
  

PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES 1 

Wednesday, May 13th, 2026, 6:00 pm 2 

Providence City Office Building, 164 North Gateway Dr., Providence Ut 3 

 4 

To view the video recording of the meeting please visit our YouTube channel found HERE.  5 

 6 

HR. MIN. SEC above agenda item is the timestamp of the YouTube recording.  7 

 8 

Call to Order: Robert Henke 9 

Chair Roll Call of Commission Members: Bob Perry, Michael Fortune, Robert Henke & Joe Chambers. 10 

Planning Members Absent: Julie Martin and John Petersen.  11 

Staff in Attendance: City Manager Ryan Snow, Community Development Director Skarlet Bankhead and City 12 

Recorder Ty Cameron.  13 

Pledge of Allegiance: Bob Perry 14 

 15 

➢ Item No.   1   Approval of Minutes: The Planning Commission will consider approval of the minutes 16 

of April 8th, 2026. (MINUTES) 17 

 18 

• Chair Henke called for the approval of the minutes of April 8th, 2026. 19 

• No corrections or changes were made or requested.  20 

 21 

Motion to approve the minutes of April 8th, 2026. – Bob Perry. 2nd- Michael Fortune.  22 

Vote: 23 

Yea- Bob Perry, Michael Fortune, Robert Henke & Joe Chambers. 24 

Nay- 25 

Abstained-  26 

 27 

Motion passes, minutes approved.  28 

 29 

Public Comments: Citizens may express their views on issues within the Planning Commission’s jurisdiction.      30 

The Commission accepts comments: in-person, by email providencecityutah@gmail.com , and 31 

by text 435-752-9441. By law, email comments are considered public record and will be shared 32 

with all parties involved, including the Planning Commission and the applicant. 33 

 34 

• Chair Henke opened the floor for general public comment.  35 

• Staff indicated that all emailed comments that had come in were in regards to item 2. Noted that they 36 

were forwarded to the Planning Commission as they came in and would be attached to the minutes for 37 

this meeting.  38 

• No comments were made. 39 

• Chair Henke closed the public comment portion of the meeting.  40 

 41 

Public Hearings:  42 

 43 

➢ Item No.   2    Parcel 02-095-0031  Rezone Public Hearing: The Planning Commission will take 44 

comments and questions from the public regarding a request to rezone Parcel 02-095-0031, located in 45 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=xAgK1pkMXy8
https://www.providencecity.com/media/16736
mailto:providencecityutah@gmail.com
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the general area of 96 N Main. The property is currently zoned R-1-12; the applicant is requesting 46 

Mixed Use (MXD).   47 

• Chair Henke opened the public hearing for the proposed rezone of Parcel 02-095-0031, located 48 

at approximately 96 North Main Street, from R-1-12 (single-family residential, minimum 49 
12,000 sq. ft. lot) to Mixed Use (MXD). He noted that the Planning Commission's role in this 50 
process is solely to make a recommendation to the City Council, which holds final decision-51 
making authority. He advised the public that speakers would be given five minutes each, and 52 
requested that comments avoid repeating points already made by others to allow more 53 

participants an opportunity to speak. 54 

Staff Presentation — Community Development Director Skarlet Bankhead 55 

• Director Bankhead presented the staff analysis to the Commission. She explained the key 56 
distinctions between the two zones under consideration. The current R-1-12 district is 57 
established for single-family residential use with limited home business allowances. The 58 

requested Mixed Use (MXD) district is intended to encourage transitions between zones and 59 
stimulate economic development by combining retail, commercial, office, and residential uses 60 

in a pedestrian- and family-friendly manner. Critically, the MXD zone requires that no single 61 
land use exceed 50% of the entire development, and residential use is mandatory. 62 

• Director Bankhead noted that the property is located within the Providence Historic District, 63 
which is on the National Historic Register. However, she clarified that this designation does not 64 
establish a separate zoning district. Within the historic district, zoning is currently divided 65 

among R-1-12, Commercial General, and Public districts, and permitted uses and area 66 
regulations are governed by the applicable zoning district regardless of the historic district 67 

designation. She further clarified that the Historic Preservation Commission's binding review 68 

authority applies only to properties listed on a locally designated sites register. The subject 69 

property at 96 North Main is not on the locally designated register, nor is it included in the 70 
city's historic walking tour. Providence has only two structures on the National Historic 71 

Register: the Old Rock Church and the Zollinger home at 193 North, 100 East. 72 

• Director Bankhead read the applicant's project statement into the record, which described the 73 
intent to develop a pedestrian-friendly, historically inspired commercial and residential 74 

development consistent with a downtown main street aesthetic. The applicant's stated goals 75 
include curated local businesses on the ground floor, affordable two-bedroom apartments on the 76 
upper level, rear parking, outdoor dining, and exterior amenities encouraging multimodal 77 
transportation. 78 

• Director Bankhead walked the Commission through the Providence City General Plan's 79 
framework map, which designates the area around 96 North Main as the "Providence 80 

Downtown Core" — a preferred scenario calling for a downtown main street style of 81 
commercial and office uses arranged either horizontally or vertically. She noted comparable 82 
examples including downtown Provo, Ogden's 25th Street, downtown Murray, and the historic 83 
character of downtown Logan. 84 

• She addressed the moderate income housing requirements under state law, noting that while 85 
recent legislative changes have simplified the annual reporting obligation, Providence is still 86 
expected to continue working toward the goals of the moderate income housing plan, including 87 
providing varied housing opportunities. Director Bankhead also clarified the state law 88 
framework under Utah Code 10-25-01, affirming the Planning Commission's role as a 89 
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recommending body to the legislative (City Council) body. She noted that not all development 90 

details — including parking calculations, utility master plan compliance, and site design 91 
specifics — need to be resolved at the rezone stage; those matters are addressed in subsequent 92 
site plan and subdivision review steps. She also advised the Commission that they were not 93 
required to make a recommendation that evening, and could continue the item for further study. 94 

Applicant Presentation 95 

• The applicant, Jody Robins, presented an updated version of the project to the Commission. He 96 
described the genesis of the project as a personal desire to create a walkable, charming, 97 

pedestrian-scale commercial destination within the Providence community. The concept centers 98 
on six flexible commercial spaces on the ground floor — targeting local community businesses 99 
such as a café, bakery, floral shop, boutique, ice cream, and soda shop — with six two-100 

bedroom, two-bathroom apartments on the second level. The development also includes two 101 
outdoor dining areas, sidewalk-adjacent seating, and bike parking. 102 

• Mr. Robins described the architectural intent as historically inspired, referencing the classic 103 

brickwork of surrounding properties and aiming for a building that would appear 104 
contemporaneous with the Old Rock Church. He stated the buildings would be approximately 105 
26 feet in height (with taller decorative facades), set back 25 feet from neighboring property 106 

lines, and include a 10-foot landscape buffer for neighbor privacy. He compared this favorably 107 
to what current R-1-12 zoning already permits, which would allow a 35-foot structure set as 108 

close as 10 feet from the property line. 109 

• Mr. Robins addressed the general plan's six key initiatives, highlighting sense of place, the 110 

multimodal city vision, and varied housing opportunities as the three most directly served by 111 
the proposal. He acknowledged the site's historical significance as a former tithing storehouse 112 
that served as a community gathering place, and committed to reusing architectural materials 113 

and details from the existing structure and installing a commemorative plaque. He directed the 114 

public to the project website at refinedcommunities.com for additional information. 115 

Public Comments 116 

• The public hearing proceeded with a sign-in list, with speakers given up to five minutes. The 117 

following individuals Commented: 118 

• Karen Brooks, a lifelong Providence resident and member of the Historic Preservation 119 
Commission, raised concerns about parking adequacy, noting she had been previously informed 120 
there would be 15 parking spaces, which she characterized as insufficient for six businesses and 121 

six apartments on a high-traffic street. She also raised concerns about the proximity to a school 122 
and the impact of increased traffic on pedestrian safety, particularly for children. 123 

• Janet Christenson, a 48-year resident of Providence, questioned the community desire for a 124 
development modeled after downtown Ogden or Provo. She acknowledged the building design 125 
but expressed concern about the rezoning of property within the historic district that is currently 126 

designated single-family residential in the city's master plan. She raised questions about the 127 
volunteer effort that went into creating the historic district and the general plan, and whether a 128 
rezone would undermine that work. She cited traffic safety for school-age children, questioned 129 
whether 15 parking spaces could adequately serve the development, and noted that as an 130 
apartment owner she would typically expect 3 vehicles per two-bedroom unit. She also raised 131 
the concern that once rezoned to mixed use, the property must legally accommodate any 132 



4 

 

Planning Commission Minutes 5-13-26 
 

commercial entity permitted within Providence City limits, not just the curated businesses 133 

envisioned by the developer. She expressed concern about the precedent a rezone would set for 134 
future residential rezoning requests, and argued there is no shortage of available rental housing 135 
in the area. 136 

• Patricia Perry, a resident living across from the tithing house, expressed agreement with the 137 

prior speaker's comments and concern about traffic, specifically noting that 100 North has 138 

become difficult to cross safely as a pedestrian. She yielded the remainder of her time. 139 

• Joe Bates, a resident living across from the Old Rock Church, offered a historical perspective 140 
on the difficulty of sustaining businesses at the corner of Main and Center. He recounted 141 

multiple failed business ventures in the immediate vicinity over the decades, including the 142 
building across the street from the Old Rock Church which he described as in partial disrepair, 143 
a former automotive business that had declined in character, and a long-vacant commercial 144 
building that could not attract tenants. He argued the intersection of 100 North and Main is not 145 

a destination that draws the kind of foot traffic needed to sustain the proposed businesses, and 146 
suggested the area around Macy's would be better suited. He expressed concern that the 147 

building is too tall, lacks adequate parking, and noted that businesses near a school would not 148 
be eligible for a liquor license, limiting the types of restaurants that could succeed there. He 149 

urged the Commission to deny the application. 150 

• Roxanne, a Providence resident who spent time living in Los Angeles and other large cities, 151 

stated she did not want urban development patterns brought into what she characterized as a 152 
bedroom community. She acknowledged that change can be good but argued the subject 153 
location is sensitive due to pedestrian activity and children and suggested the area near the city 154 

offices would be a better fit for this type of development given its greater capacity for parking 155 
and community activity. 156 

• Jean Briel a resident who walks in the area regularly, agreed with the suggestion that 157 
development of this type would be better suited near the city office building, noting that the 158 

post office and city offices had already relocated away from the historic downtown. She raised 159 
concerns about inconsistent application of city rules and echoed the suggestion to locate 160 

commercial development where more people already walk. 161 

• Don Briel expressed concern about the broader precedent of spot zoning a single lot in the 162 

middle of a single-family residential area, and noted that while change is inevitable, there is 163 
ample space elsewhere in the city to accommodate it. He echoed his wife's comments about the 164 
unsuitability of the area as a walking destination, noting sidewalk deficiencies, summer heat, 165 

and winter conditions. 166 

• Ruth Bindrup expressed support for the project. She acknowledged the concerns raised about 167 
the existing home on the property but characterized it as neglected and in need of significant 168 

investment to restore. She expressed confidence in the developer's quality of work based on her 169 
own experience living in a home he had built, and requested that the Commission forward a 170 

positive recommendation to the City Council. 171 

• Alan Clutter identified himself as a strong proponent of mixed use development and higher-172 
density housing in principle but stated he could not be more opposed to this specific 173 

application. He argued that one block south, at Main and Center, there are already two 174 
commercially zoned properties that have been for sale for years, are struggling to retain tenants, 175 
are in need of renovation, and have dedicated parking — making them far more appropriate 176 
candidates for mixed use revitalization before a historic rental property is demolished. He 177 
objected to the unnecessary loss of the existing structure, raised the issue of a blind corner 178 
being created by placing a building close to the sidewalk at a dangerous intersection, noted that 179 
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neighbors to the east would lose long-established mountain views, and argued that historic 180 

relevance cannot be recreated through a building designed to look old. 181 

• Craig Frank testified that he grew up next door to the tithing house and had lived in Providence 182 

for approximately 64 years. He stated that Providence's downtown had never had the kind of 183 
Hallmark-style commercial storefronts the developer was envisioning, and he described the 184 
current intersection as genuinely dangerous due to vehicle speeds and the diagonal parking on 185 

the east side of Main Street. He suggested that redevelopment of the old Watkins Printing 186 
building might be a better alternative and raised the possibility of looking at commercial 187 
development on the periphery of the community rather than in the historic residential core. 188 

• Lacey Boschetto, a 33-year resident who had also lived in California, said that in her 189 
experience, once a rezone occurs, it tends to continue expanding and communities are not able 190 
to reclaim what was lost. She questioned what commercial development would come next to 191 
connect the proposed site with existing commercial properties, and echoed concerns that the site 192 

is not appropriate for this type of use. She noted she had also submitted a detailed email. 193 

• Natalie, an entrepreneur of five years and Providence resident, spoke about the importance of 194 
evaluating whether the benefit of any change outweighs its costs. She concluded that the 195 
proposed benefits — a gathering space, food and treats, and housing — are already provided 196 

elsewhere in the community through parks, existing restaurants, and stores. She raised concerns 197 
about what would happen if unwanted businesses moved in once the property is rezoned, and 198 

whether commercial development at this location would create pressure on neighboring 199 
residential properties over time. She expressed support for exploring redevelopment one block 200 
south or at another location. 201 

• Frank, who described himself as an 80-year Providence resident and likely the oldest person in 202 
the room, said he had witnessed many old homes demolished and replaced with new ones in his 203 

lifetime. Based on what he had heard, he summarized the consensus of the room as opposition 204 
to the proposed development at this location. 205 

• Robert, a neighboring resident living kitty-corner across the street, described his experience in 206 
the food service industry and expressed skepticism that independent local businesses could 207 

sustain the rent burden of the proposed commercial spaces. He raised the concern that if the 208 
boutique businesses envisioned by the developer could not survive financially, the spaces could 209 

eventually be filled by businesses not in keeping with the neighborhood character. 210 

• Mark Frank expressed doubt that residents would travel to a boutique commercial district only 211 
minutes from downtown Logan, and questioned whether the location — where traffic is 212 

primarily composed of commuters heading to and from the bench neighborhoods — could 213 
sustain enough foot traffic to make businesses viable. He contrasted the proposal unfavorably 214 
with areas closer to existing residential density. 215 

• John Drew, a former mayor of Providence and former Planning Commissioner, offered an 216 
extended perspective on the city's history. He noted that Providence is unique among Cache 217 

Valley cities in having abandoned its historic downtown by relocating city offices to the edge of 218 
town, a decision he had opposed at the time. He expressed support for revitalizing the 219 
downtown area and noted that the property in question is not well maintained. He shared his 220 

background co-chairing a regional housing crisis task force and acknowledged the reality of 221 
population growth in Cache County, noting that traffic will increase regardless of whether this 222 
particular rezone occurs. He raised the question of whether the Historic Preservation 223 
Commission had been formally consulted and recommended that the Planning Commission 224 
consider seeking more input before making a recommendation rather than acting immediately. 225 



6 

 

Planning Commission Minutes 5-13-26 
 

He characterized the developer's efforts as made in good faith and consistent with the general 226 

plan, while acknowledging the future land use map is a recommendation and not a mandate. 227 

• Benjamin Chandler, a 26-year-old resident, spoke in favor of the rezone. He described the 228 

difficulty young people and young families face in finding affordable housing within 229 
Providence and questioned where the Commission would suggest those families live if not in a 230 
development like this one. 231 

• Roger Roundy acknowledged the economic rationale for developing the subject corner rather 232 
than the block to the south, as the acquisition cost is lower. He disclosed that his family has 233 
made an offer to purchase the property from its current owner and has been in contact with the 234 

developer, with the goal of preserving the historical character of the site without requiring a 235 
mixed-use rezone. He noted that Craig Frank and Mark Frank are his brothers-in-law and that 236 
his family's in-laws live adjacent to the south. He expressed the view that the community does 237 
not support the rezone and that a mixed-use designation would raise questions about the long-238 

term fate of the other residential lots between the proposed development and the existing 239 
commercial properties to the south. He indicated his family's intent to submit a formal proposal 240 

to the landowner and developer. 241 

• Chair Henke closed the public hearing  242 

Legislative – Action Item(s):  243 

 244 

➢ Item No.   3    Parcel 02-095-0031 Rezone Recommendation: The Planning Commission will review, 245 

discuss and may make a recommendation to the City Council regarding the application to rezone Parcel 246 

02-095-0031 from R-1-12 to Mixed Use. (PRESENTATION)    &     (ANALYSIS) 247 

• Chair Henke opened the discussion portion of the item. Director Bankhead clarified, in response 248 

to a question from Commissioner Chambers, that while spot zoning is no longer legally 249 

prohibited under state code — which now allows zoning districts of any size and shape — it 250 
remains a legitimate planning consideration for the Commission when evaluating compatibility 251 

with the surrounding neighborhood. Director Bankhead affirmed that mixed use is a recognized 252 
zone in the general plan's downtown core designation. 253 

• Commissioner Fortune offered an extended discussion of the comments received. He noted that 254 

the applicant had gone significantly beyond what is required at the rezone stage in providing 255 

detailed plans and presentations, and he appreciated that transparency. He outlined several 256 
concerns raised during public testimony that he considered valid: 257 

o The proposed development may be somewhat out of scale relative to the existing 258 
neighborhood context, particularly given the buildings' proximity to the sidewalk and the 259 
visual impact of the second-story elements and overhangs compared to surrounding 260 

residential structures. Commissioner Fortune noted that in a residential context, setbacks 261 

and landscaping buffer the mass of a structure, while the proposed design places the 262 

building much closer to the street. 263 
o Parking adequacy was raised repeatedly. Commissioner Fortune noted that six two-264 

bedroom apartments could reasonably generate 12 or more vehicles, and six commercial 265 
spaces would require additional parking for employees and customers before any 266 
customer parking is accounted for. He acknowledged that the MXD zone permits some 267 
street-side parking to count toward commercial requirements, and that this calculation 268 
does not need to be resolved at the rezone stage. 269 

https://www.providencecity.com/media/16801
https://www.providencecity.com/media/16711
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o Traffic at the intersection of 100 North and Main was identified as a significant and valid 270 

community concern. Commissioner Fortune noted that the intersection is already 271 
considered dangerous and that additional commercial traffic would likely exacerbate 272 
conditions. 273 

• Commissioner Fortune acknowledged the question of business longevity, noting that the existing 274 

commercial properties one block south have struggled to maintain tenants, and raised the 275 

question of what uses might occupy the spaces if the curated tenant mix envisioned by the 276 
developer cannot be sustained. 277 

• He also addressed the Tithing house, confirming it is not on the locally designated historic 278 

register and that the historic portion of the structure — the original brick section — is a small 15-279 
by-22-foot interior space with no plumbing, the remainder of the building consisting of later 280 
aluminum-siding additions. He suggested that, if there is community interest in preserving the 281 
historic section, it could potentially be relocated to another site, as has been done with historic 282 

cabins in other Utah communities, and noted that the applicant had offered to facilitate that. 283 

• The applicant responded to Commissioner Fortune's observations. On the parking question, he 284 
clarified that the site plan includes 26 on-site spaces plus 9 street-side spaces bordering the 285 
parcel, and that one of the building's ground-floor footprints incorporates three two-car garages 286 

to provide additional parking while reducing commercial square footage to achieve code 287 
compliance. On the traffic concern, he noted that pedestrian-scale, built-out environments 288 

naturally tend to reduce vehicle speeds compared to open corridors, and that restoration of a 289 
four-way stop at the intersection — which was previously in place — could be an appropriate 290 
first step if traffic volumes increase. On the question of building scale, he maintained that the 291 

footprints of the proposed buildings are comparable to a standard three-car-garage residential 292 
home and that the rendering perspective may make the buildings appear larger than they are. On 293 

commercial viability, he noted that the comparable businesses he cited — including examples in 294 
Logan and nearby areas — are among the few businesses in the valley with successful outdoor 295 

dining, and he attributed their success in part to their location away from high-speed arterials. 296 

• Chair Henke then engaged Director Bankhead on the question of how the general plan's 297 

downtown core designation interacts with the current residential zoning of the parcel, and how a 298 
single-parcel rezone squares with the concept of spot zoning. Director Bankhead reiterated that 299 
the general plan framework map identifies the area as a preferred downtown core location and 300 

that mixed use is a recognized zone under that designation, even if the underlying parcel is 301 

currently zoned R-1-12. 302 

• Commissioner Bob Perry provided data he had personally collected by counting vehicle traffic at 303 
the park entrance on 100 North during ballgames on the preceding Monday and Tuesday 304 

evenings. He recorded over 400 vehicles per hour during peak game hours on both nights, with 305 
additional horn-honking incidents resulting from drivers backing out of diagonal parking spaces 306 
into moving traffic. He also reported having been nearly struck twice in the crosswalk at Main 307 

and First North, with the same vehicle later making even closer contact with another pedestrian. 308 
Commissioner Perry stated this data underscored the community's traffic safety concerns. 309 

• Commissioner Chambers expressed a desire to research what commercial uses would be 310 
permitted under MXD zoning as a matter of right before making a recommendation, noting his 311 
concern about the potential for commercial uses inconsistent with the neighborhood character. 312 

Motion to continue Item No. 3 to the next regular Planning Commission meeting was made by 313 

Commissioner Bob Perry and seconded by Commissioner Michael Fortune.  314 

Vote: 315 
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Yea- Bob Perry, Michael Fortune, Robert Henke & Joe Chambers. 316 

Nay- 317 

Abstained-  318 

Motion passes, Item Continued.  319 

• Chair Henke advised those in attendance that the Commission meets on the second Wednesday 320 
of each month, and that the item would most likely appear on the June 2026 agenda. Members of 321 
the public were invited to attend. 322 

Study Items(s):  323 

 324 

➢ Item No.   4   PCC 10-12-3&4 Code Amendments: The Planning Commission will review, discuss 325 

and may move forward with setting a public hearing regarding proposed code amendments to extend the 326 

sunset day for the incentive to record the deed restriction for an IADU or an ADU. (AMENDMENT) 327 

• Director Bankhead presented a brief overview of the proposed code amendment. She explained 328 

that Providence City Code sections 10-12-3 and 10-12-4 currently contain an incentive provision 329 
encouraging property owners with internal accessory dwelling units (IADUs) or detached 330 
accessory dwelling units (ADUs) to voluntarily record a deed restriction at the county 331 

confirming that one of the units on the property must be owner-occupied. This owner-occupancy 332 
requirement is a condition of ADU approval, and the deed restriction is the mechanism by which 333 

the city gains awareness of and can track ADU activity, particularly for internal units which are 334 
otherwise not easily identifiable without a permit application. 335 

• Director Bankhead reported that the sunset date for this incentive provision was imminent — 336 

within days — and that staff was requesting a two-year extension. She noted that the program 337 

had proven meaningfully successful, with approximately six property owners having participated 338 
since the incentive was introduced, representing roughly six times the rate of voluntary 339 
compliance seen prior to the incentive. A staff member added that the incentive has clearly 340 

driven increased participation and that extending it is warranted given that positive trend. 341 

• Commissioners discussed the program briefly. Commissioner Perry asked whether there were 342 
concerns about ADUs being used for purposes other than housing, such as short-term rentals. 343 

Director Bankhead indicated no formal complaints had been received regarding misuse of 344 
ADUs, and that short-term rental use is not the intended purpose of the units. She noted that 345 
parking-related complaints occur across the city generally and are not specific to ADU 346 
properties. 347 

• A former Planning Commissioner in attendance, Brian Marble, offered a comment suggesting 348 

that the incentive amount could be increased — for example, from $100 to $1,000 — to further 349 
encourage participation. Chair Henke noted that Mr. Marble would have an opportunity to raise 350 
that suggestion formally at the public hearing. 351 

• The Commission agreed to proceed with scheduling a public hearing on the proposed code 352 
amendment. 353 

Motion to set a public hearing regarding proposed code amendments to PCC 10-12-3 and 10-12-4 354 

to extend the sunset date for the deed restriction incentive for IADUs and ADUs was made by 355 

Commissioner Joe Chambers and seconded by Commissioner Michael Fortune.  356 

https://www.providencecity.com/media/16901
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Vote: 357 

Yea- Bob Perry, Michael Fortune, Robert Henke & Joe Chambers. 358 

Nay- 359 

Abstained-  360 

Motion passes, item to be set for public hearing.  361 

 362 

• Before adjourning, City Manager Ryan Snow noted for the record that the city has repaired over 7,000 363 

trip hazards in recent years and has specifically focused on replacing sidewalk sections in the downtown 364 

area to improve walkability, in response to comments made during the public hearing. Commissioner 365 

Fortune acknowledged the significance of those efforts. 366 

 367 

Motion to adjourn the meeting. – Commissioner Michael Fortune. 2nd- Commissioner Robert 368 

Henke.  369 

Vote: 370 

Yea- Bob Perry, Michael Fortune, Robert Henke & Joe Chambers. 371 

Nay- 372 

Abstained-  373 

 374 

Motion passes,  meeting adjourned. 375 

 376 

Minutes approved by vote of Commission on ___ day of __________ 2026. 377 

 378 

I swear these minutes are true and correct to the best of my knowledge. 379 

 380 

 381 

_______________________ 382 

Ty Cameron, City Recorder 383 

 384 
























































