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MINUTES OF THE 
SOUTH OGDEN CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

Tuesday, November 17, 2015 – 6:00 p.m. 
Council Chambers, City Hall 

 
 

COUNCIL MEMBERS PRESENT 
Mayor James Minster, Council Members Brent Strate, Bryan Benard, and Russell Porter 
 
COUNCIL MEMBERS EXCUSED 
Sallee Orr and Wayne Smith 

 

STAFF MEMBERS PRESENT 
City Manager Matt Dixon, City Attorney Ken Bradshaw, Police Chief Darin Parke, Fire Chief 
Cameron West, Parks and Public Works Director Jon Andersen, Finance Director Steve 
Liebersbach, Good Landlord Program Administrator Andrew Hyder, and Recorder Leesa 
Kapetanov 

 
CITIZENS PRESENT 
Jim Pearce, Robert Bliss, Debby Bliss, Bonnie Rembacz, Bill Rembacz, Walt Bausman, Ami 
Dillingham, Katelyn Panter, Allei Holden, Mitchell Holden, Mikayla Harbrove, Calvin Holden, 
Mitchell H., Aubree Allen, Breonca Benard, Matthew Story, Connie Kaufman, Meghan Williams, 
Nancy Gibson, Ashley Andersen, Hames McGregor, Nate Foulger, Kylee Strate, Doug Gailey, 
Bridger Butters, J.P. Holden, Rudy Strate, J. Sherman Strate, Richard Reeve, Julie Furniss, Kim 
Didier, Matt Howard 

 
 

I. OPENING CEREMONY 

A. Call to Order 

Mayor Minster called the meeting to order at 6:03 pm and called for a motion to convene. 
 

Council Member Benard moved to convene as the South Ogden City Council, followed by a 
second from Council Member Strate.  In a voice vote Council Members Strate, Benard, 
and Porter all voted aye.   

 
B. Prayer/Moment of Silence 

The mayor invited everyone to participate in a moment of silence. 
   
C. Pledge of Allegiance 

Council Member Smith was unable to attend the meeting so the Mayor asked Council 
Member Porter to lead those present in the Pledge of Allegiance.   

 
Mayor Minster then announced it was time for public comments.  There would be no 
action taken on comments received that evening.  He asked those who wished to 
comment to limit their time to three minutes. 

 
 

II. PUBLIC COMMENTS 

Richard Reeves, Park Vista Drive – spoke concerning the dispute over the monastery property.  He 



 

November 17, 2015 City Council Meeting Page 2 

 

stated that the neighbors, with himself at the lead, had been able to negotiate a settlement 
agreement with the Brighton Recovery Center that allowed them to accomplish the goals they were 
unable to accomplish with the city’s help, namely asking Brighton Recovery to impose upon 
themselves some reasonable restrictions.  Brighton Recovery was also allowing a liaison from the 
neighborhood to meet with their executive director on a regular basis.  The neighborhood had 
requested that violent sex offenders not be allowed at the facility and that regular background 
checks of clients be made.  Mr. Reeves felt the neighborhood had had to go to who the City 
postured as their enemy instead of to their elected officials to get what they wanted.  They had 
also been postured in the press as discriminatory because they were fighting against the recovery 
center; it was far from the truth.  It had been demonstrated by the welcoming and positive 
response they had received from the recovery center.  Mr. Reeve then stated he was shocked that 
the City had spent $67,000 in legal fees.  He had recorded the time he spent on the case and his 
total came to $17,000 in legal fees.  He asked that the City look at some of the restrictions 
negotiated between the neighbors and Brighton Recovery; they were something that every citizen in 
South Ogden should have advantage of.  The restrictions were reasonable and should be put into 
statute.   

Walt Bausman, 5792 S 1075 E – Mr. Bausman said he had received six documents the last few days 
concerning items the Council was considering.  There had not been enough time to review and 
analyze everything before the meeting that evening.  He said the audited financial statements 
showed revenues over expenses was $90,000 last year.  The difference between the $307,000 that 
was reported as net income and the $90,000 was treated by the transfer of funds. Last August they 
were told that a $1,061,000 was miss-classified as a capital improvement for streets and should 
have been reported as repairs in the general fund.  This wasn’t done by staff or the auditor.  He 
said the City was not being consistent in its application of repairs vs. capital expenditures.  There 
was a reporting discrepancy between the City and its auditors in the water fund of $700,000 plus 
dollars in restricted and unrestricted funds.  As he had reported previously, it appears the City has 
one or two years of continued deficit spending before something needs to happen.  The questions 
needed to be asked how many wanted the City to raise taxes to cover the City’s deficits, how many 
wanted the City to continue raiding restricted funds like they had done for several years, and how 
many wanted the City to cut costs which had been requested over and over. 

 

III. RECOGNITION OF SCOUTS/STUDENTS PRESENT 

The mayor acknowledged the presence of the Youth City Council. 

 

IV. CONSENT AGENDA 

A. Approval of October 20, 2015 Council Minutes 
B. Approval of October Warrants Register 
C. Set Date For Public Hearings (December 1, 2015 at 6 pm or as soon as the agenda 

permits) To Receive and Consider Comments on the Following Items: 
1.  Proposed Amendments to the Culinary Water Capital Facilities Plan and 

Impact Fee Analysis, and 
2.  To Consider Potential Projects For Which Funding May Be Applied For Under 

the CDBG Small Cities Program for Program Year 2015 
 
Mayor Minster read through the consent agenda and asked if there were any comments 
concerning them.  There were no comments from the Council.  The mayor called for a 
motion concerning the consent agenda. 
 
Council Member Porter moved to approve the consent agenda with the change.  The 
motion was seconded by Council Member Strate.  In a voice vote Council Members 
Porter, Benard, and Strate all voted aye.  
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V. PRESENTATION 

A. Marcus Arbuckle, Keddington & Christensen – FY2015 Audit Report 
Mr. Arbuckle began his presentation by stating that as the auditors, they were required to 
report several items to the Council, however it was the Council’s responsibility to oversee 
the financial reporting process.  He then reported that they had issued three separate 
reports, the first of which was the independent auditor’s report.  They had issued the City 
a clean opinion; the financial reports did reflect fairly what had happened during the year.  
The second report they issued had to do with internal controls.  They made sure things 
were set up correctly to avoid issues and errors in the financial reporting.  They had looked 
specifically at the cash disbursement, cash receipting, payroll and financial reporting 
processes.  The final report issued was concerning compliance as requested by the state 
auditor’s office.  Some of the items that were looked into were budgetary compliance of 
fund balance, the courts, cash management for the Utah Retirement System, and transfers.  
They also looked at compliance with the Open and Public Meetings Act.   
They had some findings concerning some of these areas; the findings were located on the 
last page of the supplemental report.  The findings had to do with the South Ogden Days 
Fund and the Ambulance Fund both of which had deficit fund balances.   
Council Member Porter asked if there were any cities that didn’t have negative balances for 
ambulance services.  Mr. Arbuckle said he had not seen an ambulance fund that covered 
its costs.  Cities usually transferred money in from the general fund to cover the costs. 
Mr. Arbuckle then made the Council aware of a new requirement called GASBY68; it 
required all cities to report their net pension assets and liabilities on the books. In the past it 
had been recorded in URS’s books.   
He concluded by stating there had been no difficulties in performing the audit and no 
disagreements with management.  They felt the City had a reliable accounting system and 
the books were in order.  He invited anyone who had questions concerning the audit to 
call him.  
Mayor Minster informed those present that he, City Manager Dixon, Finance Director Steve 
Liebersbach, and Council Members Porter and Strate had met earlier in the day to review 
the audit.  Mr. Arbuckle concluded his report. 
 
The mayor then indicated it was time to enter a public hearing and entertained a motion to 
do so. 
 
Council Member Porter moved to enter into a public hearing to receive comments on 
amendments to the FY2016 budget, followed by a second from Council Member Benard.  
The vote was unanimous to enter the public hearing. 

 

VI. PUBLIC HEARING 

A. To Receive and Consider Comments on Amendments to the FY2016 Budget 
The mayor invited Finance Director Steve Liebersbach to come forward and explain the 
budget amendments.  Mr. Liebersbach read through each line item of the amendments 
and explained why it was there.  The amendments mostly had to do with carrying over 
unused money from the previous budget year, recognizing new revenues, and/or 
accounting for additional items in the budget.  He pointed out that the last line item on the 
amendments for $50,000 was an error.  It had been put on the amendments as a place 
holder and had not been removed.   
Mayor Minster invited anyone who wished to comment concerning the budget 
amendments to come forward. 
 
Walt Bausman, 5792 S 1075 E – Mr. Bausman commented about several items in the 
budget amendments which he felt were being handled incorrectly.  He also commented 
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that the repayment of the CDRA loans should be restricted because the CDRA fund had a 
bigger liability than just this. The fund should be paying off the liability for City Hall first. He 
felt the City should do that instead of running the repayment through the general fund.   
 
There were no other comments. 
 
The mayor called for a motion to close the public hearing. 
 
Council Member Benard moved to adjourn the public hearing and reconvene as the South 
Ogden City Council.  The motion was seconded by Council Member Strate.  The vote 
was unanimous in favor of the motion. 

 

VII. DISCUSSION / ACTION ITEMS 

A. Update on Police Compensation 
Police Chief Darin Parke came forward to give the update.  He reminded the Council of the 
October 6 meeting where problems with the recruiting and retaining of police officers was 
discussed.  The problem was nationwide.  The chief had worked with City Manager Dixon 
and Finance Director Steve Liebersbach to identify what current market average wages 
were.  They then adjusted the compensation of the non-supervisory officers, who were 
further away from the average, to bring them more in line with the market.  They had also 
made adjustments to some other employee’s wages to account for internal equity and 
compression issues.  They had previously determined that the adjustments would cost 
$90,000 annually, but since a portion of the year was already past, that amount was down 
to approximately $59,000.  They had also calculated how much money was available due 
to turnover in the department with experienced officers leaving and new officers being 
hired at a lower rate of pay; this equaled approximately $22,000.  The chief had also 
reviewed each of the line items in his budget and identified $30,000 that could be made 
available for the wage compensation.  That left them approximately $8,000 short of the 
$59,000 needed.  In discussions with City Manager Dixon, they had determined they could 
find the $8,000 within existing city budget funds.  The adjustments had been made as of 
November 7.  The department had been able to retain three officers who were 
contemplating leaving and general morale had been boosted.   
Council Member Benard asked if the budget reductions to fund the compensations were 
permanent or if they would have to come up with the money every year to maintain the 
higher wages.  Mr. Dixon said the reductions were permanent and would sustain the 
wages from year to year.  Council Member Benard said he would like staff to look “outside 
the box” for ways to entice and retain top talent; ways that did not necessarily include 
having a higher salary.  Council Member Strate agreed and thought that they could do the 
same thing for the fire department.   
 

B. Consideration of Ordinance 15-24 – Amending the FY2016 Budget 
Finance Director Steve Liebersbach came forward to answer any questions the Council 
might have concerning the budget amendments.  Council Member Strate asked some 
questions concerning the bonds and if the City would be penalized for paying them off early.  
Mr. Liebersbach said he didn’t think so, but he would have to check.  He also explained 
that the City may have to pay in segments, e.g. $50,000 increments to receive a coupon.  
He also said prepayment of bonds by cities was very rare, as the bonds were at such a low 
interest rate, it was generally not in the best interest of the City to pay them off early.  
Council Member Strate asked if there was anything pressing in the budget amendments that 
needed to move forward or if he could take longer in looking at and considering the items.  
Mr. Liebersbach explained they could pass one line item, several line items or the whole 
thing.  City Attorney Bradshaw also said they could pass the whole thing and then come 
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back and change some of the amendments if they wanted to.  Council Member Strate 
stated he wanted things to move forward, but he had major concerns concerning the CDRA 
portion of the budget amendments.  Mr. Liebersbach asked what his concerns were.  
Council Member Strate said he wasn’t sure he understood what the amendments were.  
Mr. Liebersbach said the numbers were the same ones discussed by the Council previously 
when they had started the process of considering the loan repayments.  CDRA Attorney 
Craig Smith had written an opinion letter stating that the loans were viable and could be 
reinstated.  Council Member Strate said Mr. Bausman had raised some concerns and he 
wanted to look into the matter more.  Council Member Benard asked Mr. Liebersbach if 
anything that Mr. Bausman stated changed his recommendation.  Mr. Liebersbach said it 
did not; Mr. Bausman had referred to the CDRA funds as restricted, but the funds had not 
been generated within a project area; the funds had come from loans from the City.  The 
repayment of the loans should go back to the funds they were borrowed from.  There was 
no restricted fund clause on the money because it was a loan repayment and he disagreed 
with Mr. Bausman’s opinion that they were restricted.   
The mayor called for a motion concerning the budget amendments. 
 
Council Member Porter moved to adopt Ordinance 15-24, amending the FY2016 budget, 
minus the $50,000 line item.  Council Member Benard seconded the motion.  The 
mayor asked if there were any discussion.  Council Member Porter suggested they pass 
the amendments now and if they found issues later then could come back and make other 
amendments.  Council Member Strate said he was still unsure he didn’t have the issue 
thought out enough to be able to ask the right questions.  Mayor Minster called the vote: 
 
    Council Member Porter- Yes 
    Council Member Benard- Yes 
    Council Member Strate- No 
 
The motion did not pass. 
 
Council Member Benard said he did not think they should delay all the amendments.  He 
was also leery that they could not tell staff what the specific concern was so staff could 
provide answers.  Council Member Strate said he would feel comfortable moving forward 
by taking the CDRA portion of the amendments out.  Council Member Benard suggested a 
motion to that effect be made.   
 
Council Member Strate moved to adopt Ordinance 15-24, less the balance sheet entries 
(CDRA) on page 2.  The motion was seconded by Council member Benard.  The mayor 
made a roll call vote: 
 
    Council Member Strate- Yes 
    Council Member Benard- Yes 
    Council Member Porter- Yes 
 
The motion passed. 
 
Council Member Porter then suggested that item G. be considered next in the meeting in 
consideration of those present to answer questions.  The mayor agreed. 
 

G. Discussion on Burch Creek Bike Trail 
City Manager Dixon explained the idea for the bike trail had come up several months ago.  
The Bike Shoppe wanted to partner with the City in building a bike trail on City owned 
property near the 44th Street Bridge and near the Bike Shoppe.  Mr. Dixon said he, Nate 
Fulcher from the Bike Shoppe, and Robert Lindquist, owner of the nearby cemetery, had 
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met and discussed the Bike Trail.  Mr. Lindquist had been involved because a portion of the 
trail may traverse his property, although they were not exactly sure.  They had explained 
to Mr. Lindquist that they did not want to go to the expense of having the property 
surveyed, but that part of the trail might go across his property.  Mr. Lindquist had said he 
would love to cooperate with the group.  Mr. Dixon had asked Mr. Fulcher to flag the route 
of the trail so that Parks and Public Works Director Jon Andersen and his staff could make 
sure the trail would not adversely affect storm water drainage and retention.  Mr. Dixon 
anticipated an interlocal agreement would be made between all three parties involved.  
The Council asked several questions concerning the trail which Mr. Fulcher answered.  City 
Manager Dixon explained staff had brought this item to the Council to see if it was 
something they wanted to pursue.  Moving forward may involve using some of the city’s 
equipment to help create the trail and bringing in gravel to line it.  It was the Council’s 
consensus that this item move forward.   
 

C. Consideration of Resolution 15-46 – Award of Bid and Approval of Agreement with 
Compass Minerals Incorporated for Road Salt 
Mayor Minster invited Parks and Public Works Director Jon Andersen to come forward and 
comment on this item.  Mr. Andersen explained this was the annual salt bid.  This year 
they had added a clause to allow the City to renew the agreement for three one year terms.  
The bid this year was 80¢ per ton lower than last year.  He also pointed out that the lowest 
bid was not accepted because the price involved the City picking the salt up instead of 
having it delivered; however staff would have to drive to North Salt Lake to pick it up, and it 
was not beneficial for the City to do so.  The mayor called for a motion concerning the 
resolution. 
 
Council Member Benard moved to adopt Resolution 15-46, followed by a second from 
Council Member Strate.  The mayor asked if there were further discussion and seeing 
none, he called the vote: 
 
    Council Member Benard- Aye 
    Council Member Strate- Aye 
    Council Member Porter- Aye 
 
Resolution 15-46 was adopted. 
 

D. Consideration of Resolution 15-47 – Approving an Agreement With Weber Basin Water for 
the Transfer of Water Rights 
City Manager Dixon explained the island created with the re-alignment of Highway 89 and 
Harrison Boulevard did not have secondary water rights in order to maintain the plants that 
would be installed.  This agreement authorized Weber Basin Water to transfer water rights 
from some other City owned property that didn’t need the water to the island which did. 
There was no discussion from the Council.  The mayor entertained a motion. 
 
Council Member Strate moved to adopt Resolution 15-47 regarding the transfer of water 
rights.  Council Member Porter seconded the motion.  There was no further discussion.  
The mayor made a roll call vote: 
 
    Council Member Strate- Aye 
    Council Member Porter- Aye 
    Council Member Benard- Aye 
 
Resolution 15-47 was adopted.   
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E. Consideration of Resolution 15-48 – Approving the Canvass of the 2015 Municipal General 
Election 
City Recorder Leesa Kapetanov gave the Council a handout of the canvass results (see 
Attachment A).  She reviewed the numbers with the Council, highlighting the fact that the 
voter turnout was 42%.   
Council Member Benard asked if it made sense to further consolidate voting locations by 
having two or three cities combine together.  Ms. Kapetanov said it was something staff 
could look at in the future.  Council Member Strate commented the by mail vote had 
changed the dynamics of the election.  There were no more comments or discussion.  
Mayor Minster called for a motion. 
 
Council Member Porter moved to adopt Resolution 15-48. The motion was seconded by 
Council Member Benard.  There was no discussion.  Mayor Minster called the vote: 
 
    Council Member Porter- Yes 
    Council Member Benard- Yes 
    Council Member Strate- Yes 
 
The motion passed. 
 
The mayor congratulated the winners of the election, Council Member Orr, Mr. Hensley, and 
Council Member Strate. 
 

F. Consideration of Resolution 15-49 – Accepting a Petition For Annexation 
City Manager Dixon said GBH Properties Group owned two parcels of property just below 
the City’s water tanks.  One of the parcels was in South Ogden; the other was in 
unincorporated Weber County.  They were petitioning to annex the unincorporated one 
into the City.  He explained further that this resolution simply started the process of 
annexation.  The whole process would take a few months to complete.  There were no 
questions or discussion from the Council.  The mayor entertained a motion. 
 
Council Member Benard moved to adopt Resolution 15-49, followed by a second from 
Council Member Strate.  The mayor asked if there was further discussion and seeing 
none, he called the vote: 
 
    Council Member Benard- Yes 
    Council Member Strate- Yes 
    Council Member Porter- Yes 
 
The petition for annexation was accepted.   
 
 

VIII. DEPARTMENT DIRECTOR REPORTS 
A. Parks and Public Works Director Jon Andersen – Project Updates 

Mr. Andersen reported on several projects in the City: 
38th Street – this project was 95% complete, but replacing sprinklers and landscaping would 
not be completed until spring.  
44th Street Streetlights- the fix for the lights had not proven to be simple.  They might have 
to bore the light which could cost $11,000.  They were getting a second opinion concerning 
the repair.   
Crosswalk at 42nd Street- staff would install two signs and paint the crosswalk in anticipation 
of the new school opening.  
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Safe Routes to School Grant- they had not received any word on the City’s grant 
application. 
CDBD Grants- the Council had set the date for the public hearing that evening; staff would 
give more information as they moved through the process. 
40th and Adams- Comcast had drilled through the City’s storm drain and were in the process 
of repairing it. 
Painting on Ridgeline Drive- the City had been trying to get UDOT to paint new lines now 
that the re-alignment was complete, however the weather had not cooperated.  They had 
said they would come on Friday.      
Nature Park Restroom – the restroom was complete except for the door.   

 
 

IX. QUARTERLY REPORT 

A. Andrew Hyder – Good Landlord Program 
Mr. Hyder gave each of the council members a written report (see attachment B).  He 
reviewed the statistics of the Good Landlord Program, noting that there had not been an 
increase of those not wishing to participate in the program as had occurred in previous 
quarters.  The number of licenses had remained initially the same, although some had 
been closed out and others added.  The overall program was working well. 
 
Mayor Minster then indicated it was time to enter into a CDRA Board Meeting and called for 
a motion to do so. 
 
Council Member Porter moved to recess into a CDRA Board Meeting.  Council Member 
Benard seconded the motion. The voice vote was unanimous in favor of the motion. 

 

 

X. RECESS INTO COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT RENEWAL AGENCY BOARD MEETING 
See separate minutes.   
 
Motion from CDRA Meeting to reconvene as the South Ogden City Council: 
Board Member Benard moved to adjourn as the CDRA Board and reconvene as the South Ogden 
City Council, followed by a second from Board Member Porter.  The voice vote was unanimous in 
favor of the motion. 
 
 

XI. REPORTS 

A. Mayor – reminded the Council of the annual Senior Center Thanksgiving Banquet and asked 
that those who could help serve to contact him. 

 
B. City Council Members 

Council Member Benard – congratulated the winners of the election and thanked them 
for cleaning up their signs so quickly.  He also said he disagreed with many of the things 
stated by Mr. Reeve, but he would contact Mr. Reeve personally to discuss them.  
Council Member Strate – felt the neighbors and the business occupying the monastery 
were working well together; everyone felt a positive resolution to the situation had taken 
place, no matter how it came about.     
Council Member Porter – recognized Mr. Liebersbach for his hard work on the audit.  
He also reminded the mayor that Council Member Orr was out of town and Council 
Member Smith had had surgery; that was why they were not in attendance that evening.  
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C. City Manager – reported the community survey would be done at the end of the semester. 
He also said he was looking at dates for the annual retreat and would be emailing them with 
possible dates and location. 
Mr. Dixon also reported he and Chief West had held several meetings concerning staffing 
and needs of the Fire Department.  He had also begun conversations with the Weber Fire 
District Board concerning optimizing services at the south end of the City. 

 
D. City Attorney Ken Bradshaw – nothing to report. 

 
 
 

XII. ADJOURN CITY COUNCIL MEETING AND CONVENE INTO WORK SESSION 
Mayor Minster announced it was time to close the meeting and open a work session and 
entertained a motion to do so. 
 
At 8:07 pm, Council Member Porter moved to adjourn City Council Meeting and convene into a 
work session.  The motion was seconded by Council Member Benard.  All present voted aye. 
 
Note:  The Council moved to the EOC room and took a break before beginning the work session.  
Those present for the work session were Mayor Minster, Council Members Porter, Benard, and 
Strate; City Manager Dixon, City Attorney Bradshaw, Parks and Public Works Director Jon Andersen, 
Police Chief Parke, Fire Chief West and City Recorder Kapetanov.  Council Elect Adam Hensley was 
also present. 
  

A. Financial Update and Planning 
Mayor Minster called the work session to order at 8:25 pm and turned the time to City 
Manager Dixon.  Mr. Dixon said Finance Director Steve Liebersbach would provide 
information concerning the general fund and the different enterprise funds and answer 
questions the Council might have.  
Mr. Liebersbach said he would be covering the budget, the June 30, 2015 year-end report, 
and the October 31, 2015 financials.  He began by stating the budget was a compilation of 
the Council’s goals, plans and vision for the City, combined with recommendations and 
suggestions from staff; however, ultimately, it was the Council’s budget.  He said there 
were three ways to fund the budget: leave it as is, and pay as you go; increase taxes and/or 
fees or decrease services; or look for other sources such as grants, bonds, transfers or 
leases.   
Mr. Liebersbach then moved to the June 30 financial report.  He explained the June 30 
financial was what the audit was based on, although he supplied the Council with monthly 
financials throughout the year.  Rarely had anyone come to discuss with him questions or 
concerns about the financials, yet the newspaper had published a report that there were 
serious concerns about the city’s financial standing and misleading numbers.  He wanted 
to address some of the concerns.  He began by going through the June 30 financials and 
explaining how the numbers tied in to the numbers from the audit.  He felt the $307,000 
revenue over expenditures was correct although it had been disputed.  He also pointed out 
the general fund was at 20% of fund balance, which was very healthy.  He added that 
although $348,000 of fund balance had been appropriated to balance the previous year’s 
budget, none of it had needed to be spent.  The departments were very diligent in cutting 
costs so that there was not a need to dip into the fund balance.  Mr. Liebersbach then 
explained which transfers were counted as revenues and which were not.  The Council 
then discussed the statements made during the election, such as the Council was doing a 
poor job of managing funds and the City was in the hole financially.  Mr. Dixon then asked 
what staff could do to communicate more clearly where the City was financially.  He said it 
was disconcerting when the opinions of some residents concerning the city’s financial 
standing were considered above those of the staff hired to advise and consult the Council.  



 

November 17, 2015 City Council Meeting Page 10 

 

It was difficult to watch the elected officials have questions, but not come to staff to get the 
answers.  Council Member Benard said he did not think the people who were criticizing the 
City’s budget did not have the best interest of the City at heart.  They just kept finding 
fault; it was something else previously, it was the budget now, and it would be something 
different in the future.   
City Manager Dixon reiterated that staff was there to give the Council the information they 
needed and they were open to suggestions as to how they could accomplish that.  Council 
Elect Hensley asked if there was any basis in what those criticizing the City were saying.  
Mr. Liebersbach said he did not think so.  He added that 95% of the cities in Utah were 
using the same financial reporting method South Ogden was because it was easy to 
understand.  He said those criticizing the City were combining all the funds into a lump 
sum and then calculating revenues over expenditures.  State law required cities not to 
combine the various funds because they were accounted for in different ways; combining 
them did not give a real perspective of where the City stood financially.   
The Council then discussed other items, including their commitment to make the right 
decisions for the City in spending money and planning for long term needs like roads.  City 
Manager Dixon pointed out that members of the Council had suggested various ideas to 
staff that they should pursue, but staff was looking for three or more members to agree on 
the idea before they moved forward with it.  He was looking forward to the annual retreat 
where the Council would re-evaluate what was important to them and give staff direction to 
move forward.   
Mr. Liebersbach then continued his explanation of the June 30 financials, pointing out the 
two areas that were findings in the audit: the South Ogden Days fund and the ambulance 
fund.  He explained why they were findings and what the City needed to do to correct 
them.  Finance Director Liebersbach then reviewed the fixed assets and general long term 
debt and then because of the time, quickly went over the October 2015 financials.  He 
then reiterated that the Council had staff with years of experience on whom they could rely 
to answer their questions; staff was always willing to do so.    
There were no more questions or discussion from the Council.   
 
  

XIII. ADJOURN 
Mayor Minster called for a motion to adjourn the meeting.  
 
Council Member Porter moved to adjourn, followed by a second from Council Member Strate.  
All present voted aye.   
 
The meeting adjourned at 10:02 pm.  

 

 

 

 

 

  

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true, accurate and complete record of the South Ogden City Council 

Meeting held Tuesday, November 17, 2015. 

  

_____________________________ 

Leesa Kapetanov, City Recorder 

 

Date Approved by the City Council  __________December 1, 2015__________ 
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Subject:  Good Landlord Program Quarterly Report   
Author:  Andrew Hyder   
Department:   Administration 
Date:  11/17/15 
 

 

 

 

Background 

The Good Landlord Program was adopted on June 18, 2013 and has been steadily growing. 

Property owners have renewed their licenses two or three times since the program started. 

The program has been in effect of three full years and people are realizing it is here to stay.    

 

Analysis 

This quarter, staff has been working on completing aging applications.  

 

The list of properties that have been sold and now have new owners has been growing. 

Staff is updating their list of properties with Weber County every six months.  

 

The City has issued 381 Rental Dwelling Licenses, 115 landlords of the 381 have opted out 

of participation. The most common reason for not becoming a member is the time 

obligation to take the Good Landlord class.  

 

The last letter to property owners has not been mailed out yet. I have been working on 

calling the property owners and have had some success on getting property owners to turn 

in applications. I will work with Chief Park and Mr. Bradshaw to get it mailed out to the 

appropriated people.  

 

Last quarter I reported The City would not accept the Good Landlord price until the class 

and application had been completed. This practice has been working well. We believe it has 

given property owners incentive to complete the class in a timely matter.  

 

The court office staff has been doing a great job making sure the applications are completed 

before accepting them or receiving payments. New property owners already know about 

the Good Landlord Program without us contacting them. The program has grown through 

word of mouth but there are still a significant number of properties that are not licensed. 

City Council Staff Report 


