DEEPHAVEN CITY COUNCIL MEETING

MONDAY, MAY 6, 2013

MINUTES

1. CALL MEETING TO ORDER:  Mayor Paul Skrede called the meeting to order at 7:15 p.m.

PRESENT:
Mayor Paul Skrede, Councilmembers Darel Gustafson, Keith Kask, Steve Erickson and Josh Hackney

STAFF:
Police Chief Cory Johnson, Zoning Coordinator Gus Karpas and City Administrator Dana Young

2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
The Council recited the Pledge of Allegiance.

3. APPROVE CONSENT AGENDA
Motion by Councilmember Kask to approve the Consent Agenda, consisting of the following items:

A. Approve April 15, 2013 & April 23, 2013 Minutes

B. Approve Verifieds

C. Approve SafeAssure Contract
D. Approve $1,200.00 Fireworks Donation to South Lake Excelsior Chamber of Commerce

E. Appoint Brandon Gustafson & Gen McJilton to Planning Commission

F. Adopt Resolution No. 15-13, Committing General Fund Balances

G. Approve March 2013 Treasurer’s Report

H. Approve 2014-2016 Fiscal Agent Bid with Excelsior Fire District

Seconded by Councilmember Hackney.  Motion carried 5-0.

4. MATTERS FROM THE FLOOR
There were no Matters from the Floor this evening.

5. PLANNING & ZONING REQUESTS
A.

Ordinance 13-62, Creating Section 1312 – Construction Regulations – Ordinance amendment realigning the existing construction regulations within the existing city codes, amending the existing grade ordinance and creating additional survey requirements.
Zoning Coordinator said the ordinance amendment contains three major changes.  The first is the expansion and clarification of survey requirements.  The ordinance would require a certified survey with the submittal of all building permits that alter an existing footprint and then clearly defines what must be included on each survey.  It also requires that an as-built survey be submitted once the foundation has been completed, which allows staff to verify that the location and top of block of the foundation is in compliance with the initial survey submitted as part of the building permit.  This survey must be completed before any additional inspections will be done on the project.

Once a project is completed, a contractor must supply the city with a final as-built survey which includes the footprint, the structural elevation and final grade of the property.  This assures the city that the project has been completed within the ordinance requirements.

The second change is to the current grade alteration requirement.  The current requirement permits a maximum grade increase of one foot, with any grade increase greater than one foot requiring a special use permit.  Staff feels this requirement is too restrictive and unreasonable for most construction projects.  Also, the threshold for the approval of a special use permit is easily met in most cases if the applicant can show there would be no physical or monetary impact on adjacent properties.  The proposed ordinance would permit a maximum grade alteration of up to three feet with City Engineer and Zoning Coordinator approval.  Any increase above three feet would require a variance and the demonstration of a practical difficulty.  The proposed three foot alteration is reasonable in situations where a structure complies with the minimum required setbacks.  In instances where setback variances are required, elevation alterations can always be discussed.

The last change is the relocation of the existing Construct Management provision into this section.  Staff would like to locate all construction related ordinances into one area for easy reference.

Zoning Coordinator Karpas stated that other changes are mostly administrative and include standard language about permit requirements, how to apply for a permit, the fine for starting work without a permit and the expectation on the completion of the roof and exterior once a permit is issued.  

Councilmember Gustafson questioned the purpose of the change in the grade ordinance and asked how the formula would be applied, whether each individual pile of dirt would be measured or would there be an average calculated across the whole lot.

Councilmember Kask discussed the additional survey requirements and the concern he has about adding unnecessary expense to smaller projects.  Zoning Coordinator Karpas said the city currently requires surveys for any projects that alter the existing footprint of a structure, including the construction of a deck.  The proposal would require a survey once the foundation is completed to verify it has been place as it was represented at the time of application.  Councilmember Erickson noted the survey is intended to catch perceived issues, but questioned if there is even a problem.  If there isn’t, he doesn’t see a need to fix an imaginary problem with legislation.  He has no problem with the initial certified survey, but doesn’t see the need to resurvey the foundation or the height.  Mayor Skrede said he could think of three instances where the actual elevations of new construction were difficult to determine and a required height survey would have been helpful.

The Council discussed changes to Section 1312.01 removing the requirement for a building permit in order to occupy or maintaining a building.

Mayor Skrede discussed the potential “threat” of withholding a Certificate of Occupancy in Section 1312.03(c) and whether that was legal and felt the term “temporary” was vague in its use in connection with temporary Certificate of Occupancy in Section 1312.03(d).

Councilmember Gustafson questioned some of the requirements included in Section 1312.05 on Construction Site Management. He said the requirement for dumpsters may not be appropriate for homeowners doing their own projects.  Zoning Coordinator Karpas said he can waive provisions in the ordinance and said that may need to be included in the text.  He said it would be nice to think that common sense would govern in the application of the construction management portion of the ordinance and also the survey requirements.

The Council discussed adding the term “temporary” to the property fencing requirement to clarify it could be removed once the project is completed.

Councilmember Hackney asked about holding a property owner responsible for potential grading work after their project is completed.  Zoning Coordinator Karpas said there can be unforeseen issues that have an impact on adjacent properties due to the construction.  The city has to have an ordinance in place to address those instances.

Councilmember Kask said it is very difficult to craft new ordinances but he would feel more comfortable if certain requirements in the proposed ordinance were based on the scope of the specific project.

The Council directed staff to make the changes discussed by the Council and bring the ordinance back for further review.

6. UNFINISHED BUSINESS
A.
Discuss Permitting Chickens in Deephaven
Administrator Young stated that Jillian McGary, 18870 Lake Avenue, was present at the April 15, 2013 Council meeting under Matters from the Floor to request that the City Council consider amending current City ordinances to allow chickens in the City.  He stated that the Council deferred further discussion on this issue until May 6, 2013.

Mayor Skrede noted for the record that an email has been received from Jo Ellen Hemink, 19085 Ramsey Road, in support of allowing chickens in Deephaven.

Mayor Skrede stated that he followed up on several of the City of Orono’s provisions regarding the keeping of chickens to provide clarification on several issues that were raised at the last meeting.  He stated that Orono only allows chickens on lots in excess of 2 acres with 25 chickens permitted per acre.  He stated that the number of acres is determined by the total lot size minus the size of the house.  He stated that Orono Mayor Lili McMillan informed him that there wasn’t a record of anyone having chickens in her community and that while there has been some interest in keeping chickens on smaller lots, it hasn’t been addressed by the Orono City Council.  He added that he has also heard of another city allowing chickens but only as long as they are approved by the neighbors.

Councilmember Kask stated that the Council has the option to either table discussion on this issue indefinitely or work on amending our current ordinance.  He stated that when he first moved to Deephaven, what attracted him to the city was the fact that farm animals weren’t permitted. 
Councilmember Hackney stated that he has been back and forth on this issue.  He stated that what he’s read about chickens has led him to believe that chickens wouldn’t be that big an issue.  He stated that for him this is a property rights issue with the caveat that he knows of someone who once had chickens and chose to get rid of them.  He stated that he is also concerned about the certain cases that have been linked to salmonella.  He stated that he doesn’t see a strongly compelling reason to approve having chickens in the city.  He stated that he is more in favor of not supporting chickens until there is a stronger determination on the health implications.

Councilmember Erickson stated that his thoughts are similar to those of Councilmember Hackney.  He stated that he would support tabling the issue until he could see stronger support for the issue.  He stated that he only knows of a couple of people who support having chickens in the city.  He stated that he is not necessarily opposing this request but would like to hear from more people on the issue.

Councilmember Gustafson stated that he is a property rights advocate and noted that salmonella is caused by not washing your hands and the other article presented in the Council packet is simply a scare tactic.  He stated that the Police should be able to deal with the poor treatment of chickens, if that should occur.  He stated that neighbors share vegetables from gardens all the time and there would be little difference in sharing eggs.  He stated that he would support drafting an ordinance with the proper controls.  He stated that while he doesn’t consider this issue a high priority, he is more favorable to the proposal than what he has heard around the table.
Mayor Skrede stated that he is closer to Councilmember Kask’s position than to Councilmember Gustafson’s.  He stated that he would be concerned about the number of wild animals in town causing disturbances due to the presence of chickens.  He stated that he views this issue as similar to a recreational fire in that the smoke is not a nuisance until the smoke drifts over the property line.  He also noted that our City doesn’t have a health inspector to monitor the situation.  He stated that he has given some thought to what a potential ordinance would look like and would be reluctant to pass an ordinance with only six or so people supporting this issue.  He stated that he would be willing to table this issue until we can come up with something more compelling to discuss.  He stated that any potential ordinance should be considered only if a large number of people would support it, there would be sufficient lot size to support chickens, and if neighbors were protected by being allowed to approve having chickens next door.  He stated that the Council reserves the right to bring this issue back for further discussion but for now it is tabled for discussion until a later date.
B.
Approve Xcel Agreement on Chowen’s Corner Lighting

Administrator Young stated that on October 1, 2012, the City Council approved the installation of no more the 19 – 100W HPS Traditional Light Fixtures by Xcel Energy in the amount of $17,454.00.  Due to the lateness of the year, Xcel was unable to schedule a work crew to begin the work until this spring.  He stated that the project consists of the following:

1. Installation of 19-100W High Pressure Sodium lamps with traditional fixtures on 18’ direct buried fiberglass poles.

2. Installation by plow & direct bore approximately 1,725’ of  wire in 1 1/2“ conduit

He stated that the public works crew will provide site restoration and remove the 19 existing street lights.  He added that the public works crew will store several of the poles that are in better condition in case parts or a new pole is needed in the Chowen’s Corner parking lot and the remainder will be scrapped.

Councilmember Kask suggested looking at some of the trees to see if they need to be trimmed around some of the light fixtures.
Mayor Skrede stated that it appears that the trees will eventually outgrow the poles and noted that he and Councilmember Hackney will mark the proposed location for the poles prior to the project.

Motion by Councilmember Kask to approve the Construction Agreement for Street Lighting Facilities with Xcel Energy subject to staff determining the location of the street light poles.  Seconded by Councilmember Hackney .  Motion carried 5-0.
C.
Discuss Driveway Entrance & Storm Water Improvements at 20575 Summerville Road
Mayor Skrede summarized the issue at 20575 Summerville Road where the placement of a culvert has negatively impacted the drainage to a city culvert due to the requirement by the city that the lot have its driveway access off of Summerville Road instead of Harper Road in the name of public safety.  This decision was made without consulting the Excelsior Fire District who recently said the location of the driveway has no impact on how they would address a fire emergency on the property since their staging area would be either off of Summerville or Harper Road.  The property owner has approached the city and asked that the condition placed in Resolution 35-10, approving the subdivision creating his lot, requiring the primary driveway access off of Summerville Road be removed.  Skrede said this will give the city an opportunity to improve the existing drainage ditch and use a previously unknown storm water pipe system to help carry stormwater to the lake.

Councilmember Gustafson agrees it makes sense to move the driveway off Summerville Road.

Councilmember Kask said a representation was made that the pond would be able to handle the runoff on the property and he’s not sure exactly why the driveway was required to be placed on Summerville Road, but he can support repealing the requirement.  Mayor Skrede said the placement of the culvert was altered in a manner were the pond was handling street runoff which it was not designed to do.

Councilmembers Hackney and Erickson were supportive of removing the conditions.

Zoning Coordinator Karpas stated that staff is recommending the Council remove condition number 4 requiring primary street access for 20575 Summerville Road to be from Summerville Road.  He stated that this can be done by motion from the Council to amend Resolution 35-10 without that condition.

Hackney moved the council amend Resolution 35-10 by repealing condition number 4 requiring that the primary driveway access for 20575 Summerville Road be obtained from Summerville Road. Second by Kask.  Motion carried 5-0.

D.
Discuss Minnetonka Aquatics Request for AED Unit

Administrator Young stated that on March 18, 2013, the City Council approved the 2013 Lifeguard Contract with Minnetonka Aquatics and, at that same meeting, the Council discussed Minnetonka Aquatics request for the City to provide backboards and an AED unit to enhance safety at the beaches.  He stated that the Council deferred discussion on this issue until Police Chief Johnson had the opportunity to weigh in on the request.

Administrator Young stated that, according to the 2013 Lifeguard Contract, backboards are specifically listed under safety equipment and are the responsibility of the Contractor to provide and not the City.
He stated that due to the relatively low number of swimmers at Sandy Beach and Robinson’s Bay Beach, Minnetonka Aquatics is only requesting that the City consider the purchase of one AED Unit for Deephaven Beach.  He stated that one AED Unit costs approximately $1,250 - $1,400 and, according to Aquatics Director Ben Bartell, his lifeguards are all trained in their use.  
Police Chief Johnson stated that while he is fully aware of how critical it is to use an AED as soon as possible after a cardiac arrest, he noted several concerns with the City providing the lifeguards with an AED unit:

1. The current storage box at the beach is inadequate to store an AED unit, which is an electronic devise that is very susceptible to heat, humidity and cool temperatures.  

2. It would also be difficult to expect lifeguards to take the AED unit home with them every night since shifts and personnel change daily.  It would also be problematic for the police to drop off the AED unit every morning and pick it up every evening in a timely manner.  This also does not address the problem of excessive heat and humidity when storing the AED in the storage box during the daytime hours.  

3. The cost of providing ongoing maintenance for an AED unit is quite high.  Pads cost $50 apiece and batteries, which typically last 2-3 years, cost $300 apiece.

4. Although the lifeguards are trained in the use of an AED, the Chief is concerned about how extensive is that training and how experienced would the lifeguards be in the use of an AED in an emergency situation.  The Chief further noted that the lifeguards are First Responders, while the Police are certified EMT’s and can be at the scene in three minutes.  This apparent delay also could be somewhat irrelevant since an AED unit can’t be operated if the patient is still wet.

Chief Johnson stated that while he is trying to weigh the good elements of this proposal with the bad, he stated that he continues to be concerned with the proposed storage of the AED unit, lifeguard training standards, and city liability if something should go wrong.

Mayor Skrede stated that he would prefer to keep the lifesaving capabilities with the Police Department and noted his concern regarding the lack of adequate storage.  He stated that he wouldn’t want to put a 16 year old lifeguard through such a potentially life altering situation.

Councilmember Erickson said he agreed and noted that a critical component is that the police are certified EMT’s, will likely arrive on the scene within five minutes, and that a potential patient has to be dry before being administered an AED.

Councilmember Hackney noted that it doesn’t have to be someone swimming who goes into cardiac arrest.

Police Chief Johnson stated that the lifeguard’s job is to dial 911 and safeguard the beach and water.  

E.
Soil Contamination Issue

Administrator Young stated that the presence of PCP’s and Diesel Range Organics in two of the six soil borings conducted at the Chowen’s Corner parking lot by Verizon Wireless was reported to the State Duty Officer on April 24th.  He stated that the MN Pollution Control Agency (MPCA) responded to the notification by assigning a leak number to the site (#19086), conducted a brief initial investigation of the contaminated soil findings with Trileaf, the environmental consulting firm hired by Verizon Wireless to conduct a Phase II report on the parking lot site, and conducted an investigation on whether any tanks may have been located on the site.  The results of their preliminary investigation have shown that there once was a gas station located on the SW corner of the parking lot and they believe that this might have been the possible source of the soil contamination shown in the two soil borings.

He stated that there are two issues to consider in regards to the contaminated soil issue.  First and foremost, the City of Deephaven is not considered the Responsible Person for the contaminated soil.  A Responsible Person is the owner or operator of the tank at any time during or after the release.

Second, the MN Pollution Control Agency would like to know if the City would be interested in undertaking a voluntary role in remediating the site.  Volunteers do not qualify as a Responsible Person, but are individuals or entities that hold legal or equitable title to the property where a petroleum tank leak occurred.  As a volunteer, the City could obtain financial assistance from the Petrofund up to 90% of “reasonable and necessary” costs that are incurred in responding to a petroleum tank leak.  Volunteer applicants need to be actively involved to ensure that investigative and clean-up work is conducted competently and cost-effectively.  Applicants are also expected to:

· Obtain a proposal (and competitive bids when required by the rules) for all work performed.

· Ensure that all consultants and contractors are registered with the Petrofund.  Two bids are required when hiring a consultant.

· Complete the Petrofund application and review all costs for accuracy.

· Pay unpaid consultant or contractor bills within 30 days of receiving reimbursement

He stated that volunteering to investigate and clean-up the site can be a popular option for property owners who have an interest in selling their property and taking a much more proactive role in ensuring the clean-up is done quickly and efficiently.

If the City decides not to volunteer in remediating the site, the investigation and clean-up of the site falls back to the State Fund Finance Process.  The MPCA investigates to determine the Responsible Person by reviewing historical records to find out who once owned and operated the tanks on the site.  If they’re unable to find the Responsible Person or if the Responsible Person is no longer alive, the MPCA goes through a fund finance obligation to establish funding for the cleanup.  The priority for funding is typically based on the urgency to remediate the site.  According to Stephen Frye, Project Manager of this site, there is no cost to the City in choosing this option.  The MPCA only requests access to the site for field work.  If the State takes over the management of this site, it can typically be a longer process to clean up the site than the volunteer option.

Councilmember Erickson stated that he is located closer to this site than anyone on the Council and didn’t have any issue with his well water during the cleanup of the leak at Tony’s Mobile several years ago.  He stated that he can’t see this as a big event.

Mayor Skrede stated that the City should let the State of Minnesota take care of the leak.  

Councilmember Hackney stated that there is unlikely to be any down side to the water quality and the City is currently dealing with the construction of a new bridge, and felt that the City should let the State take care of the cleanup of the site. 
F.
Request to Participate in Cost of New Fence at Robinson’s Bay Beach

Administrator Young stated that Doug Cooley (3342 Robinson’s Bay Road) met with the Public Works Committee on May 1, 2013 to request a cost share arrangement with the City to replace the existing fence between Mr. Cooley’s property and Robinson’s Bay Beach.  The existing fence is approximately 6 ½’ in height, has been in a state of disrepair for years, and it is currently unknown whether the fence was constructed by the City or the adjoining property owner.  

He stated that Mr. Cooley would like to replace the existing fence with a cedar style privacy fence and place it in roughly the same location as the existing fence, which is on or near the joint property line.  He stated that Mr. Cooley obtained an estimate of $11,035 to construct a new fence and another $1,620 for removal of the old fence.  He stated that the estimate includes the additional extension of the fence further to east, replacing some of the split rail fence.
Discussion was held regarding the number of trees surrounding the fence and the required two foot clearance to construct a new fence.  Administrator Young stated that the Public Works Department has agreed to remove a number of Buckthorn trees that are located on city property next to the fence. 

Administrator Young stated that the first step in this discussion is to determine whether the City Council would be agreeable to a 50% cost share arrangement with the Cooley’s on the construction of a new fence.  Other issues that need to be resolved include:

· Determine the proposed location of the new fence.

· Inventory & remove trees within two feet of the proposed fence.

· Establish a maintenance agreement with the Cooley’s to clarify future fence improvement responsibilities.

Councilmember Erickson noted that the Cooley’s house is located very close to the property line.
Mayor Skrede stated that he has been informed by Zoning Coordinator Gus Karpas that the replacement of the fence would be a repair and replace, with the fence no higher than six feet.  He stated fence in excess of six feet would require a variance.
Councilmember Erickson noted that there are a lot of mature trees surrounding the fence.   He stated that it would be his preference to move the fence to accommodate the trees.  He stated that the trees are a real asset to the beach area.  He added that he would have no interest in cost sharing on any further  extension of the fence to replace the split rail fence.

Mayor Skrede agreed that he would have no interest in cost sharing on an additional extension.  He stated that the City could also look at restriping the parking lot to accommodate the homeowner.
Councilmember Hackney stated that he doesn’t see why we should participate in this project.  He stated that maybe to protect the trees but otherwise he can’t see why this benefits the city.

Mayor Skrede stated that he’s not sure he would participate either if we knew the fence wasn’t ours.

The Council discussed the overall scope of the project and recommended the following course of action:

1. The Council would be agreeable to varying the location of the new fence to save the trees.

2. Keep the fence on the property line as much as possible.

3. The Cooley’s should be the owner of the fence after it has been installed.

4. The City will participate in the cost only to the length of the existing fence.

Mayor Skrede requested that Doug Cooley be invited to the next meeting on May 20th to work out the additional details regarding this proposal.

G.
Application for Bridge Funds
Motion by Councilmember Kask to approve the Application for Bridge Funds to the Minnesota Department of Transportation.  Seconded by Councilmember Erickson.  Motion carried 5-0.
7. NEW BUSINESS
A.
Approve Offering of Supplemental Insurance Coverage
Administrator Young stated that the City has been approached a number of times by insurance carriers that are interested in providing supplemental insurance to our employees.  In prior years, there had never been much interest in obtaining supplemental insurance as evidenced by the fact that there has never been enough interest on the part of the employees to meet the minimum required number of employees (typically 3 or 4 employees) to qualify for a group plan.  

He stated that there now appears to be a growing number of employees interested in this benefit, which may quickly dissipate when they are presented with the actual costs of the supplement policies.  Most importantly, it is clearly understood by the employees that coverage in any supplemental insurance policy would be entirely at their own cost.  The only involvement on behalf of the City would be to offer payroll deduction.

He stated that if the City Council were to approve the provision of supplemental insurance coverage for the employees, Aflac is the company selected to meet individually with each employee on their own time.  The policies offered by Aflac would include:

· Short-term disability

· Accident

· Critical care & recovery

· Cancer

· Hospital stay

He stated that with the exception of short-term disability, all of these policies qualify as a pre-tax benefit.  The benefits to the City from offering supplemental insurance coverage include:

1. There is no cost to the City as premiums are 100% employee-paid.

2. It would offer potential tax savings through lower FICA taxes.

3. It would complement our existing benefits, including major medical insurance.

4. It is easy to administer.

Motion by Councilmember Kask to approve the provision of Supplemental Insurance Coverage through Aflac at the City employee’s cost.  Seconded by Councilmember Hackney.  Motion carried 5-0.
B.
Review Draft 2014 LMCD Budget
Administrator Young stated that the LMCD has submitted an early draft of the 2014 LMCD Budget for our review.  He stated the budget includes two options:

· Option #1 is a budget similar to the activities and projects in the adopted 2013 Budget and proposes a 3% levy increase.  

· Option #2 includes increased funding for whole bay or large scale herbicide treatments and proposes a 16.6% levy increase.

He stated that Executive Director Greg Nybeck has offered to attend a City Council meeting to discuss the draft 2014 LMCD Budget and a meeting has been scheduled at the LMCD office on Thursday, June 6th at 11:00 a.m. to review and discuss city input on the budget.

Councilmember Kask stated that he could support either option.  He stated that Option #1 would result in a $1,075 increase in city funding and Option #2 would result in a $4,082 increase in city funding to the LMCD.  He stated that while the City would also benefit from the whole bay treatment program, he was doubtful if many of the other cities would accept Option #2 and the whole bay treatment program.  He stated that he would hate to impose increased costs on other cites and stated that we could support either proposal.

Mayor Skrede noted that with the advent of the whole bay treatment program, other cities would benefit by additional harvesting.

Councilmember Erickson stated that he agrees with Councilmember Kask’s thoughts on the matter, particularly if we benefit from the whole bay treatment program.  He added that whichever way the LMCD goes on this, the Council has shown that we are going to continue to support the whole bay treatment programs at Carson’s Bay and St. Louis Bay.

C.
Other
Councilmember Gustafson asked if the Council could provide some direction on the proposed massing ordinance currently under consideration by the Planning Commission.  He stated that he would like the Council to prioritize discussion on this ordinance and help determine what issues the Commission should be considering.
Further discussion was held on the height of the structure vs. the overall width of the lot, which was seen as the primary issue for the Planning Commission to consider in drafting the proposed ordinance. 

8. DEPARTMENT REPORTS
A. Police Department
Police Chief Johnson advised residents to lock their vehicles and take their valuables from the car to prevent theft.
B. Excelsior Fire District
Fire Board Liaison Josh Hackney provided a brief review of the Fire District Board Budget Work Session meeting on March 17th, including:
· A proposed 2% budget increase in the 2014 EFD Budget
· Tentative consensus that some of the 2% budget increase should be paid from EFD Operating Fund reserves.
· Discussion was held on evaluating the Fire Chief’s salary and Fire Inspector’s salary with other comparably sized departments
·  Discussion was held on the possibility of instituting duty crews
C. Public Works
Administrator Young provided an update on recent and upcoming public work activities.

D. Administration
Administrator Young provided a brief summary on the following items:

· Summer Hours  
· Part-Time Summer Help       

· City Cleanup Day 
· Arbor Day Cancellation
· State Audit Report Submitted    

· Street Sweeping Rescheduled
· Public Works Staff Shorthanded

9. ADJOURNMENT
Motion to adjourn by Councilmember Hackney, seconded by Councilmember Gustafson.  Motion carried 5-0.  The meeting adjourned at 10:35 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Dana H. Young

City Administrator
