PERRY CITY PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING

THURSDAY, MAY 7, 2009 7:00 P.M.

PERRY CITY OFFICE BUILDING—CITY COUNCIL ROOM

3005 S. 1200 W. PERRY, UTAH

PLANNING COMMISSIONERS PRESENT: Karen Cronin (Vice-chair), Martin Hinckley, Randy Wilde, David Curtis, Clint Nelson, Steve Pettingill (Chair)

OTHERS PRESENT: Lorin Gardner (City Engineer), Codey Illum (Building Inspector and Community Development Director), Rachel Tribe (City Planner), Angela Erwin (Minutes Clerk), Tom Peterson, L. Edward Johnson, Jennifer Johnson, Matthew Johnson, Ardell Jenks, Eva Marsh, Olympia Brewer, Kaylee Brewer, Deanna Brewer, Harlan Brewer, Jim Felix, Moroni Jenks, Jon Brewer, Sam Jenks, L. Jenks, Varsel Jenks, Gaylin Jenks, Julie Karlinsey, Rosa Smith, Opal Jenks, Carol Billings, Janace Nelson, Lani Braithwaite, Julie Gardner, Joshua Gardner, Herbert Goedel, Jill Goedel, Elizabeth Dickey, John Dickey, Ed Christensen, Jon Forsberg

I.
CALL TO ORDER AND OPENING CEREMONIES:

Comm. Pettingill called the meeting to order at approximately 7:00 p.m.  

A.
PLEDGE ALLEGIANCE TO THE U.S. FLAG

Conducted by Comm. Pettingill.

B.
DECLARE CONFLICTS OF INTEREST, IF ANY

Questions initiated by Comm. Pettingill.  None existed. 

C.
REVIEW AND ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

Questions initiated by Comm. Pettingill.  

Motion: Comm. Curtis moved to adopt the agenda for May 7, 2009.  The motion was seconded by Comm. Nelson.  No Discussion.  All in favor.

*Comm. Cronin arrived at approximately 7:02 p.m.

D.
APPROVE MINUTES FOR APRIL 16, 2009

Comm. Wilde pointed out that item I.C should read, “initiated by Comm. [Pettingill].”  Comm. Cronin asked that item VII.B be clarified to indicate that one meeting was in Salt Lake City and the other meeting was at Perry’s city office building.

Motion: Comm. Cronin moved to approve the minutes for April 16, 2009 as amended.  The motion was seconded by Comm. Curtis.  No discussion. All in favor.

II.
PUBLIC HEARINGS AND PUBLIC COMMENTS
PUBLIC HEARING

Motion: Comm. Curtis moved to open the public hearing for a conditional use permit for a proposed home business for Centrepointe.  The motion was seconded by Comm. Wilde.  No discussion.  All in favor.

1.
A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT FOR A PROPOSED HOME BUSINESS FOR CENTREPOINTE LOCATED AT 2455 S. CHERRY DR.  AGENDA ITEM 5.A.

Julie Karlinsey, applicant, would like a home operated massage therapy business where she would see a few people per week, one person at a time, for one hour each.  She said it would be in the daytime hours and never in the evenings.  Some customers may be seen on Saturdays.  Comm. Pettingill asked Ms. Karlinsey if she was registered with the state and she said yes.

Comm. Pettingill asked if there were public comments.  None existed.

Motion: Comm. Curtis moved to close the public hearing on a conditional use permit for a proposed home business for Centrepointe and open the public comments on the nuisance review of existing storage of junk and debris ordinance.  The motion was seconded by Comm. Nelson.  No discussion.  All in favor.

PUBLIC COMMENTS

1.
NUISANCE REVIEW OF EXISTING (AND PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO) STORAGE OF JUNK AND DEBRIS ORDINANCE, CODIFIED AS CHAPTER 54.04, PRESENTER: RACHEL TRIBE

Comm. Pettingill said that the junk and debris ordinance has been on the planning commission’s agenda since July, 2008 and the planning commission has spent about thirty five hours working on it.  He said it has been hard and they have discussed how the community affects the residents and how the residents affect the community.  He explained that the planning commissioners have looked at the standards from other cities and have been sympathetic in their decisions.  Comm. Pettingill read the public hearing and public comment rules, as listed on the agenda.

Deanna Brewer, Perry resident (2765 S. 1200 W.), said according to constitutional law, “zoning ordinances may be made to promote public safety, health, and morals and can neither be arbitrary nor oppressive and must fare a real and substantial relation to the end which is public.”  She continued that other cities have disregarded the constitution and made it illegal to have a fully insured and licensed car in the same spot for longer than thirty days.  Also, they have made it illegal to change spark plugs in the driveway or have food storage.  She said just because other cities have done it does not make it right.  Ms. Brewer said making more things perpetually illegal does not make it “good.”  She said in order for these laws to be constitutional they have to have a compelling government interest.  They also must be narrowly tailored and “too wide is not good and too narrow is not good.”  Ms. Brewer brought up that she would be negligent if a child sneaks onto her property and does something to get hurt.  She added that aesthetics are arbitrary and that houses attract insects and rodents as well.  Ms. Brewer mentioned that firewise.org and firesafecouncil.org both say to stack firewood at least thirty feet from structures.  

Carol Billings, Perry resident (2900 S. 1000 W.), thinks it was voted not long ago, as a community, to keep the rural atmosphere.  It was passed that the majority wanted to keep it rural.  She thinks the ordinance is too restrictive.  She said Ardell Jenks has his cars, and she thinks the community would help fence his area if necessary.  She added that his passion has been vintage cars and he has been law abiding and an asset to the community.  She thinks this is too restrictive on a few people.  She said “we are Perry City” and “we need to be proud of what we have and where we are.”  Ms. Billings thinks too much left up for the person in authority and she feels this is not Perry.

Jennifer Johnson, Perry resident (2440 S. Highway 89), thinks the hardship to the property owner needs to be weighed against the public gain.  She agrees that there is need for improvement and thinks there could be some mitigation through the use of a conditional permitted use.  She said the city could generate funds if it were to institute a yearly fee for vehicles to be in an enclosed area.  Cars could be kept out of site and not “in parts.”  This would be beneficial for all citizens and those who would like to restore.  She said every shop in the city would be in violation with the provision set forth of “two or more parts in a shop.”  Ms. Johnson said the ordinance should take into consideration the size of the property and/or building.  

Ed Christensen, Perry resident (2761 S. Highway 89), said he has Christensen Auto and Ed Christensen “private.”  He has built a large storage building which now has thirty vehicles in it.  He also applied for a second permit for a bigger building.  He asked why Perry would allow him to build a second building under residential code if only two vehicles are allowed.  He thinks if he lived in a nice, neat subdivision and his neighbors filled their yard with old cars he would question that this was not the right thing.  But, if residents fit things in their garage, and if it is safe and neat and not a fire hazard, it should not affect him as an individual.  Mr. Christensen said the ordinance defines a car that is not registered.  But, somewhere it should designate a subdivision and a “country type setting.”  He asked if some things are going to be “grandfathered” because he, in good faith, purchased two building permits.  His intent was to use the buildings for collector cars.  Mr. Christensen said he did not come to the city council to apply for a permit under Christensen Auto, but came as “I, Ed Christensen” to build a place to store antique cars and such.

Julie Gardner, Perry resident (2800 S. 1200 W.), said the ordinance feels like Perry is trying to apply a standard, like protective covenants in a subdivision, to an entire city.  She does not want to live in a subdivision like this.  She came from a Syracuse subdivision and experienced ordinance enforcment people coming to her house because of neighbor complaints.  She had to build a storage place for her bicycles, while neighbors, with the same violation did not because no one had complained.  Ms. Gardner feels like the ordinance “is too much of an umbrella” that applies to too much of it at the same time.  

Jill Goedel, Perry resident (2835 S. 1200 W.), said one of the things that appeals to her about Perry is that it is a “live and let live kind of a place.” Her husband is a metal worker and likes to have bits of metal available so he can build things.  She does not like a nit-picky environment and likes the feel that everybody accepts everybody the way they are.  She lives by [Ardell] Jenks and his cars do not bother her.  Ms. Goedel said she is disappointed that someone is trying to turn the community in a different way. 

Harlan Brewer, Perry resident (2765 S. 1200 W.), said the proposal might be a good thing.  He said liberty cannot be subdivided.  He mentioned Nazi Germany, Stalinist Russia, Communist Russia and Cuba.  He said you never know when these things get started where they will end up.  He does not like the look of Ardell [Jenks’] yard and has told him this.  He said there is vagueness in this law that leads to arbitrariness and “tyrannical behavior.”  He added there are some citizens who may be willing to press a class action lawsuit against the city for citizens who do not like the actions of appointed people.  Mr. Brewer asked if “we really want to be a bunch of informants, tattle tales, with a gestapo like behavior in our community or do we want to be free people.”  

Jon Forsberg, Perry resident (2815 S. 1200 W.), lives next to [Ardell] Jenks.  He said the Jenks are gracious people and he sees people go through their piles of cars to get parts to fix their vehicles.  He said they are a great asset to the community and are willing to help.  He said “all of us could do better job on keeping our yard clean.”  Mr. Forsberg said “we need to look at the bigger picture” and look at what the Jenks do for the community.  

Ardell Jenks, Perry resident (2775 S. 1200 W.), said he loves Perry and hates Perry.  He has some of the best neighbors in the world and cares about them.  He estimates his cars to be worth about $100,000.  He said the reason his cars are in the condition they are is because he has been disabled and unemployed.  He has just recently gotten to the point where he can do something with them.  He has a permit for a 5,000 square foot building in which he can put about thirty cars.  He has also purchased a truck to help with hauling.  He understands the concerns about vehicles, like letting weeds grow.  He spends a lot of time burning the weeds.  He does not allow oil, gasoline, or transmission fluid into the ground.  He is concerned if the ordinance passes, his obedience to it will cost him over $100,000 to have what he has planned in place.  With the ordinance, he does not see how he can do what he wants to with his cars in Perry.  He does not want to see what Perry would become with the bickering and nosey neighbors.  Mr. Jenks said he is confused and depressed and does not understand how this is happening.  

Matthew Johnson, Perry resident (2440 S. Highway 89), has been restoring vehicles for fourteen years.  To restore one vehicle he must obtain other vehicles and dismantle them.  He said a lot of his neighbors have complained to him, but when a project is finished he has no complaints.  He said it would be a shame if people were not able to restore and have a chunk of history.  He said restorers are the lesser percentage of residents, but it is his love and hobby and he would be disappointed if he could not do it in Perry anymore.

Opal Jenks, Perry resident (2775 S. 1200 W.), said she does not like [Ardell’s] cars either, but loves him and loves the fact that he has dreams.  It keeps him going.  She said the stress of this has sparked some creativity and she read a poem.  Ms. Jenks said she was told the law would not be enforced, but a law is a law and her conscience would not allow her to break it.

Gaylin Jenks, who is not a Perry resident, thinks there are a couple of things being talked about, one of which is property rights.  He enjoys a car more than a flower.  He said it should be personal choice.  He would like to build a lot of hot rods.  He said Cache Valley was looking at the same law.  He said “The Cache Valley Cruise-In” brings in a lot of revenue and if cars being built was eliminated, the revenue would go to zero.  He said everything built has a junk stage and a beautiful stage.  He said to consider changing some statutes to accommodate those who may be different and like different things. 

John Dickey, Perry resident (2990 S. Highway 89), said he grew up in Perry and moved back because he likes the ruralness.  He likes having the car in which he learned how to drive in his backyard knowing that one day he would have time to fix it.  The same goes for his children’s cars.  He has motorcycles that are not licensed.  He has another vehicle that will not pass inspection.  Currently, he has five vehicles in his yard.  He does not want to live in Salt Lake City, he wants to live in Perry.  Mr. Dickey said “one man’s treasure is another man’s garbage.  One man’s weed is another man’s flower.”  






Motion:  Comm. Cronin moved to close the public comments on the nuisance review and open the regular meeting.  The motion was seconded by Comm. Nelson.  No discussion.  All in favor.

III. 
DESIGN REVIEW/SITE PLANS AND LIMITED REVIEW PERMITS (ADMINISTRATIVE APPLICATIONS)

A. 
SIGN PERMIT FOR WALKER CINEMA

Codey Illum said he measured the Walker Cinema sign and it is 125 square feet.  The unattached sign is 252 square feet.  Kerry Walker is asking for an additional 41 square feet and to add two signs above the doorways, making him over the allotted 300 square feet.  Mr. Illum said with the new sign ordinance not yet passed, the planning commission can allow an exception for movie theaters, or Mr. Walker could put the signs inside the building. 

Motion:  Comm. Curtis moved to table this application due to the applicant not being present.  He also moved to go back into subcommittee with the new information the commissioners received in their packets and bring back some changes in possibly two weeks.  The motion was seconded by Comm. Nelson.  No discussion.  All in favor.

IV.
SUBDIVISIONS AND STREETS (ADMINISTRATIVE APPLICATIONS)

A.
FINAL 3450 SOUTH STREET DEDICATION, PRESENTER: LORIN GARDNER

Lorin Gardner said the dedication received preliminary approval from the city council.  The final plat has been prepared and completed and is ready for final approval.  Bob Davis has signed, but his wife still needs to sign.  Mr. Gardner said if final approval is recommended it will go forward from there.  

Motion: Comm. Cronin moved to recommend final approval to the city council for the 3450 South Street dedication.  The motion was seconded by Comm. Curtis.  No discussion.  

Roll call vote: Comm. Pettingill–aye, Comm. Nelson–aye, Comm. Wilde–aye, Comm. Hinckley–aye, Comm. Curtis–aye, Comm. Cronin–aye.  All in favor (6 to 0).

B.
DISCUSSION REGARDING UPLAND SQUARE

Comm. Pettingill asked that the subcommittee (Comm. Pettingill, Comm. Hinckley and Comm. Wilde) meet with Mr. Illum after tonight’s meeting to further discuss this matter. 

V.
SPECIAL EXCEPTIONS, CONDITIONAL USE PERMITS, AND MISC. (QUASI-JUDICIAL APPLICATIONS)

A.
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT FOR A PROPOSED HOME BUSINESS FOR CENTREPOINTE LOCATED AT 2455 S. CHERRY DR.

Comm. Cronin asked if there were similar businesses in the city and if there have been any concerns with them.  Rachel Tribe responded that there is one, and no complaints have been made.  Ms. Tribe said the biggest concern is parking, but she has discussed this with the applicant who said she will be seeing only one visitor at a time.  All visitors will park in the driveway.  Comm. Curtis asked if neighbors were notified of the business application and Ms. Tribe said she sent public hearing notices to all of Ms. Karlinsey’s neighbors.  Comm. Wilde asked if there was a potential for Ms. Karlinsey to add employees or increase her number of clients at a time.  Ms. Tribe said the application was applied for under the condition of one visitor at a time.  Comm. Curtis suggested putting a condition that there will be no added employees.  

Motion: Comm. Hinckley moved to approve the conditional use permit with the condition that if another person is added to the business (working there) that the applicant come back to the city or if there is an expansion in the business through employees there be a reapplication of the business license.  The motion was seconded by Comm. Nelson.  No discussion.

Roll call vote: Comm. Pettingill–aye, Comm. Nelson–aye, Comm. Wilde–aye, Comm. Hinckley–aye, Comm. Curtis–aye, Comm. Cronin–aye.  All in favor (6 to 0).

VI.
LAND USE ORDINANCES, ZONING, DESIGN GUIDELINES, GENERAL PLAN (LEGISLATIVE ACTION)

A.
DISCUSSION REGARDING NC2 AND NC3 (NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL ZONES), INCLUDING LAND USE FOR SAID ZONES: CHAPTER 45.08 AND 45.20, COMM. PETTINGILL

Comm. Cronin spoke with Roger Worthin, the city administrator for Syracuse.  He said Syracuse’s population has grown from 4,700 to 32,000 in the eight years he has been there.  She asked him about commercial use, land use, and mixed use.  He said they have houses they are tearing down to widen roads and access commercial use.  He said if Perry is looking at housing space, the land on Highway 89 is the last land that should be given up.  Mr. Worthin said the commercial has come along with the residential increase in Syracuse.  Comm. Cronin said there are about 70 houses along Highway 89 and does not think doubling the residential will give Perry the edge to bring in businesses.  She also spoke with Rick Grover from Ogden City to see how they are using condominiums and denser housing.  Mr. Grover suggested if Perry was to add dense housing along Highway 89 there should be a buffer with vegetation and fencing to prevent children in the high traffic road.  Mr. Grover also suggested giving up this area last for housing space.  Comm. Cronin spoke with residents who live on Highway 89 and they also said they would save Highway 89 for commercial.

Comm. Pettingill also did some research and said that Riverdale has 195 acres of commercial.  He asked why Perry would want to save 251 acres of commercial on Highway 89.  He said Riverdale’s population is 8,400, but there is a population infux of 60,000 to100,000 per day.  He calculated 1,280 daily trips through Perry.  He asked to recognize “who we are and what you are retaining.”  He also asked “how are you going to get the people [to Perry] and why are they going to travel [to Perry]” since there will need to be at least 60,000 to 100,000 visitors to accommodate 251 acres of commercial ground.  Comm. Pettingill added that “you are not going to create a commercial zone up there that thrives.”

Comm. Cronin again mentioned that the planners she spoke to advised that the Highway 89 area be given up last.  Comm. Pettingill responded that there is commercial against the lowest density (one-half acre zone) and this cannot be ignored. 

Comm. Hinckley commented that Perry has probably designated too many acres for commercial.  He said rather than mixing the zones, Perry should figure out how to have fewer commercial acres, but enough to sustain them in the future.  

Comm. Cronin asked what Comm. Pettingill was proposing and he responded businesses with residences on top or adjoined.  Comm. Cronin said the people she spoke to recommended that mixed use be used for “walk-able communities.”

B.
ORDINANCE 09-F TO ADOPT TITLE 36, THE PERRY CITY WASTEWATER MASTER PLAN (WASTEWATER CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN)

Comm. Hinckley read from Appendix i, “The DEQ Analysis of Perry City Lagoon System.”  Page four states the basis is the lagoon being nine acres and the nine acres applies only to the first pond.  He looked at the state code and said Perry is not over or close to being near a “bio limit or flow limit for the lagoons.”  He said in terms of hydraulic capacity, Perry is at 50%.  He added that the BOD capacity is very large compared to the biological inflowing to the lagoon.  In regards to ammonia, Comm. Hinckley said if the EPA is not shutting down the lagoons for that issue it is not a justification.  He said it is apparent the lagoon has not been maintained.  He stated that another concern is it was not clear that a close down of the lagoon or the decommission costs of the lagoon are included in the cost projection for the different alternatives.  Comm. Hinckley said the facility with Willard scored the best in all categories and is the lowest in cost.  Comm. Pettingill brought up Comm. Wilde’s comment regarding why Perry does not use what they can of the lagoon capacity.  

Jim Felix, who was on Perry’s planning commission in 2006, said Perry was told by the state that they were out of compliance in 2006 and that there was nothing they could do about it.  The state said they would look the other way until Perry installed a plant.  Mr. Felix added that Perry was out of compliance in 2006 and they are out of compliance now. 

Comm. Wilde asked why this document is needed if the facility is being built, the decision has been made, and the money has been spent.  Mr. Illum said this is a changing document and once it is adopted, the issues will need to be addressed.  Comm. Hinckley said the issues brought up by Mr. Felix should be included in the document to provide information on why the city went in the direction it did.  Mr. Illum said the city has this documentation, but it has not been included in this particular document.  Comm. Pettingill asked city staff to incorporate references into the document.  Mr. Illum will send Comm. Hinckley this information.

Motion: Comm. Hinckley moved to accept the document with the condition the references be identified in the document as they exist or that a reference is added of the key issues that arose in 2006 that led to the decisions.  The motion was seconded by Comm. Curtis.  Discussion: Comm. Wilde said this document has nothing to do with the impact fees or anything beyond how the decision was made, what decision was made, and how they are going to proceed.  He said the plan has already been implemented.  

Roll Call Vote: Comm. Pettingill–aye, Comm. Nelson–nay, Comm. Curtis–aye, Comm. Wilde–nay, Comm. Hinckley–aye, Comm. Cronin–nay.  Motion fails due to tie vote (3 to 3)
Motion: Comm. Hinckley moved to accept the document as it is.  The motion was seconded by Comm. Pettingill.  Discussion: Comm. Cronin asked why the planning commissioner’s are voting on useless things.  She said due process was not followed. 

Roll Call Vote: Comm. Pettingill–aye, Comm. Nelson–aye, Comm. Curtis–aye, Comm. Wilde–nay, Comm. Hinckley–aye, Comm. Cronin–nay.  Motion passes (4 to 2)
Comm. Curtis asked if the nuisance ordinance would be further addressed tonight, as there were residents still in attendance from the public comments portion of the meeting.  It was decided to add the nuisance ordinance as a line item to the agenda.

Motion: Comm. Cronin moved to make the nuisance ordiance as a line item on the agenda based on previous business discussion.  The motion was seconded by Comm. Curtis.  No discussion.  All in favor.

*Added agenda item.

NUISANCE REVIEW OF EXISTING (AND PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO) STORAGE OF JUNK AND DEBRIS ORDINANCE, CODIFIED AD CHAPTER 54.04

Motion: Comm. Curtis moved to take two weeks to consider the public comments and put the nuisance ordinance on the next agenda as a discussion item and an action item for the following meeting. The motion was seconded by Comm. Cronin.  No discussion.  All in favor.

C. 
TRANSPORTATION MASTER PLAN (UDOT LETTER) 

The commissioners were provided a copy of the letter that was signed by Mayor Nelson and Comm. Pettingill and sent to UDOT.  

D.
WATER PRESSURE ZONES

The commissioners were given a map of the pressure zones that was developed from Perry’s culinary water model.  Comm. Hinckley asked what pressure is needed to safely fight fires.  Mr. Illum said the biggest concern is when a subdivision comes in and there is a fire flow issue.  He said this is regulated by NFPA and Mr. Gardner.    Mr. Gardner said problem areas regarding pressure will show up on the model.  Comm. Hinckley mentioned limits on water pressure in plumbing.  Mr. Illum said there are pressure regulators in houses.  Mr. Gardner added that PRE’s are in place.  He said when you start at 40-50 psi the pressure builds and when you get close to 100 psi it needs to be downsized.  Currently, he said, some pressure systems are not working.  Mr. Gardner said the map still needs some tweaking and interpretation. 

E.
FINAL OR REVIEW OF APPEAL AUTHORITY RULES AMENDMENT

Ms. Tribe said the city council sent this back after making changes to the special uses and appeals board rules.  The membership was changed to seven with a quorum of three being required. A quorum of two is required if there is one vacancy.  

Motion: Comm. Curtis moved to approve the appeal authority rules amendment and recommend it to the city council for their approval.  The motion was seconded by Comm. Nelson.  No discussion.  All in favor.

Roll call vote: Comm. Pettingill–aye, Comm. Nelson–aye, Comm. Wilde–aye, Comm. Hinckley–aye, Comm. Curtis–aye, Comm. Cronin–aye.  All in favor (6 to 0).

F.
AMENDING THE SIGN ORDINANCE

The subcommittee has been discussing the sign ordinance.  Comm. Wilde wonders if there should be a scale that addresses the size of the building that qualifies it for more signage.  Comm. Pettingill agreed and said that some of the signage, such as the Walker Cinema request, is directional signage.  

VII.  TRAINING AND HANDOUTS
A.
NEXT TRAINING: MAY 21, 2009

Comm. Wilde recommended that in place of training the planning commission hold a work meeting to discuss the nuisance ordinance. 

B.
UPDATE ON COMMUTER RAIL, 1200 WEST, ASSIGNMENTS FOR STAFF

Comm. Pettingill and Ms. Tribe attended Brigham City’s council meeting last week and provided them with documentation of Perry’s action from the land use chart and commuter rail point of view.  There was some dissatisfaction on what why Perry acted on the commuter rail issue without bringing it to the joint planning commission meeting.  Comm. Pettingill explained it was a direction by the UTA commuter rail people and aside from a planning issue concerning Upland Square.  He hopes the planning commission’s actions were clarified.  He said they have not stopped commenting on commuter rail, but it has been a good process to have the public informed and UDOT has appreciated what has been done.

C.
CITY COUNCIL REPORT - TOM PETERSON



Tom Peterson said the council has been working every month in preparing next year’s budget.  The budget is tight and they will continue to meet until the final budget is approved.  He said some things have been eliminated, such as the city clean-up.  Perry has received $1,000 from the tourist grant for the Fourth of July.  Also, Bill Walker got a $1,000 donation from “Johansen” to help with the Fourth of July.  He said the council is prepared to eliminate their pay before jobs or furloughs would take place.  He commended the commission on what they are doing, particularly with the nuisance ordinance.  

VIII.  REVIEW NEXT AGENDA AND ADJOURN

A.
ADD AGENDA ITEMS REQUESTED BY PLANNING COMMISSIONERS

None mentioned.

B.
MOTION TO ADJOURN

Motion: Comm. Cronin moved to close the meeting.  The motion was seconded by Comm. Nelson.  No discussion.  All in favor.  

Meeting adjourned at approximately 8:57 p.m.  

