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1. Welcome and call to order

The meeting was called to order at 7:36 A.M. by Mr. Michael Styler. He pointed out many of the Governing
Board members including several Mayors and the Commissioner had alternates sitting in for them today and
so asked everyone to introduce themselves.

The visitors, interested parties, also introduced themselves.

Due to the absence of the Chairman and Vice Chairman, Mr. Styler asked Mr. Reed Price to conduct a special
item of business.

2. Approval of Chairman pro tem

Mr. Price stated that according to the Bylaws of the Commission it states that a Chairman and Vice Chairman

need to be present at the Governing Board meeting to conduct business. When Mr. Price was notified that

both Mayor Billings and Commissioner Ellertsonwould6 S 6 aSy i F2NJ 6KS RI&2Q&a YSS
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from Chairman Billings and Vice Chairman Ellertson stating that they agreed to recommend Mike Styler to act
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their meeting on May 15, 2008. The letter also requested that Mike Styler be approved by the Governing
Board to act as Chairman pro tem. It was moved by Mayor Howard H. Johnson to approve Mike Styler as
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3. Review and approve the Utah Lake Comsi@ minutes fromApril 24, 2008.

There was no discussion of the minutes from the meeting held on April 24, 2008. A motion was made by
Chris Finlinson to approve the minutes and seconded by Bruce Chesnut. The minutes were approved
unanimously.

4. Reviewand approvethe monthly financial report of the Commissiofor April 2008

Mr. Price summarized the financial report of the Commission for April 2008. He reported that the Checking
Account balance at the end of AprilwasP o Zy y 1T dc n @ ¢tKS ®%A2YyQa az2ySeé al N
$153,535.06. The total transfers from the Money Market account to the Checking Account were $53,500.
The interest earned was $385.71. Mr. Price reviewed that the Expenses for April total $53,352.41. He
pointed out that one payment was made to URS Corporation for the Master Planning Services in the amount
of $40,583.97 and the other expenses are as listed. The Budget at the end of April had 16.6% of the fiscal
year remaining with 47% of the budget remaining. It was clarified that there is that percentage of the budget
remaining because payments have just started being made on the Master Planning services. The funds
remaining will be discussed in another agenda item. It was moved by Mayor Johnson to approve the
financial report for April, 2008 and it was seconded by Mr. Dean Olsen. The motion passed unanimously.

5. Public Meeting Training presentation

Mr. Price introduced Mr. Robert Moore, an attorney for Utah County. He informed the Commission that by

law it is required that at least once a year there must be a Public Meeting Training presentation and

Mr. Moore was recommended by both Mayor Billings and Commissioner Ellertson to make the presentation.

The time was turned over to Mr. Moore.
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In 2006 the Legislature changed the law that now requires this training. He outlined what he would cover in

the meeting today.

A. What a meeting is and not

A meeting is when you have a quorum present of a governing body. Because the Commission has twenty

voting members, there is a quorum when there are ten members present. Everything is presumed to be

public and open. The business of the meeting is to be public. What is not considered a meeting is a social

interaction. Just meeting together is not a meeting. It was advised that when members do meet socially that
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normal action is discussed then that would be an administrative meeting which may not apply to the

Commission. A work session is part of a meeting.

B. When can you have a closed meeting?

A closed meeting can be done when 2/3 of the membership is present. The items that can be discussed

at a closed meeting are, 1) discuss the character and professional competence of a certain person which is
referred to as personnel, 2) collective bargaining, 3) pending or reasonably imminent litigation, 4) purchase,
exchange or lease of real property, 5) sale of real property, 6) deployment of security personnel, devices or
systems, 7)investigative proceedings regarding allegations of criminal misconduct and 8) commercial
information. If there is an open meeting under these circumstances the meeting can segue into a closed
meeting.



C. Minutes of meetings

In an open meeting the meetings are required to be recorded in audio and as written minutes. They must
include date, time, place, and names of the members present, substance of discussion, summary of
comments of the public including the name of the person, record of the votes by name, and the name and
substance of each person recognized by the Chairman.

For closed meetings there must be an audio recording and written minutes may be taken but are not
required. Minutes are not required at all for character and professional competence of a person which
requires an affidavit. Minutes for closed meetings must also have the date, time, place and names of the
members.

D. Challenges

There are a few ways to challenge a closed meeting or a meeting in general. To challenge an action taken by
a public body from a meeting in violation of the Public Meetings Act there is a time frame to challenge.

To void a final action the challenge must be made within 90 days. If it includes a bond, note, or evidence of
indebtedness, it has to be done in 30 days. There are also provisions that if one is found guilty of having an

illegal meeting that person could be guilty of a misdemeanor.

E. Changes

Mr. Moore distributed some handouts from the State General Council showing some key changes that
occurredin2007.In2nny GKSNB gSNByYy Qi Ingod7 the dustSignificsntichahge waO K | y 3 S
the creation of the Utah Public Notice Website. The Legislature enacted legislation that required public

notices to be posted on a website. There are some exceptions to not having to post on the website listed

under Key Change #3 which states, ¢ ! LJdzo f A O 0 2 R &is eBcduraded, btitdryt vedDiked do post (i & X
written notice on the Utah Public Notice Website, if the municipality or district has a current annual budget
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this year.

There are some other provisions that prohibit punishment for failure to post the notice on the website, one

being if there is unforeseen technology failure or other things of that nature.

Another key change that bears mentioning is that testimony or comments can be heard from a public body in

one meeting with discussion and then further discussed at a subsequent meeting even if the topics have not

been placed on the agenda. Clarification was requested that it is at the discretion of the Chair in regard to

discussing any public comment. If there is an agenda item for public comment then the public must be

allowed to be heard; however, the Chair can limit the discussion, for example to three minutes. It is not

required to have a Public Comment section on the agenda.

Mr. Moore stated that there are two areas that he had not discussed that sometimes get entities into
trouble.

1) Annual meeting notices need to be published. He said he saw that the Utah Lake Commission has
a website where the minutes are being posted.

2) Electronic meetings ¢ in order to have electronic meetings such as when someone is out of town
and should want to call in by telephone, there has to be an electronic meeting policy which has been
adopted by a resolution in order to do that. If the Commission needs to have that policy drafted, Mr. Moore
said the County would be happy to help draft it.

Mr. Hendrickson asked if an electronic policy is created does it need to include a listing that the public is able
to call in as well. Mr. Moore said that the statue suggests that it could be included. If someone is going to be
calling in during a meeting it would need to be posted.
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Mayor Thompson referred to Item #8 in the Key Changes handout and questioned that in regard to an item
being brought up for discussion that is not listed on the Agenda whether final action can be taken at a that
meeting or if it has to be at a subsequent meeting. It was answered that if someone from the public raises an
issue not on the agenda at a public meeting it can be discussed but final action cannot be taken at that
meeting. At a subsequent meeting it can be put on the agenda and further discussion could continue or a
resolution could be introduced and final action could then take place at that subsequent meeting.

There was no further discussion and Mr. Styler thanked Mr. Moore for his excellent presentation.

6. Report from theTechnical Committee

Mr. Greg Beckstrom, Vice-Chairman, reported on that last Technical Committee meeting which was held on

Monday, May 19, 2008. The Committee reviewed the progress on the Master Planning process over the last
severalweeksandtheagenda2 ¥ | OGAGAGASE F2NJ (KS yrektingwisa y (i K o ¢ K
presentation by Dr. LaVere Merritt. He is an environmental engineer who has had experience dealing with

water quality issues and considerations on Utah Lake in various areas for the last several decades. He had

the opportunity to share with the Technical Committee many of his perspectives and many ofthe i KA y 3& K S ¢
learned particularly relative to the unique characteristics of Utah Lake as a shallow, fresh water lake. The

presentation was followed by some very significant discussion and there was a lot of excellent sharing of

ideas.

There was also a report from Dr. Lee Hansen who has been doing work of some significance in regard to

phosphorous on the Lake and how it relates to the TMDL work.

Mr. Michael Mills gave the committee an update on the progress the June Sucker Recovery Implementation

Program (JSRIP) is making on the carp reduction efforts in Utah Lake. They have an Request For Proposal

(RFP) out and they had a meeting with potential organizations that would be involved in responding to the

RFP to do a pilot project over the year. Mr. Beckstrom stated that as he understands it the JSRIP expects to

be under contract by the middle of next month. The Technical Committee is looking forward to a

presentation from them over the next month on that progress and they expect to be actively engaged in the

project.

They are also looking forward to the next workshop that they will attend with the Governing Board members

in the upcoming months in relation to the Master Plan.

Mr. Hendrickson asked if the TMDL studies are focusing on the key TDS plan or all the effluent discharges

into the Lake. Mr. Beckstrom replied that the TMDL study is being done by the State and not directly by the
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Mr. Beckstrom said his understanding is that the TMDL study as it relates to Utah Lake is focused on

phosphorus and TDS. He expects they will be able to have more detailed reports on that as it progresses.

Responding to Representative Clark, Mr. Beckstrom clarified that the RFP that has been issued by the JSRIP is

currently out and the pilot project budget is $500,000 for removal of carp within the next year.

Mr. Styler thanked Mr. Beckstrom for his report.

7. Report from the Executive Director

Mr. Price requested that Mr. Reed Harris from the Department of Natural Resources report on the RFP that
Mr. Beckstrom spoke about in his report.

Mr. Harris stated that last Friday the JSRIP committee held a meeting in the Ballroom with those interested in
the carp removal RFP that was issued about three weeks ago. Part of their objective was to get people to
understand the process will be. Basically the RFP calls for proposals from those who can fish, transport and
provide a means of disposal of the carp. The RFPs are due the first part of June. In the RFP it will be
expected for applicants to detail how they will get the carp out of the Lake and what they are going to do
with them. It was a very interesting meeting and they had about 25-30 individuals attending. Many of those
attending were those who are interested in marketing the carp. There were various interests represented
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such as turning the carp into bio-fuel or into fish meal. Some attending were here locally and one man was
from Minnesota. One of the reasons to get these parties together was so they could talk together about
how to present their proposals. In the structured meeting they had a panel by those who will be doing the
selection addressing the different issues related to everything from potential disposal, certificate registration,
etc. The JSRIP committee also wanted to provide an opportunity for the interested parties to ask questions
in relation to the proposal. The proposals are due on June 2. The Committee will review those proposals and
hope to have a selection made by mid-June.

Representative Clark asked how much carp is specified in the RFP to be removed. Mr. Harris replied that the
goal is five million pounds of carp in the pilot. He explained that they are calling this a pilot program but
made note that in this first year they are hoping to determine what it takes to remove the carp and what the
cost will be. They will be looking to see if there is any funding ideas to defray the costs, for instance if there
would be any funding in how the carp is disposed and if they might be disposed in a way that has value. As
was mentioned, they have $500,000 for the project and hope to remove five million pounds of carp with
those funds. Representative Clark asked that if nothing is done after the pilot program how long would it
take the carp to reproduce to fill the gap from the pilot program. Mr. Harris replied that if the pilot is
successful they estimate they will want to fund a similar amount of funding for the next six years to fully
remove the carp from the Lake. If one year goes by without any removal they project that it would virtually
require starting over. The JSRIP is looking to match funds with other agencies and hope to get other parties
involved. Representative Clark asked where they got the first $500,000. Mr. Harris said they got it through
the Legislature and basically through the Endangered Species Mitigation Fund. The Department of Natural
Resources was able to sell a building for around $300,000 that initiated the funds. They are utilizing some
other funds from the Legislature.

Mr. Chesnut requested a review of the proposal timeline. Mr. Harris responded that bids are due June 2 and
a selection is hoped to be made by June 16. He has had some people contact him subsequent to the meeting
SELINB&aaAYy3 Ay(iSNBaid odzi nrkesseiuedby tfexigsingddte ofitie 8F8. O y T
He is hoping they will address those things in the proposal. They are hoping to be able to accomplish the
entire project with one contract.

Representative Clark questioned if the lake would be required to be lowered to help with a netting situation
to catch the carp. Mr. Harris said the lake will drop naturally in the late fall which may make the carp more
accessible and the carp will congregate in areas that make them more vulnerable. After discussion it was
suggested that it might be of interest to have a discussion with the Water Users in this process. Mr. Styler
thanked Mr. Harris and returned the floor to Mr. Price.

Mr. Price reminded the Board that the Utah Lake Festival is coming up on Saturday, June 7". There was a

Utah Lake Festival meetingthisLJF & 0 ¢ dzS&a Rl & @ CKSNBQRBEAYISK VI deKES O G
and there will be a radio remote at the Festival. Letters have been sent to elected officials and emails have

been sent to candidates for office inviting them and their families to the Festival and the Pancake Breakfast

that is scheduled that morning between 8:00 A.M. and 10:00 A.M. He reminded the Governing Board that

they are all invited along with their families. Some Board members have already responded to help prepare

and serve the breakfast. Mr. Price invited anyone who has not yet responded and can help with the

breakfast to contact him or to call Carol in the office. It is hoped that the Daily Herald will be there to cover

the event.

There have been about fifty people from those invited who have responded and will be attending the

Pancake Breakfast. There will be a short program during the breakfast explaining the goals of the Utah Lake
Commission and about the JSRIP. The supplies for the breakfast have all been donated. Lehi City has been

working with Lehi Roller Mills to donate the pancake mix and syrups. Carol has worked with Maceys and
{YAOUKQA F2NJ KIY | yR 0S@SNI Itheivibster Plarg URSCorp Hastidhatel a A 2 y Q&
$200 that will help purchase the paper supplies and other necessary items.
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Mr. Price asked the mayors to encourage their city council members to attend the breakfast and the festival

and encouraged them to come as well. Mr. Clyde Naylor has arranged with the Kiwanis Club to loan the

Commission their set-up trailer with all their equipment that they use for their traditional Fourth of July

breakfast.

Some of the other events that are scheduled include a sailboat regatta which has been organized by Mr.

Todd Frye that will kick off the Festival. He has arranged to have thirteen sailboats that will launch at the

beginning of the Festival at 10:00 A.M. Mr. Frye mentioned that if anyone has an interest in riding on one of

the sailboats that it could be arranged and they should notify Mr. Price. There will be lots of free food

sponsored by several cities; Orem - hot dogs, Provo ¢ snow cones, Springville ¢ popcorn, Santaquin - apples,

and American Fork-water. There will be craft booths and some activities for the kids including face painting,

fish rubbings, fish hats, fish pond, fishing simulator, and balloon animals. Mr. Jim Cross with Jim Cross

Marine Projects will be providing boat rides. It is also free fishing day throughout the state. Some agencies

and departments will have information booths including the JSRIP and the Department of Natural Resources.
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and learn more about the Commission. Mr. Price invited all to come.

Mr. Price referred to a previous suggestion from Mr. Linford that the Commission might consider acquiring a
lobbyist to help find some money in Washington. Mr. Price has spoken to some lobbyists and has received a
proposal back that he has presented to the Executive Committee. It would cost the Commission
approximately $50,000 a year in retainer fees and then a percentage based on what they would be able to
obtain. The Executive Committee and Mr. Price feel that the Commission is perhaps a little too young to
pursue a lobbyist at this point. Maybe after the Master Plan is completed it might be something to consider.
If it is decided to pursue that then an RFP would be issued.

8. Introduce process for selection of negovernmental environmental stakeholders as -@fficio members
of the Governing Board

Mr. Styler reported that this agenda item was discussed at the last Executive Committee meeting. He
reviewed that there has been at least two interested stakeholders that have expressed interest in being
approved for the Utah Lake Commission as an Ex-Officio member. There was much discussion on how to go
about approving those members. It was decided to invite those two groups and any other group that was
interested in joining to meet with the Executive Committee to express their interest. The Committee would
then be able to interview them and make a recommendation to the Commission as to who they could invite
to become the Ex-Officio environmental member.

Mr. Price affirmed that this is what the Executive Committee agreed upon. He stated that the Committee
acknowledged that there may be other groups of stakeholders that may request an Ex-Officio membership as
well and the Executive Committee would like to set a process that can be followed for each group. He has
notified the two groups that have requested membership that the Commission wants to go on record as
having invited any and all environmental groups who are interested in requesting membership to have an
opportunity to do so. The Commission is creating a process and once those groups are identified they will be
invited to meet with the Executive Committee and make a presentation on behalf of their group and allow
the Executive Committee to ask them questions. Then the Executive Committee will make a
recommendation to the Board. Mr. Price said he would like to set a deadline of June 13, 2008 for any groups
to inform the Utah Lake Commission of their interest. The meetings for each group will then be set for them
to meet with the Executive Committee and to, hopefully, make a recommendation to the Board at the next
Governing Board meeting on June 26, 2008.

Mr. Walt Baker questioned how the solicitation is being handled to invite other groups. How are the other
groups going to be made aware of this invitation? Mr. Price replied that there was discussion on how that
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would be accomplished. It was decided that by having it discussed and announced in public meetings would
be adequate. The Commission also used the Open Houses attendance as a gauge and will invite any group
that had a representative attend one of the Open Houses. The Executive Committee felt that by using the
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Mr. Don Blohm asked if this is going to be an ongoing process. He questioned how applications in the future
for membership will be addressed. Mr. Price said that possibly it would be similar to how the Ex-Officio
membership was handled for Eagle Mountain that being they were approved for one year and then it will be
reviewed. It may be that is what is decided with whatever group is selected to be the environmental Ex-
Officio member and that their membership would be reviewed annually. It is not dictated in the

I 2YYA&aaArzyQa . &f lwhalvwould happelbif asimilar gratp dpplidd SRnembership.

Mr. Price said he would take any application to the Executive Committee and they would discuss if that
INR dzLJQ & Y S Y 0 -Hffico Kidmibér woeld bl of bergefit to the Commission.  Since the Commission
is a large group already it would not be possible to allow every special interest group to sit on the
Commission; however, under this proposal, if a group were to come forward a similar process would take
place. There would be an application process, an interview process where a presentation would be made
and the Board would be allowed to ask questions and then a decision would be made whether to accept
them or not accept them as an Ex-Officio member. Mr. Hendrickson questioned if there was criteria for
selection already written and Mr. Price said not at this point. The selection process has been established,
but essentially anyone could apply. The Commission would select only one representative from similar
groups of interest and would like them to work together through the one individual to address the concerns
of the group as a whole. Mr. Price said the Commission would like to emphasize that should someone in the
group not feel comfortable in how the representative was dealing with the collective concerns that they
would be welcome to address the Governing Board in the monthly public meeting at the point in the Agenda
that is open for public comments. He also extended an invitation to anyone to come and meet with him
personally in the Utah Lake Commission office to discuss any issues or concerns before Board meetings.

Mr. Styler reviewed that when the Water Users were organized to become an Ex-Officio member the process
was done a little differently. They were asked to meet together and make their own selection of their
representative. In hindsight the Executive Committee discussed that the Utah Lake Commission should have
made that selection. They did choose an excellent representative for the Technical Committee; however, in
the future the Governing Board will make the recommendation for the representative. Mr. Styler affirmed
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motion voted on regarding Ex-Officio membership be added to the Bylaws.

Mr. Baker stated that he would be more comfortable if a proposal could be drafted by a committee if this
motion is going to be included in the Bylaws. He also stated that with additional members there are
additional costs in the manner of packets, paper, time, etc. and that should be given consideration as Ex-
Officio members are not contributing to the budget. He wondered if Ex-Officio members could be requested
to help with the additional costs. Mr. Price said that he had similar thoughts when he was sending out the
last ad packets. However, he feels what the Ex-Officio members bring to the Commission outweigh the cost
of the expense. If it does become too much cost in the future, there is the possibility of converting to
electronic mailings for the Ex-Officio members. Mr. Hendrickson commented that as an Ex-Officio member

[}
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Representative Clark asked for clarification in regard to Ex-Officio members that would sit at the table and
participate in discussions but not have a vote. He expressed concern that the Governing Board could get too
big if more Ex-Officio members are approved. Mr. Price agreed that the Commission will have to be very
selective, but that an environmental Ex-Officio member would add an important and significant voice.
Representative Clark moved that the Commission limit the number of Ex-Officio members.

Mr. Stephen Schwendiman spoke regarding the Bylaws and stated that the intent of the Board initially was
that any city or town within Utah County that had interest in the Lake could petition to be an Ex-Officio
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agencies being able to petition other than to leave it open. Mr. Schwendiman suggested as legal counsel that

at some point in time the Bylaws be amended with some guidelines for this issue or it may become too

expansive. He said that he and Robert West RA Ry Qi  LJdz(i I -Iyfws ledause/itTs a goliy issu&k S . @
and not a legal issue. He suggested that the Commission decide on guidelines because anyone can
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Commission needs to decide on the criteria.

Mayor Heber Thompson commented that his understanding as a member of the Executive Committee is that

in this procedure the Executive Committee would determine in the applications for Ex-Officio review if the

group needed representation and that would be used as a filter. He asked if there is some urgency to make a

decision on the environmental group or if the selection can wait until there is written procedure that has

been approved by the Commission.

Mr. Price stated that the original requests by the first of the two groups that have already requested Ex-

Officio membership was at the end of February and they are both anxious to be involved in the Master

Planning process. In his opinion there is some sense of urgency to respond to those two groups. Mr.
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groups who want to be involved in the planning process and there is a need for them to be involved.

However, they can be involved by attending the Open Houses and the Commission meetings and are

welcome to make suggestions and comments.

Mr. Paul Hawker questioned if it was considered if the Technical Committee could be a better place for some

of these groups? Mr. Price responded that it was not discussed and there is an provision in the Interlocal

Agreement that allows them to petition the Board to become Ex-Officio members and there are particular

groups that the Executive Committee feel are important to be Ex-Officio members at this table. The

environmental group is one of those groups the Executive Committee has supported.

Mr. Chesnut asked if the Executive Committee determines what committee a group would sit on and Mr.

Price affirmed that is the case right now. Mr. Schwendiman commented that this procedure should be added

to the Bylaws and that would simplify any kind of challenge of legal issues.

Mr. Styler suggested that a motion might be in order to look at this issue in the Bylaws and make delineation

as to exactly where these requests should be made and if there should be some delineation between a

governmental entity and a non-governmental entity as far as Ex-Officio members.

Mr. Baker said that would be his motion if Representative Clark would accept a substitute motion to his that

the Commission would have a committee to discuss this issue and make a proposal to the Executive

Committee or to the entire Commission to amend the Bylaws with more specific guidelines. Representative

Clark said he would accept the substitute motion. He commented that his concern is only to keep the

Commission limited and that the Ex-Officio membership be limited since the members of the Commission are

more invested financially. He reviewed that some cities were approved as Ex-Officio members because they
expressed to the Board that they had intentions to convince their City Councils to come around and

eventually invest and become members of the Commission. He commented that he believes that

membership on the Commission should be limited to cities that are willing to put money into the

Commission to further it. Representative Clark 3 A 1 KRNBE g KA a Y2GA2y |yR aS0O2YyR
The motion restated is that there be appointed Mr. Schwendiman, Mr. Price and other members of the

Commission that would like to participate in the fleshing out and the establishment of a proposed Bylaw that

will address the Ex-Officio issue.
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decision whether they can be members. Part of the motion, as he understands, is to help flesh that out to

give some direction as to limitations and time, etc.



Mr. Styler asked if based on those clarifications if everyone were comfortable with the motion. A vote was
taken and the motion carried unanimously.

Mr. Price said he will plan to have that outline for an addition to the Bylaws at the next meeting. Mr.
Schwendiman commented that if others want to express their opinion they should funnel those through

Mr. Price. He stated that it would help in the preparation of the proposal.

Mr. Baker asked Mr. Styler if he would like to ask for volunteers or appoint some members to help Mr.
Schwendiman and Mr. Price draft the proposal. Mr. Baker volunteered as well as Representative Clark,

Mr. Robert West, Mr. Dean Olsen and Ms. Chris Finlinson.

Mr. Blohm suggested that when applications are accepted from the non-governmental agencies it would be
appropriate if they could define what they could bring in terms of additional expertise in the four focused
areas the Commission is centered on. Those divisions include Recreation, Land Use, Transportation and
Natural Resources.

Mr. Marc Heileson from the Sierra Club was called upon by Mr. Styler. He expressed his life-long love for
Utah Lake and commented how important it is to get input from the environmental community. The
decisions and policies made by the Utah Lake Commission will have to run by the environmental community.
In his past experiences with other projects he found that if issues would have been discussed earlier around a
table with all involved parties that problems that surfaced later could have been avoided. He urged the
Commission to involve environmental groups and other special interest groups in the planning stages to
prevent later problems.

9. Update on the Master Planning Process

Mr. Rick Cox first announced that Reed Price and his wife had a baby on Monday. Mr. Price relayed the
particulars.

Mr. Cox reported that approximately one-third of the funds for the Master Plan have been expended.

The Steering Committee had allotted for another meeting of the subcommittees where they will go through
the finalization of the Current Conditions Statement, look at the Vision Statement and confirm that it has
accomplished the things that the Visioning Workshop intended, and start working on the Opportunities and
Constraints Workshop.

At the next meeting of the Governing Board on June 26" the consulting team intends to have a Visioning
Statement ready for review. A draft will be reviewed prior to that by the Technical Committee and the
subcommittees. There will also be discussion of the Opportunities and Constraints Workshop. He asked

Mr. Price if dates for these meetings would be scheduled today.

Mr. Price pointed out that the most current revision of the Current Conditions Report is available as well as
the Vision Statements that were received following the Visioning Workshop. He asked all to review the
report and the statements for accuracy and completeness.

Mayor Thompson asked if there would be any other meetings to discuss these documents. Mr. Price stated
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statements will be discussed. The Steering Committee will meet following those subcommittee meetings for
further discussion and in preparation for the next Governing Board meeting. The next Governing Board
meeting will begin at the regular meeting time of 7:30 A.M. Mr. Price requested that the members plan to
be in the meeting until 10:00 A.M. because the Vision Statements will be discussed and there will also be
discussion regarding the Opportunities and Constraints Workshop coming up on Wednesday, July 9. At the
all-day Visioning Workshop many of the members left the Workshop in the afternoon so the consulting team
hopes to give the members a lot of information at the June Governing Board meeting so that the
Opportunities and Constraints Workshop can be about a three hour meeting to help accommodate
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Mr. Price recommended to the Board to extend the next Governing Board meeting to 10:00 A.M. The budget
for next year will also be on the Agenda for that meeting. He also proposed that the Opportunities and
Constraints Workshop be held July 9 from 9:00 A.M. until 12:00 P.M.

Mr. Cox added that the next Open Houses for the public will be held July 30 and 31. At those Open Houses
the public will be able to view the Vision Statements. The specific times and locations are being determined.
Mr. James West water, the Chairman of the Utah Valley Sierra Forum, addressed some concerns that the
Master Plan is already one-third through the planning process and the environmental community needs to
be further included. Mr. Price remarked that the public meetings are an avenue for the environmental
communities to communicate their ideas to the Commission. They are also welcome to come to the
Governing Board and express their ideas. Mr. Price stipulated that any ideas or suggestions are welcome.
Mr. Westwater expressed his interest in being more directly involved. Mr. Styler replied that their input is
very much appreciated and they will be notified of all the meetings.

10. Discuss and approvatentative budgetfor FY2009

a. Set date fora public hearing andinal approval of FY209 budgetfor the next Governing Board
meeting, June 26, 2008.

Mr. Styler said that all members should have received in their packet a copy of the tentative budget for the

YSEG FTAalOlt &@8SIENI2F HAndd | § & dbadgét meddd t&bR discusédd,i. A Y
action taken in voting to approve the tentative budget and a date set for a public hearing and final approval
of the tentative budget.
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proposed budget for 2009 is $319,000 which will come from the Utah Lake Commission members. Last year
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budget. The estimate for those funds is about $39,000 for total revenue estimated at $363,203.

On the second page of the tentative budget it is projected what monies will go unspent this fiscal year. There

is a fund balance of $48,289 which will remain in the account and be available if needed. The Executive

Committee requested Mr. Price to retain about 15% of the annual budget in the General Fund Balance for

any extenuating circumstances. The expenditures equal the revenue.
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Mr. Blohm requested clarification on the accounting of the money pledged versus the money budgeted.

Mr. Price explained that he has been advised it is desirable to carry a fund balance even up to 25% of the

budget.

The Executive Committee has reviewed this draft and this is a standard practice by which cities operate.

Mr. Hawker questioned the Account #6500 entitled Special Projects. Mr. Price explained that this account is

for matching funds for grants that the Commission will be seeking.

Mr. Styler entertained a motion to approve the tentative budget and set the date for final approval as June

26™ at the Governing Board Committee meeting. Mr. Blohm so moved and the motion was seconded by Mr.

Chesnut. The motion passed unanimously.

11. Other Business
Mr. Styler expressed on behalf of the board appreciation for the public attending the meetings and all their
comments.
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12. Confirm that the next meeting will be held at the Historldtah County Courthouse Ballrooran
Thursday June 26 20(8 at 7:30 AM

The next meeting on June 26" will be extended from 9:00 A.M. to 10:00 A.M. in order to prepare for the
Opportunities and Constraints Workshop being held on July 9™.

13. Adjourn.
It was moved by Ms. Chris Finlinson to adjourn the meeting and it was seconded by Mr. Dave Grierson. The

meeting was adjourned at 9:15 A.M.
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