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Clinton City Council January 13, 2015 Call to Order:  7:00 P.M. 

Staff Present 
City Manager Dennis Cluff, Community Development Director Lynn Vinzant, 
Assistant Public Works Director Dave Williams and Lisa Titensor recorded the 
minutes 

Citizens Present 

Anthony Buchanan, Tanner Buchanan, Ariel Ortega, Laretta Beesley, Glenda 
Swallow, Kasey Jensen, Karl King, Bob Buckles, Steve Hubbard, Landon 
Wheelwright, Todd Wheelwright, Conn Manning, Trista Manning, Jenni 
Williams, Cheyenne Sorenson, Kalyn Hoff, Jackie Mendoza, Eric Mickelsen, 
Coby Bond, Craig North, Rob Elggren, Ruth Collard, Bryan Wayment, Linda 
Wayment, Chris Loock, Jeff Dimond, Tyler Dickamore 

Pledge of Allegiance Councilmember Anna Stanton 

Prayer or Thought Councilmember Mike Petersen 

Roll Call & Attendance/ 
Excused Were: 

Councilmember Mitchell was excused 

I.        ARTS BOARD PRESENTATION OF CHRISTMAS YARD DECORATION WINNERS 

Petitioner Clinton City Arts Board 

Discussion 

Glenda Swallow of the Arts Board introduced the following individuals as award 
winners for the 2014 holiday decoration contest.  They were presented with an award and 
gift card from the Clinton City Arts Board with recognition by the City Council. 

 Santa’s Play Ground – Brent and Gaylene Burr 
 Oh Holy Night – Bryan and Linda Wayment 
 Lightest and Brightest – Jimmy and Sue Gipson 
 Winter Wonderland – Tyler and Elisa Dickamore 

A. EMPLOYEE OF THE MONTH FOR DECEMBER 2014 – KASEY JENSON 

Petitioner Dennis Cluff, Mike Child 

 

Assistant Public Works Director Dave Williams reported that Kasey Jenson is the 
December 2014 Employee of the Month.  Kasey is a valued member of the Public Works 
crew assigned to the Sewer and Storm Drain Department.  Before his employment with 
the City he worked in the construction industry where he gained a lot of experience and 
developed many skills. 
 
In the last year since he has been working for Clinton City, Kasey has already certified as 
a Waste Water Operator level III, Water Distribution Operator level IV, and as a 
Certified Storm Water Inspector. All of these certifications are difficult to obtain, 
requiring intense training followed by difficult tests. 
 
Mr. Williams further explained that Kasey has become proficient at running the sewer 
cleaning combo truck. He has cleaned half of the City sewer lines this year and used the 
truck on numerous water leaks and repairs along with helping on other projects. 

He is also responsible for ensuring that all businesses who are required have grease traps 
as part of their operation and that they are inspected and maintained properly in order to 
prevent the overflow of grease into the City Sewer System. He also does regular 
inspections at all Storm Drain detention basins and other facilities. 

He has made himself available for emergency and callout situations at any hour of the 
day or night. He is always eager to learn new things or help anyone out in any way. He 
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gets along well with co-workers and represents the City in a professional way with the 
residents. 
 
Mayor Adams expressed his appreciation for Kasey and his dedication and service.  He 
said he is impressed with his accomplishments.  

B. EMPLOYEE SERVICE AWARDS FOR THE FOURTH QUARTER OF 2014 

Petitioner 

Mayor Adams presented the following individuals with service awards and 
expressed the City’s appreciation for their dedication and service: 

 Karl King - 30 years 
 Conn Manning - 5 years 

C. RE-APPOINTMENTS TO THE CLINTON CITY PLANNING COMMISSION 

Petitioner Mayor Adams 

 

Mayor Adams asked the City Council to ratify his re-appointments of the 
following individuals to the Clinton City Planning Commission for additional 
three year terms. 

 Tony Thompson 
 Jeff Ritchie 
 Bob Buckles 

CONCLUSION 

Councilmember M. Petersen moved to ratify Mayor Adams’ reappointments 
of Tony Thompson, Jeff Ritchie, and Bob Buckles to the Clinton City 
Planning Commission.  Councilmember Patterson seconded the motion.  All 
that were present voted in favor of the motion. 

D. RE-APPOINTMENT TO THE CLINTON CITY BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT 

Petitioner Community Development Director Lynn Vinzant 

Discussion 
Mayor Adams asked the City Council to ratify his re-appointment of Nathan 
Schow to the Clinton City Board of Zoning Adjustments for an additional 5 year 
term. 

CONCLUSION 

Councilmember Stanton moved to ratify Mayor Adams’ re-appointment of 
Nathan Schow to another 5 year term on the Clinton City Board of Zoning 
Adjustment.  Councilmember K. Peterson seconded the motion.  All those 
present voted in favor of the motion. 

E. CITY COUNCIL ASSIGNMENTS 

Petitioner Mayor Adams 

Discussion 
Mayor Adams reported that the 2015 City Council Assignments will remain the 
same as last year with the exception that the Planning Commission Liaison 
position has been eliminated. 

CONCLUSION 
Councilmember Stanton moved to ratify the Mayors’ 2015 City Council 
Assignments.  Councilmember K. Peterson seconded the motion.  All those 
present voted in favor of the motion. 

F. SUBDIVISIION FINAL ACCEPTANCE WILLOW FLATS PHASE 1 

Petitioner Community Development 

Discussion 
Mr. Vinzant explained that this is a one lot subdivision and staff recommends 
approval.  

CONCLUSION 

Councilmember Stanton moved to grant Final Acceptance of Willow Flats 
Phase 1 and authorize release of all funds being held in escrow.  Councilmember 
Patterson seconded the motion.  All those present voted in favor of the 
motion. 

G. RESOLUTION 1-15 AMENDING THE CLINTON CITY CONSOLIDATED FEE SCHEDULE 

Petitioner Community Development 

Discussion 

Mr. Vinzant reported that staff is still working on the GRAMA request fees and have 
decided on the following Resolution.  The resolution and fee statement is based upon the 
following:  (Italics are staff comments) 
 
USC  
63G-2-203. Fees. 
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(1) A governmental entity may charge a reasonable fee to cover the governmental 
entity's actual cost of providing a record. This fee shall be approved by the governmental 
entity's executive officer.  (This could be interpreted this to include not only an hourly 
rate but benefits also.) 
 
Councilmember K. Peterson clarified that she contacted the State Records Ombudsman 
who said that benefits are not to be included in the fee. 
 
(2) (a) When a governmental entity compiles a record in a form other than that 

normally maintained by the governmental entity, the actual costs under this section may 
include the following: 

(i) the cost of staff time for compiling, formatting, manipulating, 
packaging, summarizing, or tailoring the record either into an organization or 
media to meet the person's request; 

(ii) the cost of staff time for search, retrieval, and other direct 
administrative costs for complying with a request; and 

(iii) in the case of fees for a record that is the result of computer output 
other than word processing, the actual incremental cost of providing the electronic 
services and products together with a reasonable portion of the costs associated 
with formatting or interfacing the information for particular users, and the 
administrative costs as set forth in Subsections (2)(a)(i) and (ii). 
(b) An hourly charge under Subsection (2)(a) may not exceed the salary of 

the lowest paid employee who, in the discretion of the custodian of records, has the 
necessary skill and training to perform the request.   

(c) Notwithstanding Subsections (2)(a) and (b), no charge may be made 
for the first quarter hour of staff time. 

 
63J-1-504. Fees — Adoption, procedure, and approval — Establishing and assessing fees 
without legislative approval. 
(1) As used in this section: 
(a) (i) "Agency" means each department, commission, board, council, agency, 

institution, officer, corporation, fund, division, office, committee, authority, laboratory, 
library, unit, bureau, panel, or other administrative unit of the state. 

(ii) "Agency" does not mean the Legislature or its committees. 
(b) "Fee agency" means any agency that is authorized to establish fees. 
(c) "Fee schedule" means the complete list of fees charged by a fee agency and the 

amount of those fees. 
(2) Each fee agency shall adopt a schedule of fees assessed for services provided by the 
fee agency that are: 
(a) reasonable, fair, and reflect the cost of services provided; and (I would interpret 

this to include not only an hourly rate but benefits also.) 
(b) established according to a cost formula determined by the executive director of 

the Governor's Office of Management and Budget and the director of the Division of 
Finance in conjunction with the agency seeking to establish the fee. 
(3) Except as provided in Subsection (6), a fee *agency may not: 

(a) set fees by rule; or 
(b) create, change, or collect any fee unless the fee has been established according 

to the procedures and requirements of this section. 
 
City Code 
Chapter 11.  Records Access and Management 
2-11-1 Fees.   

(1) The city may charge a reasonable fee to cover the city's actual cost of 
duplicating a record or compiling a record in a form other than that maintained 
by the city.  The fees may be set by resolution.  The initial fee, until changed by 
resolution, is as set forth in Schedule "A" hereto. 

(a) A city may fulfill a record request without charge when it determined that: 

(i) Releasing the record primarily benefits the public rather than a person; 
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(ii) The individual requesting the record is the subject of the record; or 

(iii) The requester's legal rights are directly implicated by the information in the 
record, and the requester is impecunious. 

(b) A city may not charge a fee for: 

(i) Reviewing a record to determine whether it is subject to disclosure; or 

(ii) Inspecting a record. 

Councilmember K. Peterson clarified that she contacted the State Records Ombudsman 
who said that benefits are not to be included in the fee. 

CONCLUSION 

Councilmember Patterson moved to adopt Resolution 1-15 amending the 
Clinton City Consolidated Fee Schedule.  Councilmember K. Peterson 
seconded the motion.  Voting by roll call is as follows:  Councilmember M. 
Petersen, aye; Councilmember K. Peterson, aye; Councilmember Stanton, 
aye; Councilmember Patterson, aye. 

H. DISCUSSION TO OPEN THE GENERAL PLAN 

Petitioner 
Bruce Nilson, representing the Flies LLP, the Hogue Family. 
Chris Loock, representing the Rhoda Flinders Family Trust. 
Colby Bond, representing the Martin Family Trust 

Discussion 

Staff Report: 
 The City has received two formal rezone applications, Bruce Nilson and Chris 

Loock, and based upon the outcome of this meeting a third is waiting in the wings, 
Colby Bond. 

 All three of these requests are, or will be, asking for a rezone to a zone that has a 
greater potential land density than designated on the MLUM. 

 Bruce Nilson is requesting that the property, 17.58 acres, currently zoned R-1-9, be 
rezoned to the Patio Home Zone (PH).  The MLUM indicates that the property is to 
be R-1-9 with the frontage on 1800 N being Performance Zone.  It is important to 
note that all of the property is currently zoned R-1-9 with no reservation for the 
Performance Zone.  Property to the: east is Performance Zone (special subdivision); 
west is R-1-9; south 1800 N then R-1-9 and Performance Zone (conventional 
subdivision); north Davis Co. Storm Channel then R-1-9.  

 Chris Loock is requesting that the property, 16.27 acres, currently zoned A-1, be 
rezoned to the R-1-15 zone.  The MLUM indicates that the property is to be 
Agricultural Estates. Property to the: east is R-1-10; west is West Point ½ acre lots; 
south 1800 N then AE; north Layton Canal then A-1 and part of this discussion. 

 Colby Bond intends upon requesting that the property, 12.44 acres, currently zoned 
A-1, be rezoned to the R-1-15 zone.  The MLUM indicates that the property is to be 
Agricultural Estates. Property to the: east is R-1-10; west is West Point ½ acre lots; 
south Layton Canal then A-1 part of this discussion; north Davis Co. Storm Channel 
then A-1. 

 The PZ zone yields a density of approximately 4.75 units per acre 
 The R-1-9 zone yields a density of approximately 3.6 units per acre 
 The R-1-15 zone yields a density of approximately 2.4 units per acre 
 The AE zone yields a density of approximately 1.69 units per acre  
 Staff has requested each of the petitioners to try and limit their comments to five 

minutes, however, this may be difficult because they have been asked to address the 
following: 

 What has changed in the City since the last plan was adopted that 
would promote the change? 

 Why is the area you are intending to develop more suited for the 
zone you are proposing than the planned zone? 

 What, in the existing General Plan, would suggest that the newly 
proposed zone is more suited to the area? 

 The infrastructure and impact fees within the City are based upon the 
planned density of areas of the City.  This includes water line sizes, 
culinary water holdings, sewer sizes, storm drains etc.  If the 
infrastructure designed to service the area you are proposing for 
development is determined to be insufficient to service the proposed 
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development what would you suggest for a means of mitigation? 
 
If the General Plan is reopened, staff requests that the direction from the Council 
be specifically related to a review of the Master Land Use Map and that any 
evaluation be based upon the information provided by the petitioners, the 
findings of the General Plan Committee that drafted the 2013 General Plan and 
the differences that would prompt a change to the MLUM.  I request that any 
evaluation be accomplished by the Planning Commission, not a citizens 
committee.  Any evaluation that is more in depth will result in increased staff 
time when major projects are starting, multiple grants are being applied for, and 
major revisions to the subdivision ordinance and administrative processes are 
being accomplished.  We are also coming into the season of increased 
development and construction.   
 
Mayor Adams commented that the current General Plan Update has only been 
complete for approximately 13 months.  The process to update the General Plan 
took well over a year and many volunteer hours of the General Plan Committee 
to complete.  He feels that by opening the General Plan this soon, it may send a 
message that the City does not have confidence in the process the General Plan 
Committee followed and the General Plan Update itself which is not the case. 
Mr. Cluff clarified that this is not a re-zone hearing.  It is a petition to re-open 
the General Plan.   
 
Linda Hogue commented on patio homes, she referred to the General Plan 
section on page 9 which addresses patio homes and read the following paragraph: 
 
The Committee noted that one area of housing that needs attention is retirement housing.  Based 
on the survey results, in a higher-density residential area, the only favorable option is a high-
quality retirement community.  At present there is one development within the City that is 
generally classified as retirement housing or empty nest housing and while it is generally 
considered high density by the citizens of the City it is considered high end single family 
community on separate lots that has a reputation for value retention, stability of residents and 
quick sales when one does come on the market.  These were perceived as good traits by the 
Committee during discussions on this topic.  Continuation of these types of neighborhoods was 
considered by the Committee and the following characteristics were developed for consideration 
in creating ordinance guidelines for acceptance of these developments in the future. 
 
She quoted from a newspaper article that states that over 54% of the population 
is baby boomer age or older and that 60% of the housing market is driven by the 
demand of senior living with smaller lots.  The General Plan did not identity PH 
Zones to reflect this demand.  She would like to encourage the City Council to 
open the General Plan to introduce a PH Zone.  The housing to the east of her 
property sits on 3,000 sq. ft. lots; the property to the west sits on 7,000 – 9,000 
sq. ft. lots.  This would be a good buffer to those properties.  There is housing all 
around and the walking trail is to the rear.  She is opposed to the PZ use of the 
land.  She also pointed out that this would be an ideal location for walking 
access to shopping, public transportation and medical help.  This type of 
development would not impact the school system.  It would create less traffic 
than the current zone; the population would also be more financially stable to 
support local businesses.  She explained that she has talked to many neighbors 
who have signed a petition and are in favor of this development as opposed to 
other types of developments.   
 
Bruce Nilson addressed the Council to answer the questions identified by staff 
above regarding this property: 
1.  What has changed, the Master Plan Committee recognized there is a need for 
a patio home community, but they did nothing to the Master Plan Map to plan for 
it.  This property fits with the design of the new PH Zone. 
2.  The Master Plan dictates that half of this parcel (approximately 9 acres) is PZ 
Zoned. 
Comparing the R-1-9 zone which is defined in the ordinance by a minimum of 
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1,080 sq. ft. with a minimum lot size of 7,000 sq. ft and average of 9,000 sq. ft. 
vs. the patio home community which has a minimum sq. ft. requirement of 5,100 
and an average size of 6,300.  Additionally the patio home community building 
requirements are very specific.  The patio home communities have the reputation 
of value retention, stability and good sales.  This type of community would be an 
asset to Clinton City. 
3.  This type of development is more suited to the community because there is 
more control then in the R-1-9 zone and the density increase is minimal. 
 
He presented the Council with a packet of pictures of examples of patio homes 
he has built in other developments. 
 
Chris Loock representing the Flinders property addressed the Council; he stated 
that he has developed many projects in Clinton and surrounding areas.  He is not 
a huge fan of large lots and feels that the majority of public isn’t either.  He 
provided the Council with a hand out and reviewed the following information: 
 
In today’s market, generally the only reason for larger lots in cities is: 
1.  The city infrastructure is insufficient and cannot handle higher population 
growth;  
 
2. The city and its' residents do not want additional growth and want to maintain 
a smaller population size for the city. "Last Settlers Mentality"; 
 
3. Create buffer zones next to agricultural land; 
 
4. The misperception that larger lots increase property values in the city. 
  
He explained that arguments as to why this property should not have been down 
zoned and does not make sense to develop under AE: 
 
1.    The city infrastructure is insufficient and cannot handle higher population 
growth. 
 
a. Proposed property was master planned for R -1-8 up until the last change in 
2013, so I am assuming infrastructure was planning on a higher density use on 
this property and has been built with this purpose and should not be an issue. 
 
2.  The city and its' residents do not want additional growth and want to maintain 
a smaller population size for the city. "Last Settlers Mentality" 
 
a. Both the 1983 and 2013 master plan talk about the need for commercial 
growth and tax basis. This only works with higher population base around 
commercial areas. 
 
b. This property is within 2 miles of Clinton City's central commercial area. In 
order to keep business's thriving and commercial properties successful you have 
to rely on this area within a 2 mile radius.  It is very important for Clinton City 
to master plan its residential development and density to keep the population 
close to its' central commercial area. 
 
3.   Create buffer zones next to agricultural/and 
 
a. The AE zone was intended to be a buffer zone. The 28-13-1Purpose.  The 
purpose of the Agricultural Estate Ordinance States: 
''Zone is to provide an acceptable buffer  zone between the rural agricultural 
areas and the more intense residential areas within Clinton City. 
  
b. This property is adjacent to R-10 on the East side in Clinton City and all the 
property to the West in West Point is master planned for 2.2 units per acre (1/3 
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acre lots). 
 
c. If developed as AE this property will be surrounded on both sides by 1/4 acre 
and 1/3 acre lots one day. This was not the purpose of the AE zone and instead of 
acting as a buffer zone it will be an island of larger lots. 
 
4.  The misperception that larger lots increase property values in the city. 
 
a. One of the duties of the City Government is to ensure property values maintain 
their highest values for the current and future residents of Clinton City. 
 
b. Society trends show that homeowners are busier now than ever before and 
often times don't have time to maintain larger lots. Larger lots often end up being 
weed infested and not maintained to as high of a standard as smaller lots. 
 
c.   Research shows that homes built on lots larger than 1/3 acre average size are 
not worth more than homes built on 1/3 acre lots.  In fact homes built on 1/3 acre 
lots are typically the highest valued homes in the market.  He referred to the 
Home Sales Reports he provided. 
 
In conclusion he feels the AE is a wasted zone, it is too restrictive and does not 
allow for averaging.  It is hard to develop good communities and subdivisions 
with those kinds of restrictions.  
 
He said he would like to see a walking trail along the canal and landscaping 
along 1800 North. 
 
He asked the Council to consider a proposal to allow rezone of this property to 
R-1-15 with a Development Agreement requiring the installation of a walking 
trail along the Weber Basin canal that can eventually tie into the rest of the 
walking trail systems in the city and West Point.  Hold this development to a 
higher exterior standard for the homes (ex. No vinyl siding, 30% brick or stone 
on the front of the homes, etc.)  Also, require streetscape on the frontage along 
1800 north. This will accomplish: 
 
1.  Higher long term home values. 
 
2.  Help with your master plan goals of "providing opportunities  
for mental and physical recreation  which include easily 
accessible parks and walking/bicycle paths and trails" 
 
3. Help with your master plan goals of your "desire to develop residential 
streetscapes lined with trees" 
 
Colby Bond addressed the Council to explain his goal is to develop a quality 
community; not increase density.  He feels that landscaping on 1800 N would be 
a positive.  The City and Developers have done a great job with the commercial 
center and his development will help sustain its viability.   
 
He would like to work with the City to develop CC&R’s of 15,000 sq. ft. lots. 
The utilities and infrastructure should not be an issue; this property sits next to 
R-1-10 on the east and 1/3 acre lots.  The homes will be aesthetically pleasing 
quality homes with nice landscaping and walking trails.  He asked the Council to 
consider the possibility that it is the right thing to open up the General Plan for 
discussion. 
 
Mr. Vinzant asked that if the Council does re-open the General Plan, that they be 
specific in their direction to the Planning Commission.  The Commission should 
evaluate only the Master Land Use Map based upon the Utility Master Plans and 
information provided as part of the existing General Plan.  He feels the General 
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Plan is new enough that it is more appropriate to go the Planning Commission 
rather than go to a citizen committee. 
 
Councilmember K. Peterson explained the General Plan Committee worked very 
hard to craft a plan that reflects the resident’s desires.  They had public hearings, 
open houses and went door to door.  She feels it would be appropriate to consider 
having the Planning Commission discuss issues such as the Patio Home 
Ordinance but besides that, she is not in favor of re-opening the General Plan at 
this time.  She has confidence in the process the General Plan Committee 
followed.  She said that infrastructure is also an issue; the General Plan takes all 
of this into consideration. 
 
Councilmember Patterson said she feels that the General Plan Committee could 
have talked to more residents and possibly looked at things in more detail.  These 
property owners have a right to request that the General Plan be re-opened to 
address their property development needs. 
 
Councilmember Stanton said a lot of thought and effort went into the General 
Plan update; she feels it may be appropriate for the Planning Commission to 
address specific rezone requests individually rather than re-opening the General 
Plan at this time. 
 
Mr. Vinzant explained that currently there is no PUD or PRUD in the General 
Plan or Development Agreement.  The Planning Commission would like to know 
if the City Council wants to consider them. 
 
Councilmember M. Petersen stated that he was on the Planning Commission 
during the General Plan Update.  There was a lot of time, effort and thought that 
went into the process with many opportunities for public input.  He feels the Plan 
meets the desires of the majority of the citizens and is a good plan.  He is not in 
favor of opening the General Plan at this time.   
 
Mayor Adams said setting a precedent by not following the General Plan after 
such a short time from its completion is not in the best interest of the City. 
 
Councilmember M. Petersen said that the General Plan survey identified that 
patio homes are the only high density housing the citizens want; however, it 
would not be a good idea to develop all the property left in the City into patio 
homes.  It was determined that patio homes should be used for in-fill   
 
The General Plan Committee  
Master Land Use Map 
 
Councilmember K. Peterson explained it is important to remember that land 
owners have development options no matter what their property is zoned; it may 
not be their first preference, but it is for the greater good for the community. 

CONCLUSION 

Councilmember K. Peterson moved to not re-open the General Plan at this 
time.  Councilmember M. Petersen seconded the motion.  Councilmember 
Patterson asked how many acres are currently being developed for patio 
homes.  Mr. Vinzant responded fewer than 5.  The ordinance states that the 
PH Zone is only for parcels less than 5 acres to accommodate for in-fill and 
must be surrounded by R-1-6, R-1-8 and R-1-9 zones for compatibility. 
Voting by roll call is as follows:  Councilmember K. Peterson, aye; 
Councilmember Stanton, aye; Councilmember Patterson, no; 
Councilmember M. Petersen, aye. 

Approval of Minutes 

Councilmember Stanton moved to adopt the December 9, 2014 Clinton City 
Council Minutes as amended correcting the spelling of the new CERT 
members from Sheets to Skeen and correcting Fire Chief Olsen’s name.  
Councilmember Patterson seconded the motion.  All those present voted in 
favor of the minutes. 
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Accounts Payable 
Councilmember Patterson moved to pay the bills as presented.  
Councilmember Stanton seconded the motion.  All those present voted in 
favor of the motion. 

Planning Commission 
Report 

Mr. Vinzant reported on the January 6, 2015 Clinton City Planning Commission 
Meeting as recorded in the minutes. 

City Manager  The City will be closed on Monday January 19, for the Martin Luther 
King holiday. 

Mayor  Staker Parsons has agreed to the conditions negotiated by the City for 
repair of 2300 N. 

Councilmember Patterson 
 Concerned that individuals are living in a shed behind a home in her 

neighborhood. 
 The Parks Board will meet on Wednesday, Jan. 14 at 7 p.m. 

Councilmember K. 
Peterson 

 Will be working in the Governor’s Office during the upcoming 
Legislative Session. 

Councilmember M. 
Petersen  Has an Eagle Court of Honor coming up. 

Councilmember Mitchell  Excused. 

Councilmember Stanton  The Youth Council will be hosting a food drive and there will be 
donation boxes at City Hall and Recreation. 

 Mr. Vinzant reported on potential future projects. 

ADJOURNMENT 
Councilmember Stanton moved to adjourn.  Councilmember Patterson 
seconded the motion.  All those present voted in favor.  The meeting 
adjourned at 8:41 p.m. 

 


