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Minutes
Tuesday, May 12, 2026 at 6:00 pm

AGENDA
A regularly scheduled meeting of the Duchesne City Council will be held at the Duchesne City Office Building, 500 East Main, Duchesne, UT at the above date and time. The agenda will be as follows:


1. Roll Call, Prayer, Pledge (5min)
Minutes:
Mayor Deborah Herron conducted the meeting. City Recorder, Jessica North took minutes. City Council Members present were Bryce Hamilton, Mark E. Nielsen, Cody Ivie, and Jason Baker, Marty A. Herrera. Council Member Baker offered the prayer. Council Member Hamilton led the Pledge of Allegiance.
Duchesne City Employee Attendees: Stephanie Skewes.
Public Attendees: Lynn Bell, Travis Bell, Jenny Adams, Katrina Spencer Tracy Herrera
,Diane Gifford, Matt Betts, Danny Swasey, Kim Swasey, Sheriff Tucker, Detective Misty Duncan, Corporal Cody Woodhouse, Amber McDonald.

2. Minutes (5min)
Minutes:
The City Council reviewed the minutes.
MOTION by Council Member Hamilton seconded by Council Member Ivie to approve the minutes from Regular City Council Meeting 04/28/2026.
Council Member Hamilton - Aye Council Member Nielsen - Aye Council Member Herrera - Aye Council Member Ivie - Aye Council Member Baker - Aye
Motion carried by unanimous vote.

3. Bills (5min)
Minutes:
The City Council reviewed the bills.
MOTION by Council Member Hamilton, seconded by Council Member Herrera to pay the bills.
Council Member Hamilton - Aye Council Member Nielsen - Aye Council Member Herrera - Aye Council Member Ivie - Aye Council Member Baker - Aye


Motion carried by unanimous vote.

4. Charges and Credits (5min)
Minutes:
The City Council reviewed the Charges and Credits

5. Business License (5min)
Minutes:
The City Council reviewed the following business license.
· Island Mart

6. Planning And Zoning (5min)
Minutes:
Katrina Spencer the Planning and Zoning Commission Chair provided an update regarding a recent land use training session conducted by Rob Terry. Katrina stated the training was informative and tailored specifically to the needs of the City and Commission. Discussion included land use procedures, annexation processes, and general planning and zoning operations. Katrina reported that the commission plans to develop standardized checklists, flow sheets, and step-by-step procedures to improve consistency in processing applications and other items through the office, including determining the proper review process for legislative, judicial, and industrial matters.
Council Member Ivie would like to see annexation procedures, in place. Council Member Hamilton clarified that certain annexation actions may be completed by resolution and may require a public hearing, depending on the circumstances and applicable law.
Mayor Herron noted that the training materials and PowerPoint presentation would be converted to PDF format and distributed to Council Members and staff for future reference and continued training purposes. Katrina expressed appreciation for the training and indicated it was beneficial.

7. 120 Water - Lane Genereaux (10min)
Minutes:
The Council discussed the annual contract with 120 Water related to the City’s compliance with state reporting requirements under the Lead and Copper Rule. Mayor Herron explained that the State requires annual reporting and inventory tracking of the types of water service lines and pipes located throughout the City’s water system, specifically identifying potential lead and copper materials. The contract with 120 Water assists the City with completing and maintaining the required inventory as well as fulfilling ongoing annual reporting obligations.
Council Member Ivie asked whether the contract amount had changed from previous years, with Jessica North indicating the cost had remained generally consistent.
Additional discussion addressed future compliance expectations once the City completes its inventory work and removes or identifies any remaining lead-related concerns. It was noted that the City is working toward full compliance with state requirements and that additional information could be obtained from staff at a future meeting if needed.
MOTION by Council Member Hamilton seconded by Council Member Ivie to approve


contract with 120 Water. Council Member Hamilton - Aye Council Member Nielsen - Aye Council Member Herrera - Aye Council Member Ivie - Aye Council Member Baker - Aye
Motion carried by unanimous vote.

8. Public Works update-Lane Genereaux (10min)
Minutes:
Lane Genereaux was unable to attend so this item was postponed.

9. Animal Contract - Council Discussion (15min) Minutes:
Mayor Herron invited Lynn Bell to present a proposed animal control and animal services program for Duchesne City. Lynn Bell introduced herself as a Duchesne City resident, professional dog trainer, and animal behavior specialist with extensive experience in animal training and program development. She explained that the proposal originated from ongoing concerns regarding repeat animal-related complaints within the City, including loose dogs, repeated offenses, and the lack of a consistent local process for documenting complaints and enforcement actions.
Mrs. Bell stated that the proposal was intended to address gaps in the current system while reducing the burden on the Sheriff’s Office, noting that the Sheriff’s Department already covers a large area and manages a full holding facility. She emphasized that the proposed program was designed to be complaint-based rather than proactive enforcement, with the goal of protecting property rights while encouraging education and voluntary compliance before penalties are issued.
The proposed program included several components, beginning with an Animal Compliance Liaison position. The liaison would serve in a part-time role responsible for gathering evidence, documenting repeat offenders, assisting residents in resolving issues, maintaining records, and helping citizens correct problems before citations or fines become necessary. Ms. Bell explained that the first offense could potentially be waived if the owner participates in a consultation process intended to resolve the issue cooperatively. She further stated that standardized forms, complaint procedures, flowcharts, witness statements, and incident documentation had been created to ensure consistency and fairness in the process.
Mrs. Bell also presented a proposal for a temporary holding pod for animals. She described the structure as a self-contained, camera-equipped holding facility designed to meet applicable shelter and ventilation standards, while providing a temporary location for animals until owners could be located or other arrangements made. She clarified that the proposed facility would not replace the County’s existing shelter services but instead provide a local short-term option to address immediate concerns and reduce delays in response.
She would also like to create an Animal Services Board consisting of community members to assist with locating animal owners, maintaining rescue contact lists, overseeing cat-related issues, pursuing grant opportunities, and helping manage community cat concerns through a trap-neuter-release (TNR) process. Mrs. Bell

explained that the proposal sought to create a documented process for complaints involving stray or community cats while balancing the interests of residents, animal owners, and volunteers.
Council Member Nielsen asked who the enforcement authority would be, she replied the proposed liaison position would be, the Sheriff’s Department’s involvement, and how complaints and records would be handled. Mrs. Bell clarified that the liaison position would be an open City position and that the Sheriff’s Department had participated in earlier discussions, though they had not yet reviewed the updated proposal packet. The discussion also included the proposed TNR procedures, community cat management, licensing and fine structures, and methods for documenting and tracking repeat complaints.
Lynn Bell concluded by requesting Council review and feedback on the proposal and suggested consideration of a 90-day trial period to evaluate whether the program would be workable for the City.
Council Member Nielsen asked about the proposed community cat and animal control processes. He has done some research and was concerned with the regulation of community cat colonies, licensing requirements, and how nuisance or repeat problem animals would be addressed under the proposed system. Ms. Bell explained that community cat colonies would ideally be registered so complaints and colony caretakers could be identified and tracked. She stated that community cats would be protected if they were properly spayed or neutered, ear-tipped, vaccinated, and maintained according to applicable state requirements.
Council Member Nielsen brought up Utah state law related to community cat colonies and whether permits and neighborhood notification requirements would apply before a colony could be formally established. Concerns were expressed that existing practices may not currently align with portions of state code. Mrs. Bell responded that the proposed advisory board could help review and manage colony-related concerns, work with residents to resolve nuisance complaints, and determine whether relocation or other corrective measures would be appropriate for problem animals or colonies.
Council Member Hamilton also clarified that the proposal was not intended to place cats into the proposed holding pod facility. Lynn Bell explained that separate procedures would apply for cats, including civil citation processes for owned cats causing documented damage, deterrent measures, and trap-neuter-release (TNR) coordination for community cats and feral cats. Discussion included possible relocation through working cat programs, rescue placement options, and return-to-territory practices where appropriate.
Further discussion focused on liability concerns associated with the proposed temporary holding pod for dogs and other animals. Mrs. Bell stated that the proposal was intended to reduce liability exposure related to loose or dangerous animals by creating a documented process and temporary containment option. She explained that the pod would be self-contained, ventilated, insulated, washable, camera-equipped, and designed to meet applicable animal care standards. Discussion included who would have access to the pod, cleaning and sanitation procedures, drainage, ventilation, and the need for written protocols regarding animal care and handling.
Council Member Baker asked how long animals would remain in the pod, whether animals would be housed individually, and how the holding period would interact with existing legal requirements. Mrs. Bell explained that animals would be housed individually and that the goal would be short-term temporary placement while owners,

rescues, or shelters were contacted. She stated that the proposal contemplated a maximum local hold of approximately two days before transfer to a rescue organization, shelter, or other approved placement if necessary, while still complying with applicable legal hold requirements.
Council Member Ivie asked about the proposed temporary holding pod, operational procedures, and the practical impacts of implementing a local animal services program. Questions were raised by the Council concerning the length of time animals would remain in the proposed pod, whether dogs would be housed individually, sanitation procedures, and overall operational requirements. Lynn Bell explained that animals would be housed individually for safety reasons and that the pod was intended only for short-term temporary holding. She stated the proposal contemplated approximately a two-day local hold before transfer to a rescue organization, shelter, or other approved placement if necessary, while still allowing owners the legally required opportunity to reclaim animals.
Mrs. Bell further explained that the proposed pod would be modular, self-contained, ventilated, insulated, washable, and equipped with automatic watering and feeding systems as well as camera monitoring. She stated the facility would require daily checks in accordance with applicable law and was intended to minimize direct handling of animals while maintaining humane conditions and proper documentation. Additional discussion addressed state animal care requirements, sanitation procedures, drainage, bedding, climate considerations, and liability concerns associated with both loose animals and temporary animal housing.
Council Members discussed the City’s current involvement in animal-related calls, with staff clarifying that City employees are generally not directly involved and that all loose animal calls currently go through the Sheriff’s Department. It was acknowledged that response times can vary depending on the Sheriff’s Department workload and available resources. Mrs. Bell expressed concerns regarding ongoing loose dog complaints, repeat offenders, and the stress placed on residents attempting to manage loose animals while waiting for assistance. Discussion also addressed potential liability exposure for both residents and the City in situations involving uncontrolled animals.
Council discussion further emphasized the need for additional review and coordination with the Sheriff’s Department before any action would be considered. Council Member Nielsen stated there appeared to be positive elements within the proposal but emphasized that substantial discussion and evaluation would still be necessary. Sherriff Tucker noted that animal shelters throughout the area, including Roosevelt and county facilities, were frequently operating at or near capacity, and that long-term housing of animals often becomes a significant challenge.
Sheriff Tucker indicated that while aspects of the proposal could potentially benefit the community, concerns remained regarding capacity, staffing, costs, and long-term operational realities associated with housing animals. It was explained that existing facilities are already full and that animal control resources within the county are limited, currently consisting of one officer and one assistant serving the entire county.
Mayor Herron stated she would like to schedule a future work meeting dedicated specifically to the proposed animal control program so the proposal could be reviewed in greater detail with additional input from the Sheriff’s Department and others.
Discussion included availability of Council Members, the Sheriff Tucker, and other participants. A consensus was reached to hold a public animal control work meeting on Thursday, May 21, at 6:00 p.m. Council Members confirmed the meeting would remain

open to the public and encouraged interested residents to attend and participate in the discussion.

10. Rocky Point Carriage Agreement (15min) Minutes:
The Council discussed the proposed Rocky Point carriage agreement and reviewed how parcels were identified in the document. Mayor Herron explained that parcel numbers were used where available, and property owner names were also included for clarity. Concerns were raised about whether naming property owners directly in a legal agreement was appropriate, she noted the properties appeared to be clearly identified. There were some concerns regarding delivery of the City’s three second feet of water. Council member Herrera questioned whether the agreement adequately guaranteed that water would actually be delivered if the transfer proceeded. Concerns were expressed that portions of the water could remain undelivered if the system was unable to carry the full amount. It was emphasized that the agreement should include language requiring actual delivery of the water.
Council Member Hamilton questioned why there was low water flow issues in the pipeline north of the subdivision near Highway 87. Matt Betts explained that the pipeline is gravity-fed and dependent on river flow levels. It was stated that at times the pipe is not completely full because water cannot be diverted from the river in sufficient quantity to fill the line. He stated that the issue was not due to damage in the system, but rather the nature of the non-pressurized pipeline and river flow conditions.
Mayor Herron reported that in her conversations with state water officials indicating that because the system is non-pressurized and gravity-fed, meters are not legally required. However, legal counsel recommended installing meters so the City can accurately track water usage and determine how much water is being delivered and consumed.
Matt Betts stated increased turnouts over time may be affecting the Rocky Point system. It was noted that historically there were only two turnouts, but the number has increased to approximately five, creating additional concerns regarding flow capacity and distribution.
Mayor Herron explained that previous grant funding opportunities for water meter installation are nearing expiration and may no longer be available after June. If additional grant funding cannot be secured, the City may be responsible for the cost of installing multiple meters throughout the system.
Council Member Hamilton expressed concern about monitoring usage if the City approaches its full three second feet allocation. Without meters, Matt Betts stated there is currently no reliable way to determine actual water usage or whether the City is nearing its limit. Matt Betts noted that estimates suggest current usage remains below the City’s full allocation. He also stated that prior agreements dating back to approximately 2006 and revisions made around 2014 concerning the City’s water allocation and delivery system. Council members indicated that water usage concerns have changed significantly since those earlier agreements were executed and suggested additional review of those agreements may be necessary.
The Rocky Point carriage agreement, water usage, and the possible installation of water meters throughout the turnout system. Concerns were raised that the value of the City’s water rights may be significantly greater than the value being received through the carriage agreement. Council Member Ivie stated that the City may be “giving a lot of

value away” under the current arrangement.
Additional concerns were raised regarding the need for easements and access rights if meters are installed. Meter placement would require access to valves and infrastructure locations and that easements or right-of-way agreements may be necessary to maintain and access the equipment.
There was also a discussion regarding pipeline and turnout sizes and referenced several turnout locations with varying pipe diameters, including two-inch and six-inch lines, and discussed how meter size and installation requirements would differ depending on the infrastructure at each location. Staff explained that larger lines may require additional spacing and specialized meter installations.
Council Member Ivie asked whether existing easements currently exist along portions of Anna’s property and other areas where pipeline infrastructure is located. It was noted that some of the older pipeline may have originally been installed within historic ditch alignments, and questions remained regarding current legal access and right-of-way documentation.
Council members discussed whether the existing pipeline route through the old ditch alignment may qualify as a prescriptive easement due to the length of time the ditch and pipeline have existed. Participants noted that the ditch predates many of the surrounding homes and referenced water rights dating back to approximately 1905. It was suggested that if a prescriptive easement exists, the City or ditch company may be able to continue using the historical ditch alignment for access and maintenance purposes.
Further discussion emphasized the importance of securing formal easements for turnouts, meters, and maintenance access. Concerns were raised that without legally established easements, future landowners could potentially deny access to critical infrastructure, creating operational issues for the water system.
The Council continued discussing meter sizing and turnout infrastructure. Questions were raised regarding whether six-inch turnouts would require six-inch meters or whether the system could be stepped down to smaller meter sizes. Matt Betts explained that because the system is gravity-fed and non-pressurized, maintaining sufficient volume through the larger pipeline may still be necessary even if smaller service lines feed residential properties.
Additional clarification was requested regarding the obligations contained within the carriage agreement. Mayor Herron stated that previous versions of the agreement appeared to focus primarily on payment for carrying water rather than guaranteeing delivery. Matt Betts had concerns that the agreement should clearly require delivery of water whenever water is physically available within the system, while also recognizing limitations caused by river duty, seasonal flow, and conditions outside the ditch company’s control.
Matt Betts explained that Rocky Point’s ability to divert water changes throughout the irrigation season based on river allocations and duty schedules. Early-season allocations may provide only limited flow capacity, which can affect whether all turnouts receive a completely full pipeline. As seasonal duty increases, additional water can be diverted into the system, allowing the pipeline to fill more completely before later declining again toward the end of the season.
Council Member Hamilton asked whether the City’s full three-second feet allocation could always be guaranteed regardless of seasonal river conditions. Mr. Betts explained that while the allocation itself exists, actual delivery capacity depends on

available river duty, diversion limitations, and the physical ability to maintain sufficient water levels within the gravity-fed pipeline system.
Matt Betts clarified that while the ditch company could not guarantee full delivery under all river duty conditions, they were not refusing delivery of water. It was explained that under certain low-flow conditions the system may only effectively serve four of the five turnouts due to physical pipeline limitations and seasonal river allocations.
Council members then returned to the proposed carriage agreement and discussed whether additional legal review would be appropriate before approval. It was noted that the full agreement had intentionally not yet been publicly distributed because City officials wanted further discussion and clarification on several outstanding issues before making it final.
A motion to move forward with approval was discussed but ultimately tabled after concerns were raised that additional legal review was still necessary. Council members agreed to provide the agreement and supporting materials to legal counsel, including Chuck Richards, for further review and recommendations regarding easements, turnout obligations, delivery responsibilities, and operational limitations within the pipeline system.
The discussion concluded with Council Members agreeing that additional conversations with engineer Chuck Richins and legal counsel would be necessary before finalizing the agreement or making major modifications to the system.
Representatives also reiterated that the current turnout configuration and delivery capabilities are largely constrained by the original design and operational realities of the gravity-fed pipeline system.
11. Tentative Budget (10min) Minutes:
Mayor Herron presented the Tentative Budget for Fiscal Year 2027. Mayor Herron explained that the Council had previously reviewed the draft budget during an earlier meeting, but formal action was required to officially adopt the tentative budget so additional work and adjustments could continue prior to final adoption.
Councilmembers discussed the statutory timeline for completing the budget process and noted that the final budget must be adopted before the end of June. Mayor Herron proposed the following budget schedule and public hearing timeline:
*May 12 – Adoption of the Tentative Budget Fiscal year 2027.
*May 19 – Budget work meeting.
*May 26 – Regular City Council meeting for additional adjustments and discussion.
*June 9 – Public hearing on the Tentative Budget.
*June 23 – Adoption of the final budget FY 2027.
Council Members agreed the schedule was acceptable, and Mayor Herron indicated the timeline would be formally documented and adopted for the record.
A motion was made by Council Member Ivie and Second by Council Member Baker and to adopt the Tentative Budget FY 2027.
Council Member Hamilton - Aye Council Member Nielsen - Aye Council Member Herrera - Aye Council Member Ivie - Aye Council Member Baker - Aye
Motion carried by unanimous vote.

12. 15-Minute Open Session
Minutes:
During the open session portion of the meeting, Corporal Woodhouse of the Duchesne County Sheriff’s Office addressed the Council regarding potential use of the Mickelson Building as a dedicated law enforcement and guardian training facility.
Corporal Woodhouse introduced himself and outlined his background with the Sheriff’s Office, including experience in patrol operations, defensive tactics instruction, CERT operations, and training coordination. He explained that recent changes in Utah law have expanded the Sheriff’s Office responsibilities beyond traditional law enforcement training to also include training for school guardians, teachers, and school staff who may serve as first responders. Corporal Woodhouse explained that the Sheriff’s Office currently oversees school guardian training throughout Duchesne County, including Roosevelt area schools. Training programs require recurring instruction, evaluations, and annual state-mandated certification hours. Officials stated that if all guardian positions are filled, approximately 15–20 individuals may require ongoing training, including backup guardians for schools.
Detective Misty Duncan clarified that the proposed training center would initially serve only Duchesne County schools and guardian programs, not outside jurisdictions.
Mayor Herron noted that no formal vote could occur during the 15-minute open session portion of the meeting, but further discussion and review would be needed before any decision was made.
Council Member Ivie asked the Sheriff’s Office representatives what amount of space would be needed within the building. The Sheriff’s Office indicated they were primarily interested in the larger west-side wrestling and mat area because the equipment, mats, and training technology would be difficult to repeatedly set up and remove. Security concerns were also discussed, particularly the need to keep training equipment secure and maintain confidentiality regarding the identities of school guardians participating in the program.
Questions were raised regarding the anticipated timeline and frequency of building use. Sherriff Representatives explained that training occurs year-round, with recurring quarterly, semiannual, and annual certification requirements. Because of the volume of training and the need for consistent setup, the Sheriff’s Office indicated they would likely require access for the majority of the year.
Additional discussion addressed how use of the Mickelson Building could affect other community uses, including 4-H exhibits during fair week. Mayor Herron noted that the County had also expressed interest in utilizing the building for additional exhibit space for fair because current facilities are becoming overcrowded. Participants discussed the need to ensure any future agreements would account for fair week access and other public uses.
Council members also discussed ongoing maintenance and safety issues associated with the Mickelson Building. Council Member Ivie reported that several safety items had already been addressed, though additional repairs and improvements remained necessary. Outstanding concerns included HVAC upgrades, roof repairs, chained exit doors that must be brought into compliance for emergency egress, swamp cooler coverings, and holes or openings that still require repair work. Preliminary HVAC estimates were discussed in the approximate range of $25,000–$30,000, though final figures had not yet been received.
The discussion concluded with acknowledgment that additional conversations,

agreements, and logistical planning would be necessary before determining long-term use of the building.

13. Book Of Complaints, Concerns And Comments
Minutes:
There were no complaints, concerns & comments recorded in the book.

14. Mayor And Council Review Of Old Business Minutes:
Mayor Herron started the review of old business with the current city administration building and long-term use of the building for the Pope House and whether additional expansion or new construction should eventually be considered and that if the City continues to grow and the facility’s needs continue expanding, constructing an additional building in the future may ultimately become necessary rather than attempting to permanently adapt the current museum and event space for every purpose. It is currently housing the city maps including the cemetery maps and is serving as a quiet place for those that are planning funerals to look at a physical map of the cemetery and find a plot for their loved ones. The discussion of that side of the administration building continued with the fact that if used for the Pope House storage and cabinetry would be needed. Mayor Herron clarified that many existing cabinets had originally been designed for wall-mounted display systems and that the current room configuration lacks adequate wall space to properly install or utilize them. Council members discussed the possibility that new cabinetry or alternative storage solutions may eventually need to be constructed, though it was agreed that large-scale cabinetry expenditures would likely not be necessary.
The Council also reviewed possible plans for constructing an additional building or expansion area east of the existing City Building for the Pope house. Mayor Herron explained that Jared Togerson was hesitant to provide formal construction bids until architectural drawings and stamped plans were completed. It was reported that preliminary discussions had begun with a professional for drafting regarding preparation of conceptual plans and potential cost estimates.
Mayor Herron then stated the Pope House is currently using the Mickelson Building for museum displays, storage, cemetery maps, and future expansion options. Council members questioned how the building could best serve multiple community purposes, including museum functions, event use, 4-H exhibits, and potential training uses for the Sheriff’s Office, while balancing renovation costs, accessibility, safety requirements, and long-term planning considerations.
Council discussion led to possible use of the Mickelson Building for the museum displays, storage, cemetery maps, and future expansion options.
Council members discussed reusing cabinets that had previously been removed from the Welcome Center for displaying Pope House artifacts. It was noted, by Mayor Herron, that many artifacts are too large for the available cabinets and that only a limited number of items would fit appropriately. Additional cabinetry and display options were discussed, though concerns were raised about the high cost of custom cabinetry. The discussion concluded with acknowledgment that while additional cabinetry, display improvements, and map storage solutions may still be needed, the Council should continue evaluating costs, functionality, and long-term space needs

before committing to major construction or renovation projects.

15. Work Meeting: Discussion of City Projects, Budget and Operational Matters, Council Initiatives, and Other Items Properly Brought Before the Council
16. Closed Meeting: Closed meeting of the Duchesne City Council to discuss one or more closed meeting categories based on UCA 52-4-2-4: (1) character, professional competence, physical, mental health of an individual; (2) pending or reasonably imminent litigation; (3) purchase, exchange, or lease of real property; (4) sale of real property; (5) deployment of security personnel, devices or systems; (6) investigative proceedings regarding allegations of criminal misconduct.
Minutes:
MOTION by Council Member Ivie, seconded by Council Member Nielsen to recess the regular meeting and convene the closed meeting for pending litigation, strategy session regarding collective bargaining at 8:04 pm.
Council Member Hamilton – Aye Council Member Nielsen – Aye Council Member Herrera – Aye Council Member Ivie – Aye Council Member Baker – Aye Motion carried by unanimous vote. Closed Meeting began at 9:07 pm
Mayor Herron stated we are now in closed sessions, so we invite everyone to leave. Minutes were recorded as per Utah State Code § 52-4-204.
MOTION by Council Member Baker seconded by Council Member Nielsen to adjourn the closed meeting and reconvene the regular meeting at 9:25 pm.
Council Member Hamilton – Aye Council Member Nielsen – Aye Council Member Herrera – Aye Council Member Ivie – Aye Council Member Baker – Aye Motion carried by unanimous vote.

17. Consideration to Take Action Discussed Under Closed Meeting
18. Adjournment
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