had overall done well that year in terms of water usage and used the 
chart to show they were about in the middle compared to the usage of previous years.  He said they 
had already cut back on the golf course and had asked the residents to limit their use.   
 
Mr. Goodwin reported the Harvey well had been converted by the City to a culinary well and 
showed a diagram of the well.  He explained that they had inherited the well in 1999, and from 
1999 to 2021 they had lost about 73 feet of water table.  Currently, the well was at 362 feet below 
ground level, and 15 feet below that, they would have to start to pump air into the well, or the well 
would be shut down permanently.  He said in order to meet their production requirements they had 
to produce over 1,000 gallons per minute, and it could currently only produce 350 gallons per 
minute.  The difference would have to be accounted for and they would have a conversation with 
American Fork about the possibility of procuring other water sources.  Mr. Goodwin then read 
aloud a letter from Public Works Operations Manager TJ Aston, which stated that the operation of 
Harvey well had been temporarily shut down in the beginning of the month, as its ability to produce 
had dropped below an acceptable level.  The letter said due to the demand of the pressurized 
irrigation system was such that the water output of Copper well went to pressurized irrigation, so 
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Harvey well had to be used for other uses.  If Harvey well shut down, the City would be reliant on 
the production of Cottonwood well for other uses.  The letter stated that the water table for Harvey 
well was not sustainable and reported that the City had purchased a 100-acre lot of water, as they 
did not know what the winter would look like that year, and it was uncertain if the snow melt 
would be enough to sustain the City next year.    Public Works recognized  there was a problem 
that they did not have enough wells, and each year the regeneration block dissipated.  As a Staff, 
they recognized this needed to be addressed  in the long term so they had contracted with a local 
engineering company to put together a proposal that would help them develop a Capital 
improvement plan.  Mr. Goodwin said they had two water tanks in the City, and a certain amount 
needed to be stored in them for use for the Fire Department.  He said that they might have a 
deficiency with that, and they needed to explore the possibility of the addition of a third tank in 
the City.  
 
Mr. Goodwin said the State legislature was getting closer each year to requiring meters for 
secondary water.  He said although meters were unpopular, they did generally lead to a decrease 
in irrigation water usage, and so they were effective.  He explained the engineering company would 
be going through a study in which they would map water use with GIS, evaluate the existing 
system, and then come back to the Council with recommendations. He said that the next step after 
that would be to procure funding for the recommended projects,  He stated that as far as funding 
went, they did have American Rescue Plan money which qualified for water system projects.  
 
C. Geddes clarified about the depth of the wells and asked if it would be wise for them to wait for 
the report to come back before the City took any action.  Mr. Goodwin said they did have a bid 
out right now for hardware and software for meter reading, and if they could start a metering 
program in the City, he thought they would see a reduction in water usage.  He said that currently, 
Harvey well still had life in it, and it might regenerate.   
 
Charl Louw thought it would nice if they would be able to tackle one project every few years, but 
in an emergency, they would do what had to be done.  C. Geddes asked if the Staff agreed with 
that opinion, and Mr. Maag replied that one of the critical things that they needed was expert advice 
on aquifer depth.  He said if they could repair Harvey well by going deeper, then that would be a 
viable option.  He said they could eliminate need for storage in the immediate future if they could 
decrease the water usage in the pressurized irrigation system.   
 
Mr. Louw said they were in the process of a grant application to get $2 Million to install meters.  
He reported that the application was due on November first, and they would not hear back for 
several months.  In the meantime, they were attempting to have some meters installed and educate 
residents about the meters before they were charged for them  
 
C. Smith said the only time they saw a decrease in water consumption was the weather, and that 
meters would come for everyone in the near future.  Mr. Goodwin agreed that every city of a 
certain size would likely get meters relatively soon.  He anticipated that the City would receive the 
report from the engineering company at the  beginning of the next year. 
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12. Discussion on the City Branding 
 
Mr. Goodwin stated it was typical for cities to rebrand and discussed the logos of some surrounding 
cities to Cedar Hills and how they had changed and updated their logos over the years.  He said 
that their current logo was difficult to use, and they had received positive feedback on the idea of 
a new logo.  He clarified that they were not obligated to adopt anything, but it was a good 
opportunity for them to update how they marketed the City and give it a new look.  He reported 
they were working with Chase Media to help them rebrand, and they would meet with the company 
and bring the designs back before the Council for their opinion. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
This meeting was adjourned 9:36 p.m. on a motion by C. Smith, seconded by C. Geddes, and 
unanimously approved. 
 
Approved by Council: 
October 19, 2021 
 
        /s/ Colleen A. Mulvey, MMC 
        City Recorder 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 


