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VILLAGE OF DOWNERS GROVE 
PLAN COMMISSION MEETING 

PUBLIC HEARING 
 

FEBRUARY 3, 2014, 7:00 P.M. 
 
 
Chairwoman Urban called the February 3, 2014 meeting of the Plan Commission to order at 
7:00 p.m. and led the Plan Commissioners and the public in the recital of the Pledge of Allegiance.   
 
ROLL CALL:  
 
PRESENT: Chairwoman Urban, Mr. Beggs, Mr. Cozzo, Mrs. Lupescu (ex-officio), 

Mr. Matejczyk, Mr. Quirk, Ms. Rabatah, Mr. Rickard, Mr. Waechtler 
 
ABSENT:   Mr. Webster; ex-officios Mr. Menninga and Ms. Souter 
 
STAFF  PRESENT:  Senior Planner Stan Popovich and Planner Kelley Chrisse 
 
VISITORS: Ken Rathje, Rathje Planning Services; Dean Pozarzycki, Architect; Michael Gatto, 

RMG Realty Group; Bob Gundmunson, RWG Engineering, LLC - 975 E. 22nd 
Street, Wheaton, IL; Henry Schmidt, Moldtronics; Christina Benson - 841 Rogers 
Downers Grove; Bill Kay - 2100 Ogden Avenue, Downers Grove 

 
Chairwoman Urban provided a brief review of the meeting’s protocol.  Mr. Beggs wanted to 
confirm that the petitions being reviewed tonight are subject to the current zoning ordinance even 
though recommended revisions to the zoning ordinance have been sent to the Village Council.  Mr. 
Popovich confirmed that transitional provisions are included in the proposed zoning ordinance and 
it is anticipated that the revisions to the zoning ordinance would be adopted and possibly effective 
around mid-April.  Any cases approved under the current zoning ordinance would receive permits 
for same, even if the new zoning ordinance is in effect at the time a building permit is issued.   
 
Chairwoman Urban swore in those individuals who would be speaking on the following two 
petitions: 
 
FILE PC 50-13:  A petition seeking approval of a Special Use to construct a multiple-family 
residential structure at 715-719 Rogers Street.  Property is zoned DT Downtown Transition District;  
Property located on the southeast corner of Rogers Street and Prospect Ave., commonly known as 
715-719 Rogers Street, Downers Grove, IL; RMG Realty Group, LLC, petitioner; 1501 Ogden 
Associates, LLC, Owner. 
 
Planner Kelley Chrisse summarized the request before the commissioners, noting the Village 
Council in May 2008 made various approvals to allow the construction of a 16 townhomes on the 
site.  The site was rezoned from M-1 to Downtown Transition as part of the approval and it received 
special use, planned development and final plat of subdivision.  Since that time, however, the 
approvals lapsed and staff was asking that those prior approvals be rescinded.   
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The site location and surrounding area were pointed out, along with the current one-story industrial 
building which would be razed in order to construct a 48-unit upscale apartment building with roof 
garden.   The property, containing two lots, would have to be administratively consolidated should 
approval be granted.  Four floors of dwelling units (1 and 2-bedroom units) are planned to be 
constructed above a two-story, open-air parking structure.  A list of amenities followed.   
 
Due to the west-to-east grade differential of 6 feet and the north-to-south grade differential of 13 
feet, it allowed for the construction of the parking structure where the lower level will be accessible 
from Prospect Avenue for residents only through a gated entry.  Forty-eight (48) assigned spaces 
will exist with two spaces being handicap accessible.  Grade level parking will be at Rogers Street, 
where guests can access the garage.  On this level there will be 50 parking spaces -- two being 
handicap accessible.  A four-foot knee wall will surround this level and will also be open.   
Pedestrian access to the building was explained.   
 
Building elevations, architecture, and materials were reviewed, with Ms. Chrisse mentioning that 
two facade options were being proposed by the petitioner:  1) a terracotta cladding system; and 2) a 
utility brick embedded in pre-cast concrete panels.  Color will be medium brown with charcoal 
colored sunshades, balustrades and metal fascia.  Perspectives of the two facades followed.  A 
review of the building’s landscaping briefly followed and, per Ms. Chrisse, the village forester 
reviewed the landscape plans with a concern about the continued maintenance of the interior beds, 
which staff has incorporated into a condition.  However, an irrigation system has been proposed 
where recycled rain will water the roof garden and the interior beds.   
 
Public improvements were discussed with staff noting that the current sidewalk stub that exists does 
not align with the sidewalk on the other side of Rogers Street and staff is requesting that they align.  
Both parkways will be restored with parkway trees, as determined by the village forester.  
Ms. Chrisse stated that because the stormwater currently flowed into a culvert on Prospect Avenue 
and because the net increase of new impervious was only 1,000 sq. feet, it did not require detention 
or volume control best management practices.  However, the petitioner was proposing to install a 
containment structure to be located at the southwest corner of the site to improve water quality for 
site discharge and to receive run-off from the roof and grade level parking prior to entering the 
storm sewer system.  The roof garden will also reduce run-off. 
 
Per Ms. Chrisse, the Fire Prevention division chief had indicated to staff that access will be from 
Rogers Street and Prospect Avenue, where entry into the site is not required.  A dry pipe fire 
suppression system is being proposed for the parking levels along with a traditional wet pipe system 
for the residential floors.  All floors will have a fire alarm system.   
 
Setbacks and bulk regulations were reviewed by Ms. Chrisse who indicated she inadvertently 
omitted the five-feet side yard setbacks in her report but confirmed the proposal does meet the 
requirements.  While no open space was required for the Downtown Transition area, she stated the 
petitioner was increasing the amount of green space from what currently exists.    
 
Lastly, the Standards for Approval for a special use have all been met and staff recommended that 
the Plan Commission make a positive recommendation to the Village Council subject to staff’s 
conditions in its report.   
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A number of questions arose regarding the length of the leases, the type of security for the building, 
the maintenance of the garbage chute (odor control); recycling; snow removal maintenance; 
whether an on-site manager will exist and what is meant by “temporary parking” for the drop-off 
zone on Prospect Avenue.  After staff’s explanation of the temporary parking, it was suggested that 
it have clearer language to which staff was open to commissioner revisions.  Asked why there was a 
special use, staff clarified that the special use request was due to the proposal being in the 
Downtown Transition area and a multiple family structure required a special use.  Details followed 
as well as what was approved back in 2008, i.e., 16 townhomes.  Mr. Quirk expressed concern 
about the density being proposed now.   
 
Petitioner, Mr. Ken Rathje with Rathje Planning Services, Downers Grove briefly introduced his 
team and walked through the steps of how he and his client decided upon the site.  Details followed 
how the building was determined to fit into the site, specifically, working with the site’s grade.  
Access and security were reviewed again briefly.   Common mechanical equipment would be on the 
roof clustered near the middle north end of the building and be screened from the ground while at 
the south end of the roof would be the garden area that would use recycled water and for other 
landscaped areas.  Further landscaping details followed with Mr. Rathje explaining that the village 
forester has indicated that the petitioner pay $500 per tree and the forester would select the 
appropriate trees and plant them.  The one existing tree on Rogers Street will be protected while 
another existing tree, located near the driveway, may be of concern due to construction damage, 
and, if damaged, per the staff report, the petitioner would have to work under the village’s 
assessment formula and compensate for the existing tree.  Again, Mr. Rathje addressed stormwater 
issues, public improvements, and properly aligning the sidewalks. 
 
A more thorough review of the upscale amenities followed, as well as building material 
(concrete/steel), and the fact that once the soil bearing capacity will be determined once the existing 
building was razed, then the appropriate building material would be decided.  Security would 
consist of a key-FOB system and a 24-hour camera system; trash odor would be handled depending 
on the frequency of the garbage removal; there would be no recycling facility; a nearby manager 
would be available 24 hours for emergencies; leases would typically be for one year; the temporary 
drop off area was envisioned to be no more than a 15 minute limit; the special use would exist for 
the life of the property and the zoning ordinance did not distinguish between rental or for-sale 
properties.  Any conversion to condominiums would be done through the state’s Condominium Act.  
The type of roof vegetation that was considered was explained and clarified further. 
 
Lastly, Mr. Rathje addressed the standards for special use which he believed were consistent and in 
compliance with the village’s Comprehensive Land Use Plan.  He emphasized that the proposal 
took advantage of the pedestrian-environment in the downtown area, it was a commuter-oriented 
and transit-oriented proposal, as the proposed building would be 1,300 feet walking distance to the 
downtown trains station.  The standards for a special use were reviewed in detail by Mr. Rathje. 
 
Per commissioner questions, Mr. Rathje explained that the building would be leased typically for 
one year which was the standard model; the 24 hour hot line would be managed by a local rep 
(probably one of the owners) who would be responsible to organize and hire the various trades 
necessary, such as snow plowing.  Because the temporary parking was located on village right-of- 
way, it would be subject to village standards.  Mr. Rathje explained the soil bearing process and the 
trash chute eliminating process.  Mr. Waechtler suggested having a person on the premises, 
especially for late night security.    
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Mr. Michael Gatto, with RMG Realty Group, discussed his own background with housing and 
security issues in the downtown Chicago area as compared to what would be needed for this 
development; the fact that he has a property management service which is family operated and in 
the vicinity.  Because he believed the building was small enough, having an on-site 24-hour security 
person was not necessary.  However, he did envision having a person on-site for the lease out 
process for the first two years.   
 
Commissioner concern was raised regarding the six-story height of the building versus the 
surrounding two-story structures in the area and the fact that Stations Crossing, located at Main and 
Rogers Streets, was the same cross-section as what was being proposed, to which Mr. Rathje 
explained that proposed building was consistent with many of the other multi-family buildings in 
and around the downtown area and the height was established by right and any other use could 
come in and build without a special use.  Additionally, the density of the downtown had increased 
over the years.   
 
Asked what a containment tank was, Mr. Bob Gundmunson, with RWG Engineering, explained it 
was best described as an “oil/sediment separator” to improve the effluent leaving the site.  A 
description of the tank facility followed.   
 
Mr. Dean Pozarzycki, 4728 Main Street, Downers Grove, architect for the proposal, discussed the 
photometric lighting system will be all LED.  Details followed.  As to the lighting overspill on the 
upper parking level, the fixtures will be “dark sky” quality with lumens directed appropriately.  
During the construction drawing phase is when a foot candle analysis (based on the LEDs), will be 
done.   Lighting compliance will meet the village’s ordinance regulations as it relates to lighting 
overspill.  Details followed regarding the types of fixtures that will be used to control spillage.  
 
Per Mr. Rathje, signage will comply with the village’s ordinance.  There will be no separate tenant 
storage space in the garage or building.  Visitors and residents will have access to the upper parking 
level and parking at the lobby level will be controlled with a key-FOB system.  Lastly, Mr. Rathje 
indicated that a traffic impact study was not done due to the size of the project.  The prior 16-unit 
townhouse project, however, he surmised would have had 8 to 10 trips in per day, per unit, for an 
estimated 128 trips in per day.  Not knowing the characteristics of the occupants of the proposed 
building, but estimating that one-third to one-half would be rail commuters, he estimated it would 
drop the trips by half or more.  His estimates followed.  He agreed that the character of building 
would also change over time, along with its tenants, i.e., some people may take the train over time 
or change jobs, but the goal was to keep them there.  To have a reasonable number of parking 
spaces was a luxury tenants would pay for and Mr. Rathje, citing parking numbers he reviewed 
from a traffic manual, estimated there would be an over-supply of parking spaces.   As to how the 
amount of parking for this development compared with the project approved previously, Mr. Rathje 
explained that the townhome proposal would have had two spaces per unit or 32 parking spaces and 
few guest parking spaces as compared to five or six times that amount for this development.   
 
Asked what would prevent commuters from parking in the open parking lot, Mr. Rathje indicated 
that such vehicles would be towed and impounded if it were to become an issue; no different than 
the surface level parking lots.  The owner would have to hire a towing company.  Lastly, 
Chairwoman Urban inquired how the petitioner decided upon the “post World War II Modern” 
architectural style and what other options were considered. 
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Architect, Mr.  Dean Pozarzycki returned to the podium and explained he looked overseas for styles 
of architecture, and while it was aesthetically artificial, he wanted to stay true to the current form 
and time period.  He wanted to represent the neighborhood relative to the outside materials.  
Chairwoman Urban indicated she had difficulty understanding how the architecture was a transition 
and felt it was more institutional looking and she questioned if it fit into the neighborhood, i.e., the 
color was monotone through all four sides that are 60 feet tall and stretch a full block; the windows 
on Prospect, to the south, were attractive but moving to the north, those windows were lost and also 
along Rogers.  She noted the building appears to be one that had been constructed for a previous use 
and converted, but here the developer is building from scratch.   The cornice line includes a stone 
coping, but is very flat and plain, she doesn’t see lintels or columns.   
 
Mr. Pozarzycki noted that if he was looking for a different time period, those details would be seen, 
but he clarified it was a simple building and buildings are experienced in three-dimensional forms 
and other elements exist in the design that relate to the building.  He reminded commissioners the 
architecture was a personal taste.  He also reminded the commissioners that two approaches to the 
building were being considered:  a very heavy massive concrete-type structure and another one was 
light relative to the soil characteristics.  Mr. Pozarzycki proceeded to discuss the difference in the 
brick and terracotta cladding system and preferred not to see too many colors but instead rely on the 
sun and natural environment to do the “play around the building three-dimensionally.”   
 
Mr. Waechtler noted the building looks a little ‘blah,’ but he wasn’t sure what the architect could do 
to make the building a little more colorful.  Taking away the landscaping, he thought the building 
looked more commercial and institutional versus residential.  He thinks maybe they could examine 
opportunities to modify the building and make it appear more residential. 
 
Chairwoman Urban opened up the meeting to the public. 
 
Mr. Henry Schmidt, President and owner of Moldtronics, an adjoining property, commented that the 
location for the development was not ideal, Rogers Street could not handle the number of people 
that would live there, and the proximity of the building to the train was less than ideal.   
 
Ms. Christina Benson, 841 Rogers Street, believed the development was wonderful for the 
neighborhood, attracting younger people who spend money in the area who bring in business and 
revenue.  She found the building attractive.  
 
Mr. Rathje closed by stating he believed the project could bring value to the community and asked 
for the commissioners’ support.  Regarding the air conditioning system, Mr. Pozarzycki explained 
the air conditioning unit will have its own condenser that will be concealed within the deck area. 
Details followed.   Regarding the heating and air conditioning systems, the venting will be through 
the wall system into the balconies and through the building’s roof.  A parapet will shield the 
mechanicals. 
 
Hearing no further comments, Chairwoman Urban closed public comment and invited the 
commissioners to deliberate. 
 
Mr. Waechtler again, thanked the petitioner and team members for the amount of time spent on the 
presentation and for bringing in samples.  He reminded the commissioners the site sat vacant for 
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many years and the proposal could be a good improvement, bringing in business, the commuters, 
etc.  He recommended that the petitioner, prior to going to Village Council, consider having a late 
night security guard on site and to add some aesthetic details to the building. Also, per his question 
to staff, Mr. Popovich clarified the lot consolidation is a process that can be done administratively 
prior to building permit issuance.   
 
Other positive comments followed.  Mrs. Rabatah asked if the commissioners would be amenable to 
changing staff’s condition No. 7 to state that “parking be prohibited in the drop-off zone on 
Prospect Avenue” and to add that the containment structure will be maintained also.  Mr. Cozzo 
summarized that the proposal complied with the village’s Comprehensive Plan, Zoning Ordinance, 
and with the Special Use Standards.  He supported approval of the proposal. 
 
However, Mr. Quirk confirmed his understanding that back in 2008 the site was rezoned to 
Downtown Transition and today’s proposal was not to change that rezoning but that the commission 
was recommending approval/denial of a special use for multi-family.  However, he challenged 
Standard A, stating there were vacancies in the village and he voiced concern about the construction 
materials and quality, as these have not been determined.  He stated the size and scope of the project 
in the proposed location did not make sense and did not enhance the character.  While he supported 
redevelopment, he did not support the project as presented.  Chairwoman Urban voiced concern 
about the density but noted that the bulk requirements were met, which allows the density and she 
reiterated her previously-suggested aesthetic changes to soften the building in order to transition 
from what was being proposed to the single-family zoning.  However, the overall bulk was met 
without asking for variances. 
 
The actual landscape plan was referenced.   
 
WITH RESPECT TO FILE PC 50-13, MR. WAECHTLER MADE A MOTION THAT THE 
PLAN COMMISSION FORWARD TO THE VILLAGE COUNCIL A POSITIVE 
RECOMMENDATION TO INCLUDE STAFF’S CONDITIONS 1 THRU 7 WITH 
CHANGES ON NO. 3 AND NO. 7, AS PROPOSED BY COMMISSIONER RABATAH:    
 

1. THE SPECIAL USE SHALL SUBSTANTIALLY CONFORM TO THE STAFF 
REPORT, RENDERINGS, ARCHITECTURE AND LANDSCAPE PLANS 
PREPARED BY DEAN M. POZARZYCKI, R.A. AS REVISED AND DATED 
JANUARY 21, 2014, ENGINEERING PLANS AND STORMWATER 
MANAGEMENT REPORT PREPARED BY RWG ENGINEERING, LLC AS 
REVISED AND DATED JANUARY 8, 2014, EXCEPT AS SUCH PLANS MAY BE 
MODIFIED TO CONFORM TO THE VILLAGE CODES AND ORDINANCES. 

2. THE PETITIONER SHALL CONSOLIDATE THE TWO LOTS INTO A SINGLE 
LOT OF RECORD PURSUANT TO SECTION 20.507 OF THE SUBDIVISION 
ORDINANCE. 

3. INTERIOR LANDSCAPED BEDS AND THE STORMWATER CONTAINMENT 
STRUCTURE SHALL BE MAINTAINED. 

4. THE BUILDING SHALL BE EQUIPPED WITH AN AUTOMATIC SUPPRESSION 
AND AN AUTOMATIC AND MANUAL FIRE ALARM SYSTEM. 

5. PRIOR TO THE ISSUANCE OF ANY BUILDING OR DEVELOPMENT PERMITS, 
THE PETITIONER SHALL PAY TO THE VILLAGE A $500 FEE-IN-LIEU PER 
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VILLAGE APPROVED PARKWAY TREE SUBJECT TO VERIFICATION BY THE 
VILLAGE FORRESTER. 

6. THE EXISTING SMALL SIDEWALK THAT RUNS NORTH/SOUTH SHALL BE 
RELOCATED TO ALIGN WITH THE PROPOSED PROSPECT AVENUE 
SIDEWALK. 

7. PARKING SHALL BE PROHIBITED IN THE DROP-OFF ZONE ON PROSPECT 
AVENUE. 

 
SECONDED BY MR. BEGGS.  ROLL CALL: 
 
AYE: MR. WAECHTLER, MR. BEGGS, MR. COZZO, MR. MATEJCZYK, 

MRS. RABATAH, MR. RICKARD, CHAIRWOMAN URBAN. 
NAY: MR. QUIRK 
 
MOTION CARRIED.  VOTE:  7-1 
 
Mr. Quirk reiterated his earlier comments and did not believe the Standard A was met.   
 
(The commission took a break at 9:17 p.m. and reconvened at 9:23 p.m.) 
 
 
FILE PC 01-14:  A petition for Special Use for an Automobile Dealership at 2100 Ogden Avenue; 
property is located on the north side of Ogden Avenue near Ogden and Wilson Avenues; Bill Kay 
Suzuki d/b/a/ Bill Kay Classics, petitioner; WJK Family LLC, Owner. 
 
Mr. Popovich walked through the location of the site on the overhead screen, noting the site was 
zoned B-3 with a building and accessory building on the 4.58 acre site.  Previously the site was 
established as a by-right automobile dealership that stopped operating in January 2012.  Since the 
opening of the prior automobile dealership, a change to the zoning ordinance required auto 
dealerships to receive special use approval from the village council.  Details of the main and 
accessory structures followed with Mr. Popovich stating that the petitioner intends to reuse the 
buildings in the same fashion as the previous auto dealership and to make some minor exterior and 
interior renovations.  The smaller accessory building has an office and open bay area where the 
open bay area will be used as a vehicle photo studio for Internet car sales.  The existing two curb 
cuts and sidewalk will remain.  More than enough of the required parking spaces will be provided. 
 
This proposal is consistent the village’s Comprehensive Plan, the Ogden Avenue Corridor Plan, and 
the village’s Zoning Ordinance.  Fire Prevention reviewed the proposal and adequate access was on-
site.  The larger building does have an existing alarm system but no sprinkler system.  The smaller 
building has neither.  According to building code, sprinklers are not required in the building because 
the uses remain the same and the hazard is not changing.  Staff is recommending the installation of 
an alarm system in the smaller building, however, as required by code.  Because the buildings are 
being reused, there are no public or stormwater improvements.  
 
Staff confirmed that proper public notice and signage was posted regarding this petition and, to 
date, no comments were received from the public except one general inquiry telephone call.  Staff 
believes all Standards for Approval for the special use have been met.  Mr. Popovich reviewed each 
of the standards and how the proposal met them.  Staff asked that the Plan Commission forward a 
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positive recommendation to the Village Council, including the four conditions listed in staff’s 
report.  
 
Asked what it would cost to install a sprinkler system for the existing building, Mr. Popovich could 
not estimate it, explaining it depended on the number of bays and there were different requirements 
for a showroom and office versus the larger service areas.  Per Mrs. Rabatah’s question on signage 
(Condition No. 4), Mr. Popovich clarified that the existing monument sign along Ogden Avenue is 
conforming.  However, the petitioner and his representatives received a sign variation back in 2010 
to reface the existing tollway monument sign.  That sign variation was extended by Village Council 
to May 2014, which was the reason for Condition No. 4 and staff wanted to ensure that sign was 
brought into conformance.   
 
Petitioner, Mr. William Kay, with Bill Kay Auto Group, stated he was in the process of revitalizing 
the site since his business was one that was affected by the Chrysler bankruptcy in 2008 and he lost 
the new car franchise.  His goal is to open the business as a Classic Car dealership and to market 
and sell specialty-type vehicles such as cars from the 1960s through 1980s with some specialty in 
the Corvette area.   He expects to have 10 employees, 50 classic and consignment vehicles and 
expects to generate about 30 to 50 car sales per month on an average of $25,000 to $30,000 per 
vehicle.  Some minor reconditioning work will be done on-site, i.e., light mechanical and detailing 
work.  The smaller building will be used as a photo studio for marketing purposes for magazines 
and on the Internet.   
 
Per Mr. Cozzo’s question regarding business hours, Mr. Kay envisioned being open six days per 
week (no Sundays) from 9:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m.-9:00 p.m.  Mr. Kay also added that he does host a   
car/Corvette show in Lisle once a year, but this facility would have to host more events in order to 
bring in more people to view the vehicles.   
 
Chairwoman Urban invited the public to speak.  Hearing none, the public comment was closed.  A 
discussion and/or motion was entertained. 
 
WITH RESPECT TO FILE PC 01-14, MR. QUIRK MADE A MOTION THAT THE PLAN 
COMMISSION FORWARD A POSTIVE RECOMMENDATION TO THE VILLAGE 
COUNCIL, INCLUDING STAFF’S FOUR (4) CONDITIONS.  
 

1. THE SPECIAL USE SHALL SUBSTANTIALLY CONFORM TO THE STAFF REPORT, 
PLANS AND DOCUMENTS ATTACHED TO THIS REPORT EXCEPT AS SUCH PLANS 
MAY BE MODIFIED TO CONFORM TO THE VILLAGE CODES AND ORDINANCES. 

2. ALL AUTOMOBILE DETAILING AND REPAIR WORK SHALL TAKE PLACE 
ENTIRELY WITHIN THE EXISTING BUILDING.  NO WORK SHALL TAKE PLACE 
OUTSIDE OF THE BUILDING. 

3. THE ACCESSORY BUILDING SHALL BE EQUIPPED WITH AN AUTOMATIC AND 
MANUAL FIRE ALARM SYSTEM. 

4. THE EXISTING TOLLWAY MONUMENT SIGN SHALL BE BROUGHT INTO 
CONFORMANCE WITH THE SIGN ORDINANCE NO LATER THAN MAY 5, 2014. 

 
SECONDED BY MR. RICKARD.  ROLL CALL:   
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AYE:  MR. QUIRK, MR. RICKARD, MR. BEGGS, MR. COZZO, MR. MATEJCZYK, 
MRS. RABATAH, MR. WAECHTLER, CHAIRWOMAN URBAN 

NAY: NONE 
 
MOTION CARRIED.  VOTE:  8-0. 
 
Mr. Popovich announced that the there is a Plan Commission meeting scheduled for February 24, 
2014 for a subdivision on Dunham Road, and also meeting on March 3, 2014.   
 
THE MEETING WAS ADJOURNED AT 9:42 P.M. ON MOTION BY MR. WAECHTLER, 
SECONDED BY MRS. RABATAH.  MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY BY VOICE 
VOTE OF 8-0. 
 
/s/ Celeste K. Weilandt  
            Celeste K. Weilandt 
(As transcribed by MP-3 audio) 
 


