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CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES OF THE  
CITY OF CEDAR HILLS  

Tuesday, January 10, 2023 - 7:00 p.m. 
Community Recreation Center 

10640 N Clubhouse Drive, Cedar Hills, Utah 
 
Present:  Mayor Denise Andersen, Presiding  
   Council Member Laura Ellison 
   Council Member Mike Geddes 
   Council Member Brian Miller 
   Council Member Kelly Smith  

 
Absent/Excused: Council Member Alexandra McEwen 
 
Staff:   Charl Louw, Finance Director 
   Greg Gordon, Recreation Director 

Kevin Anderson, Public Works Director 
Hyrum Bosserman, City Attorney 
Colleen Mulvey, City Recorder 
 

Others:   Lt. Josh Christensen 
 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
 
1. Call to Order, Pledge, and Invocation.   
 
The City Council Meeting of the City of Cedar Hills, having been properly noticed, was called to 
order at 7:04 p.m. by Mayor Denise Andersen.  
 
Mayor Andersen led the Pledge of Allegiance. 
 
Council Member Miller offered the Invocation. 
 
2. Approval of Meeting’s Agenda 
 
MOTION:  Council Member Ellison moved to APPROVE the Meeting Agenda.  Council 
Member Geddes seconded the motion.  Vote on Motion:  Council Member Ellison-Yes, 
Council Member Geddes-Yes, Council Member McEwen-Absent, Council Member Miller-
Yes, Council Member Smith-Yes.  The motion passed unanimously. 
 
3. Public Comment:  Time Has Been Set Aside for the Public to Express their Ideas, 

Concerns, and Comments.   
 
There were no public comments.    
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CONSENT AGENDA 
 
4. Approval of the Minutes from the December 5, 2022, Special City Council Meeting, 

and the December 6, 2022, City Council Meeting. 
5. Approval of Resolution No. 01-10-2023A, Appointments to the Planning Commission. 
6. Approval of Resolution Number 01-10-2023B, City Council and Staff Assignments. 
 
MOTION:  Council Member Miller moved to APPROVE the Consent Agenda.  Council 
Member Smith seconded the motion.  Vote on Motion:  Council Member Ellison-Yes, 
Council Member Geddes-Yes, Council Member McEwen-Absent, Council Member Miller-
Yes, Council Member Smith-Yes.  The motion passed unanimously. 
 
CITY REPORTS AND BUSINESS 
 
7. Mayor and Council 
 
Council Member Miller reported that he submitted his resignation earlier that day.  He would be 
moving and unable to continue to serve as a member of the Cedar Hills City Council.  Council 
Member Miller has been on the City Council for five years.  His family moved to Cedar Hills in 
2014 and he began building his service commitment to the City at that time.  He was grateful for 
his family, the other Council Members, City Staff, and everyone in Cedar Hills.  Being on the City 
Council had been a positive experience.  A lot of good had been done over the last several years 
including Harvey Park and the incoming fiber.  Council Member Miller was saddened to leave the 
City Council.  
 
Mayor Andersen appreciated the work done by Council Member Miller and will be missed on the 
City Council.  He was acknowledged for being level-headed and considerate.  Council Member 
Geddes thanked Council Member Miller for being a strong advocate for the City.  All of the 
Council Members would miss his contributions.  Council Member Smith referenced his legal 
expertise and positive attitude.  Council Member Ellison thanked Council Member Miller for 
mentoring her.  She was excited for the next chapter in his journey.   
 
Council Member Ellison reported that the Utah League of Cities and Towns (“UCLT”) Leadership 
Day was coming up.  A few of the Youth City Council Leadership Members planned to attend.  
Mayor Andersen and City Manager, Chandler Goodwin would also be in attendance.  Mayor 
Andersen informed those present that since Council Member Miller was leaving the City Council, 
his seat would need to be filled.  The opening would be posted and the appointment made during 
the first City Council Meeting in February 2023.   
 
8. City Manager and Staff. 
 
Lieutenant Josh Christensen shared updates related to the Police Department.  He noted that the 
department was doing well.  December had not been an overly busy month with 226 calls for 
service.  There was nothing out of the ordinary to report but he noted that there had been some 
property crimes and vehicle burglaries, which are fairly common.  Lieutenant Christensen reported 
that there is currently one opening in the Police Department.   
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Recreation Director, Greg Gordon reported that Jr. Jazz began the previous week and was running 
smoothly.  Mr. Gordon also highlighted the karate program.  Each time the karate program is 
offered, there are 35 to 40 children registered.  He informed the Council that this was the 20th 
anniversary of the golf course.  The intent was to commemorate the occasion and Council feedback 
was invited.  Mr. Gordon reported that Swim Night was to take place for the Family Festival at the 
American Fork Swimming Pool.   
 
Finance Director, Charl Louw reported that the City completed the fiscal year audit, which would 
be discussed later in the meeting.  Staff would soon be working on the year-end payroll.  With 
respect to parks, work was done on a toddler concept based on the survey.  
 
Public Works Director, Kevin Anderson reported that there has been a lot of rain recently and 
asked that residents pay attention to their catch basins.  It was expected to rain throughout the 
weekend and into the next week, so it was important for residents to be aware of the risks.  He 
stated that currently, water levels are high around the City.  Some even have had water in their 
basements.  Those needing sandbags were invited to contact the Public Works Department.  Mr. 
Anderson reported that Cedar Hill Drive is looking rough as there are a lot of potholes.  Staff was 
in the process of filling potholes and would continue to do so throughout the winter season.  He 
recommended that drivers reduce speeds in the area for the time being.  
 
Mayor Andersen reported that there had been discussions about potholes not being filled level with 
the road.  She asked for additional information about that.  Mr. Anderson explained that pothole 
fills can be used as temporary patching material.  It would be left down one-half of one inch in 
some spots to prevent snowplows from knocking out the materials if it were brought to level.  
Residents were asked to slow down around potholes.   
 
SCHEDULED ITEMS AND PUBLIC HEARINGS 
 
9. Review/Action on Appointment of Mayor Pro Tempore. 
 
Mayor Andersen reported that Council Member Smith served as Mayor Pro Tempore for 2022. In 
2023, Council Member Geddes would serve in that role after the Council vote.  
 
MOTION:  Council Member Ellison moved to APPROVE the Election of Council Member 
Geddes as Mayor Pro Tempore, who shall have all the powers and duties of the Mayor during 
Mayor Andersen’s absence, disability, or refusal to act, according to State and City Codes.  
Council Member Miller seconded the motion.  Vote on Motion:  Council Member Ellison-
Yes, Council Member Geddes-Yes, Council Member McEwen-Absent, Council Member 
Miller-Yes, Council Member Smith-Yes.  The motion passed unanimously. 
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10. Public Hearing on the Issuance of Utility Revenue Bonds, with a Maximum Par 
Amount of $700,000; with a Maximum Interest Rate of 5%; for a Maximum of 16 
Years; at a Maximum Discount to Par of 2%.  

 
Mr. Louw reported that last spring, Legislative action was taken by the State that mandated that 
all cities install secondary water meters.  There was a financial incentive for cities that did this 
sooner rather than later.  The move was something Cedar Hills had been anticipating for a while.  
Public Works had been negotiating for some time.  As a result, Cedar Hills was one of a few cities 
that were able to take advantage of the funding match.  In May 2022, the City applied for a grant 
from the Utah Water Board.  The maximum the City was able to receive was 70%, which was 
awarded.  That totaled approximately $1.5 million.  Every year that a city does not apply, the 
awarded percentage drops, until eventually there is a fine instead of a percentage match grant.  The 
City Council and Staff wanted to be as proactive as possible and that was the reason the grant was 
pursued.   
 
The County offered grants that would cover the rest of the secondary water meter costs.  Cedar 
Hills applied for those grants but they were not awarded to the City.  Looking at the secondary 
water meter project as well as the Harvey Well improvements that were required, the reserves 
would become tighter than the City was comfortable with.  Mr. Louw explained that the City had 
been very aggressive over the last several years when it came to paying down debt.  The City had 
gone from a $16 million debt ten years ago to less than half of that.  The Utility Revenue Bond 
made sense in this instance because it would provide the City with a safety net.   
 
City Staff proposed the issuance of 1% Utility Revenue Bonds for up to $700,000, which were 
payable to the State of Utah Board of Water Resources over 15 years for the water secondary meter 
project.  The discounted bonds would supplement the $1.5 million grant that was approved by the 
Utah Water Board and help with the project.  Mr. Louw explained that the State's bond rates were 
at 1% to encourage early implementation and were significantly lower than market rates at the 
current time.  He noted that this was a period of inflation.  Waiting to install the meters in future 
years would decrease the grant match from the State and make the City vulnerable to inflation and 
supply chain issues since other cities were competing for the same parts and labor.   
 
Mr. Louw reported that the debt payments would be approximately $50,000 per year.  If the 
reserves increased, it would be possible to pay off the bond early without penalty.  The debt service 
would not start until 2025.  The City received preliminary approval and there would soon be a 
public hearing.  Mr. Louw clarified that the bonds would be official in March 2023 if everything 
went according to plan.  Vice-President of Zions Public Finance, Japeth McGee explained that 
there was a two-part process with the Board of Water Resources.  The City needs to receive 
approval and then the full Board would authorize the funds to be released.  Approval was given to 
the City back in December 2022.  The approval meeting would take place later in the month.  At 
that point, the Board would commit the funds.  It would be possible to close after that point.  The 
tentative date was scheduled for March 2, 2023.   
 
Mayor Andersen opened the public hearing. 
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Tom Parmley gave his address as 4182 West Oak Road North.  He was a 30-year resident and has 
seen a lot of changes over the years.  Mr. Parmley wanted to understand why the City needs to 
have meters on secondary water.  He was unclear about the State mandate.  Mayor Andersen 
explained that last year during the Legislative Session, a bill was passed that mandated secondary 
meters in all cities above a certain size.  All new construction already had that requirement.  As a 
result, the City was able to plan ahead for the meters.  Mr. Louw added that when the City applied 
the meters, the costs were low.  Everyone else was projecting $2,000 to $3,000 per meter, but 
Cedar Hills was closer to $1,000 per meter.  That was because the prices from the previous year 
were locked in with the vendor early on.   
  
Mr. Parmley shared additional comments related to secondary water meters.  He noted that 
residents were first told there would not be a charge during the winter months.  There needed to 
be more information shared about the rates.  Mr. Louw explained that the operating revenues or 
operating expenditures needed to be 25% more than the debt service.  Since the City had paid two 
bonds off in the last few years, the debt coverage was still very good, and Cedar Hills did not need 
to raise its water rates for the next few years.  A significant portion of the previous water budget 
was related to the debt that was issued before he started with the City.  However, if the inflation 
levels continued the way they had been, something would need to be done to address that.   
 
Mr. Louw reported that the City would not have variable costs for the meters for one year.  This 
would allow residents to better understand what they were using and if there were leaks that needed 
to be addressed.  After that, there would be work with the engineers to determine how to break 
even with a variable cost.  Mr. Parmley wondered if the amounts would be shown on the water 
bill.  This was confirmed.  Mr. Louw explained that there would also be an app related to the 
meters that could be utilized.  There would be an education component as this rolled out.  Mr. 
Anderson noted that the app would show residents their daily usage levels.  Staff would be open 
to meeting with residents that had questions about the meters.  There would be a bit of a learning 
curve.  Council Member Smith pointed out that residents would eventually pay for what they used.  
Mr. Anderson added that the Central Utah Project (“CUP”) had raised costs in the last two years.  
Mr. Parmley thanked the Council and reiterated that he had wanted to better understand the 
metering.  
 
Council Member Geddes noted that some Council Members have meters on their property already.  
The secondary water meter on his property had been there for five years.  He knew how much 
water he used.  That was what the non-variable costs for the first year would allow residents to 
learn.  Once they understood their current water usage, it would be possible to adjust, as necessary.  
Mr. Anderson explained that the app would prompt residents to look at different things.  For 
instance, if there was a high-water bill, it might ask them to look for leaks or other issues.  This 
would be an educational process for everyone.  Mayor Andersen reported that metering saved 
approximately 30%.  It could make a notable difference in the City. 
 
Wanda McPherson gave her address as 4221 West Cedar Hills Drive.  She was a 31-year resident 
and remembered that there was a time when residents were asked to volunteer for a meter.  Back 
then they were told there would be a flat rate and the water was water that would have been wasted.  
That had impacted her choice.  Ms. McPherson was concerned about the mandate as it seemed to 
take the decision away from the residents.  The secondary water meter decision had been made 
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without considering some of the other issues that needed to be addressed.  The City was talking 
about a bond, but she was not sure the rationale was clear.   
 
Carrie Hix gave her address as 10642 North Fiddlesticks.  She wanted to understand her bill as 
there were currently two charges consisting of a PI usage and PI base rate.  Mayor Andersen stated 
that it was based on the lot size.  After secondary water is metered, the amount will be based on 
usage.  Ms. Hix shared her bill from December 2022.  The PI usage was $12.98, and the PI base 
rate was $15.95.  She wanted to understand why it was so much more than culinary water.  It was 
reported that the amount was based on the size of the lot and culinary was based on usage.  Ms. Hix 
was concerned that the bill would continue to increase.   
 
Mr. Anderson reiterated that there would be an education component moving forward.  Mr. Louw 
reported that the City bought water from American Fork and there were pumping costs associated 
with that.  Mayor Andersen added that Cedar Hills needs to purchase a lot of the water used in the 
City.  As for the water that is pumped out of the ground, it costs money to do that.  There were a 
few wells in the City, but the water needs to be pumped up the hill to the holding tanks and gravity 
was used to deliver it back down.  The acquisition of water in a City was expensive and that cost 
was passed onto residents.   
 
There were no further comments.  The public hearing was closed.   
 
Mayor Andersen reported that the item was a public hearing, and no motion was necessary.  She 
explained that the bond process would continue to move forward.  
 
11. Review/Action on Acceptance of the 2022 Fiscal Year Audit. 
 
Mr. Louw shared the Annual Comprehensive Financial Report For the Fiscal Year Ended June 30, 
2022.  It was available on the City’s website for review.  He introduced the Auditor, Steven Rowley 
from Keddington & Christensen.  Mr. Rowley explained that it was his responsibility to report 
back to the Council as the Council Members were charged with governance.  Keddington & 
Christensen work for the Mayor and Council and not for City Staff.  As part of the audit, there had 
been a lot of test work and sampling as well as fraud risk assessment.  A lot happened behind the 
scenes to make sure that the audit was completed.  Work was done by the City and Staff to ensure 
that the audit process went well.  Everyone in the City had a part of play in the audit.   
 
As part of the audit, the accompanying financial statements had been audited.  Those were included 
in the Financial Report.  Mr. Rowley encouraged those present to read the full report.  There was 
a lot of information that could be useful for those interested.  Since it was an Annual 
Comprehensive Financial Report, there was more information in that document than in a typical 
minimum required audit report.  For instance, there was a lot of historical data.   
 
Mr. Rowley reported that as part of the audit, the governmental activities, business type activities, 
each major fund, and the budgetary comparison schedules for the General Fund and Golf Special 
Revenue Fund were audited.  In addition, the remaining fund information of the City of Cedar 
Hills was audited.  In the opinion of Keddington & Christensen, the financial statements: 
“…presented fairly, in all material respects, the respective financial position of the governmental 



Page 7 of 10                                              Cedar Hills City Council Meeting   Approved: February 7, 2023 
January 10, 2023 

 

activities, the business type activities, each major fund, the budgetary comparison schedules for 
the General Fund and Golf Special Revenue Fund, and the aggregate remaining fund information 
of the City of Cedar Hills as of June 30, 2022.”  This meant there was an unmodified opinion on 
the financial statements.  Mr. Rowley explained that the City had a clean report.  
 
There was information to explain how the opinion had been reached.  Mr. Rowley reiterated that 
a lot of test work had been done.  As part of that test work, the internal controls of the City were 
examined.  The internal controls were not audited but were evaluated and performance tested.  The 
test work determined whether the controls were implemented and in operation.  If there were any 
weaknesses or deficiencies in those controls, that would be reported to the City.  Mr. Rowley 
assured the Council that there were no findings related to the internal controls.  He believed the 
City had strong controls and there was a good separation of duties in place.   
 
Mr. Rowley reviewed some of the responsibilities.  It was the responsibility of management to 
handle day-to-day issues and the responsibility of governance to oversee things.  On the other 
hand, it was the responsibility of the Auditor to plan and perform the audit.  To do so, generally 
accepted auditing standards as well as government auditing standards were followed.  Mr. Rowley 
felt the City did a wonderful job adhering to the laws, rules, and regulations.  There were no issues 
of non-compliance.  He noted that there was information in the report related to the Utah 
Retirement System.  It was possible to see the proportionate share of the net pension asset or 
liability.  There was currently a net pension asset.  Mr. Rowley pointed out that there tended to be 
a wide fluctuation from year-to-year.  Last year, there was a liability.  However, he clarified that 
when there was a liability, there was nothing the City could do to pay it off.  It was more of a gauge 
to determine how well-funded the Utah Retirement System was at any given time.  
 
One thing of note in the report was that there was a change in accounting principles.  The City 
implemented Governmental Accounting Standards Board (“GASB”) Statement No. 87, Leases.  
This was a new standard that was required to be implemented.  The report stated that Note 16 had 
additional information about the implementation of that.  Even though that was a new section of 
the financials, the overall opinion on the financials had not changed.  The City ensured that it had 
been implemented accordingly.  Mr. Rowley congratulated Staff as it was a complicated standard. 
 
The financials were audited according to government auditing standards.  There was a separate 
report that discussed those details which could be found toward the end of the Financial Statement 
packet.  Mr. Rowley reported that there were no deficiencies identified in internal controls.  He 
pointed out that every transaction could not be tested, so there could be weaknesses that existed 
that were not identified.  However, the audit process was thorough and he felt confident with the 
conclusions.  In terms of compliance, the results of the tests disclosed no instances of non-
compliance.  The next report was required by the State Auditor’s Office.  Mr. Rowley explained 
that the State Auditor’s Office had a compliance guide and the auditor was required to test certain 
areas.  It was a two-part report where they looked at controls related to the compliance 
requirements as well as sampling to determine whether there were instances of non-compliance.  
The examined areas included: budgetary compliance, Fund Balance, restricted taxes, government 
fees, impact fees, and Utah Retirement Systems.  In each of those areas, Keddington & Christensen 
looked at the controls and tested for compliance.  There were no instances of non-compliance.   
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Since the City received and expended over $750,000 of Federal funds, a compliance examination 
was needed.  Mr. Rowley explained that this related to the American Rescue Plan Act (“ARPA”) 
funds that cities received.  Since more than $750,000 was expended, there needed to be testing 
done.  The audit went through the required testing and the City was in compliance.  He reported 
that there were no findings or instances of non-compliance related to the Federal funds.  
 
Mayor Andersen thanked Mr. Rowley for his work on the audit and Mr. Louw and his team for 
their excellence.   
 
MOTION:  Council Member Geddes moved to ACCEPT the Fiscal Year 2022 Annual 
Comprehensive Financial Report.  Council Member Ellison seconded the motion.  Vote on 
Motion:  Council Member Ellison-Yes, Council Member Geddes-Yes, Council Member 
McEwen-Absent, Council Member Miller-Yes, Council Member Smith-Yes.  The motion 
passed unanimously. 
 
12. Update on Toddler Park Area in Heritage Park. 
 
Mr. Louw reported that a survey related to the toddler park area in Heritage Park was released on 
Survey Monkey.  The intention was to understand preferences for children between two and five 
years of age.  Based on the survey results, shaded areas were a priority in a toddler park area as 
well as toddler swings.  After that, a toddler log climbing structure with a slide was considered the 
most important.  The Council previously suggested that fencing be considered.  According to the 
survey results, fencing around the toddler area was very important to some residents, but not 
important to other residents.  Artificial turf was the second least supported suggestion and the least 
supported item was a carousel.   
 
After reviewing the results of the survey, City Staff went back to the manufacturers to review the 
options.  Mr. Louw shared a sample image of a toddler slide as well as a design rendering.  There 
were trees to the east that were existing.  The intention was to leave those trees in place and place 
some benches nearby.  This would provide shade.  In addition, there was a tree to the southwest 
where a bench could be placed.  To the north, there would be a gap between the toddler playground 
and the older playground.  It would likely be possible to place some seating there as well.  
Mr. Louw explained that toddler equipment would be close to the ground.  If there was a structure, 
it could be connected with log steppers as long as the steppers were less than 12 inches apart.  
Things had been clustered in the design rendering to maximize the area.   
 
Mayor Andersen liked that the toddler park area would blend in with the playground next to it.  
Council Member Smith appreciated the survey data.  It was interesting to know what the residents 
wanted to see there.  Council Member Smith asked when the City would need to order the 
playground materials and when the Council would know more about the fence design.  Mr. Louw 
reported that it would take six months for the equipment to arrive.  As a result, the materials would 
likely arrive in July 2023 and it would take a month or so to install.  He was still looking into the 
different fencing options.  The fence could be discussed at a future meeting as there was not a long 
wait for those kinds of materials.  Council Member Miller suggested that there be a three-foot 
black chain link fence for additional visibility.  Council Member Smith stressed the importance of 
safety.   
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Mr. Louw reported that there would be a lot of new paths and a new bridge in the area.  He 
explained that there would be an eight-foot-wide bridge as well as additional paths and access 
points through the park to make it easier for residents to use.  Mayor Andersen noted that the 
motion language included in the Meeting Materials Packet was related to the layout of the park.  It 
would allow Mr. Louw to order the equipment as the money had already been allocated.  Mr. Louw 
reminded the Council that the cost would be approximately $130,000 for the equipment and then 
there were installation fees.  The intention was to stay around $200,000 for the actual equipment, 
the fence, the benches, and everything else.  It was clarified that this was not an action item.   
 
13. Discussion on a Citywide Art Contest. 
 
Mayor Andersen reminded the Council Members that Cedar Hills recently received a proposal 
from the artist, Eric Dowdle, related to a piece of artwork and puzzle.  Though that idea was not 
supported, a lot of other ideas had since been shared by residents.  One suggestion was to hold a 
City-wide art contest where someone from Cedar Hills produces a piece of art that the City would 
purchase and display in a prominent location.  Mayor Andersen liked the idea.  There was a desire 
to have a Council discussion about that possibility.  She wanted to hear Council Member feedback 
about how that type of contest could be structured, the prize, and the application process.  Mayor 
Andersen explained that if the contest were to take place, an attorney would create a contract.  
When someone enters the contest, that person would sign an application that would give the rights 
to the artwork to the City if that individual were to win.  A specified amount would be awarded to 
that person.  There had been discussions about the prize money amount and up to $5,000 had been 
suggested.   
 
Council Member Smith was curious about what the City would do with a piece of artwork.  She 
kept thinking about the 50th anniversary of the City and explained that she wanted to dedicate 
money and time toward that milestone.  She wondered if this type of contest might be more 
appropriate then.  Mayor Andersen was interested in encouraging art within the City.  An art 
contest would allow residents to showcase their talents.  There were a lot of skilled people in the 
City.  The contest could potentially be incorporated into the Family Festival.  Though she did not 
anticipate that the City would sell puzzles of the winning piece, it would bring an intrinsic value 
to the City.  It was important to honor the people who lived in Cedar Hills.  
 
Council Member Geddes was intrigued by the proposal from Mr. Dowdle because there would be 
an original piece of art focused on Cedar Hills.  Art was something that brought communities 
together and added value.  If there was artwork from Cedar Hills residents hanging in the City 
offices, that would be beneficial.  He liked the idea of tying it to the Family Festival.  Council 
Member Miller believed it was important to establish parameters.  He pointed out that art came in 
many forms.  Not all of it could be hung from a wall.  The type of pieces that the City was looking 
for needed to be clearly stated.  He felt the pieces should also be identifiable and reflective of 
Cedar Hills.  Whatever the artwork looks like, it should remind residents of the City.   
 
Council Member Smith liked the idea of doing something in association with the Family Festival 
each year.  There could be one winning piece per year.  Perhaps one year, the focus could be on a 
painting and another year the focus could be on a sculpture.  She wanted there to be specificity 
with what the City was looking for at any given time.  Council Member Smith was thinking of a 
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$500 prize per year and the piece could be shared for one year.  She did not like the idea of spending 
$5,000 for something the City would have in perpetuity.  It would be better to have the contest 
each year at a lower prize amount.  This would encourage regular resident participation.   
 
Mayor Andersen believed the prize money could come out of the Parks Tax.  Mr. Louw confirmed 
that it was an eligible expense.  Council Member Miller suggested that the contest be open to 
anyone.  The applicants do not necessarily need to live in Cedar Hills as long as the art is associated 
with the City.  Council Member Ellison liked the idea of doing something on a smaller scale each 
year.  For the 50th anniversary, there could be a slightly larger prize or a more elaborate contest.  
She also liked the idea of rotating the medium each year.  Having certain parameters in place was 
important as the idea moved forward.  Council Members were supportive of the contest.  Based on 
the support, Mayor Andersen believed the item would come back to the Council in the future.   
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
14. Adjourn. 
 
MOTION:  Council Member Geddes moved to ADJOURN the City Council Meeting.  
Council Member Ellison seconded the motion.  Vote on Motion:  Council Member Ellison-
Yes, Council Member Geddes-Yes, Council Member McEwen-Absent, Council Member 
Miller-Yes, Council Member Smith-Yes.  The motion passed unanimously. 
 
The City Council Meeting adjourned at 8:37 p.m.  
 
 
Approved by Council: 
February 7, 2023 
 
        /s/ Colleen A. Mulvey, MMC 
        City Recorder 
 


