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CITY OF STATESVILLE COUNCIL MEETING — January 14, 2013
CITY HALL COUNCIL CHAMBERS — 7: 00 p. m.
STATESVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA

Mayor Constantine H. Kutteh presiding:

Council Present:      J. Johnson, Eisele, West, M. Johnson, Matthews, Huggins, Stallard,

Gregory

Council Absent:       0

Staff Present:  Pressley, Fugett, Davis, Gaines, Currier, Smyth, Salmon, Harrell,
Anderson, Billings

Media Present: Jim McNally- Record & Landmark, Dave Veiser-Charlotte Observer

Others:    44

Call to Order

Mayor Kutteh called the meeting to order.

Invocation

The Invocation was given by the City Clerk.

Pledge of Allegiance

Girl Scout Troop #02138 led the Pledge of Allegiance.

Public Comment

Mayor Kutteh stated that during the second meeting of each month citizens are invited to speak
about matters not on the current agenda.  He explained that the total public comment period is

limited to thirty minutes and asked speakers to limit their personal remarks to three minutes
each if possible.   He asked those speaking on the same topic to try not to be repetitive and
advised he would ask those in attendance to stand and show their support of the position being
advocated at the end of the public comment period.

Mayor Kutteh welcomed members of Boy Scout Troop 175 who are in attendance working on
their Citizenship Merit Badge.

Michael Schlesinger, 705 Maplewood Lane, representing a group of concerned citizens spoke in
opposition of the proposed Love' s Truck Stop to be located at 1- 40, Exit 154.  Mr. Schlesinger

expressed concern with safety, increased traffic and environmental issues at this intersection.
He stated the increased traffic and congestion resulting from this truck stop will seriously impact
traffic,  including emergency vehicles and patients trying to get to Davis Hospital and the
Piedmont Healthcare physician offices.  He is also concerned regarding residents of Statesville
Place and Care Bridge.

Dr. Chip Cooney, Animal Hospital of Statesville, spoke in opposition of the proposed Love' s
Truck Stop.  He advised that the article that ran in the Statesville Record & Landmark was not at

all representative of his business' s feelings towards the proposed truck stop.  He stated that the

Record & Landmark had interviewed his Office Manager as he was not available and she has

assured him that the quotes attributed to her in the article, were not made as put forth in the

newspaper.   He stated he had discussed the project with City Planning Department staff in
October 2012 and was advised that this area is zoned to allow a truck stop.  City staff advised
him to contact representatives with Love' s to try to work with them to minimize the impact on his
business.   Dr. Cooney stated that Love' s agreed to extra planting screenings, but this will not
minimize the impact of the noise.  He is concerned there will be safety issues with the animals
as a result of the noise and health issues from fumes drifting from the truck stop towards the
kennels.

David Fussell, 606 Greenberry Lane, spoke in opposition of the proposed Love' s Truck Stop. He
expressed concern with safety issues and congestion that the additional traffic would create.

Jim Epperson, 418 Gleneagles Road, spoke in opposition of the proposed Love' s Truck Stop
stating that this intersection is not able to accommodate the additional traffic.
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There being no other speakers,  Mayor Kutteh asked those in the audience attending in
opposition to this project to stand and be recognized

Mayor Kutteh asked Larry Pressley to give a brief report regarding the approval process for the
Love' s Truck Stop project and how citizens can be kept advised of the progress of the project.

Mr. Pressley stated the property has been zoned B- 4 for more than twenty years.  B- 4 zoning
does allow this use and therefore no public hearing is scheduled.   The City of Statesville
Technical Review Committee reviewed the site plan for compliance with City code at their
December 19, 2012 meeting.  Once approved by the Technical Review Committee the site plan
must then go before the Planning Board for their review and recommendation to City Council.
The site plan most likely will not come before City Council until the March 18, 2013 Council
meeting.

Mayor Kutteh stated that citizens may view the site plan for the project in the Planning
Department located on the first floor of the City Hall building, Monday through Friday, 8: 00 a. m.
to 5: 00 p. m.  He also advised any citizens who wish to receive meeting notices regarding this
item to contact the City Clerk to be put on the e- mail list.

Council member J.  Johnson asked Mr.  Pressley to explain why City Council really has no
reason to deny approval of this project.  Mr. Pressley explained that with the zoning already in
place that allows this use, prior to when the property was purchased, which was September of
2012, if the City does not have a legitimate reason to deny approval, it can be subject to a
challenge on their decision.

Council member Gregory asked if there is a noise ordinance in place that would regulate this.
Mr. Currier explained that the City' s noise ordinance regulates loud and disturbing noises during
non- business hours such as up till 7: 00 a. m. and after 9:00 p. m.  The UDO zoning ordinance
does have checkpoints on noise levels of DBA levels that measure noise, typically in Special
Use Permit zones, but this is a use by right in the B- 4 zoning district so there is no regulatory
noise standards for this zoning district.

Council member West asked that the City Attorney investigate what alternatives the City has
regarding approval or denial of the site plan.

A citizen in the audience asked who had made the decision to include the term " truck stop" in
the B- 4 zoning uses since it is not specifically listed.   Mr. Currier stated that the specific term

truck stop" is not listed in the code but staff has looked at the interpellation of the code with
automobile, automobile repairs, gasoline sales, service stations, fast food restaurants, and tire

centers, which are all specifically mentioned in the code, and are composites of this site. The
code does not address in this case the magnitude of whether there is one canopy and two
pumps or fifteen canopies and fifty pumps.

Mayor Kutteh clarified that staff has interpreted the code to allow the combination of purposes

that are proposed for the site without specifically saying truck stop.   Mr. Currier stated that is

correct.

Consent Agenda

Mayor Kutteh stated that all items below are considered to be routine by City Council and will be
enacted by one motion.  There will be no separate discussion on these items unless a Council

member so requests, in which event, the item will be removed from the Consent Agenda and

considered with the other items listed in the Regular Agenda.  Mayor Kutteh read the Consent

Agenda.

A.       Approve the minutes of the Pre-Agenda meeting of December 13, 2012 and
the City Council meeting of December 17, 2012.

B.       Receive a report of a non- depreciable capital purchase of a printer in the

Finance Department/ IT Division.

C.       Request permission to apply for the annual Federal Emergency
Management Administration Fire and Life Safety Grant. The total grant
request is $ 12, 585 with a required match of 10% to be included in 2013-

2014 Fire Department Fire & Life Safety supplies budget.
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D.       Consider approving
2nd

reading of an ordinance to amend City Code Chapter
9, Article Ill, Section 9- 51, referencing the current edition of the North Carolina
State Fire Code as the adopted reference for prescribing regulations

governing conditions hazardous to life and property from fire or explosion.

E.       Consider approving the non-capital purchase of forensic software known as
FTK (Forensic Tool Kit). This item was budgeted for in the 2012-2013 Police

Department budget 010-5100-422-44-00.

F.       Consider approving the Department of Cultural Resources 2012 Municipal
Records Retention and Disposition Schedule.

G.       Request to appropriate insurance proceeds in the amount of$ 6, 881 for
vehicle repairs in the Police Department and approval of Budget
Amendment# 21.

H.       Consider approving a Resolution opposing legislation that provides for the
forced taking of Municipal Water Systems.

I. Consider endorsing a list of projects for inclusion into Mecklenburg Union
Metropolitan Planning Organization' s ( MUMPO) Long Range Transportation
Plan ( LRTP).

J. Consider approving a request to amend Chapter 12, Article 1, Sec. 12- 170,
of the Statesville City Code by establishing limited handicapped parking
for the first two spaces on the south side of west Broad Street west of the
crosswalk, one handicapped space on Court Street and one handicapped
space on Cooper Street.

K.       Consider approving a motion to allow for repairs to the community public
information sign located at the corner of Hartness Road and N. Center

Street sponsored by the Shrine Club at their expense.

Mayor Kutteh asked if there are any items that Council wished to be moved to the Regular
Agenda.  There being none, he asked for a motion.

Council member Gregory made a motion to approve the Consent Agenda, seconded by
Council member J. Johnson.  The motion carried unanimously.

REGULAR AGENDA

Conduct a public hearing and consider approving first reading of Text Amendment TA12-
03 filed by the City of Statesville to amend Article 8,  Public Facilities Requirements,
Section 8. 02, Water and Section 8. 03, Centralized Wastewater Systems.
David Currier stated this text amendment is a result of an issue with the site plan approval of a

Dollar General store on NC- 90.    This particular property is in the City' s extra- territorial
jurisdiction ( ETJ), not in the City limits.   There is water available to the property but no City
sewer.   Council felt that if a property is going to be in the City or the ETJ that you should
develop to an urban standard which always includes public water and sanitary sewer,
particularly excepting septic tanks.   Council directed staff at that time to amend the current

language in the Unified Development Ordinance to address these concerns.   Section 8. 02 —

Water and Section 8. 03 — Centralized Wastewater Systems in the proposed ordinance have

been amended as follows:

Section 8. 02 - Water

A.       Generally
All habitable occupied buildings structures and buildable lots, exempting
residential lots of record as of February 5, 2013, within the City limits and the ETJ
shall be connected to a publicly owned water system. Where a subdivision is
located within the City limits, each lot therein shall be required to connect
provided with a connection to a public water system.  Exceptions must be

approved by City Council prior to plan approval and all exceptions will be based
on the impracticality of location and/ or any undue financial hardship imposed by
requiring the connection in relation to the value of the property.
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Section 8. 03 - Centralized Wastewater Systems

A.       Generally

of wastewater collection and treatment as described herein.  All new non-

residential buildings and major subdivisions within the City limits or the ETJ shall
be required to connect to the City's wastewater system. In-
addition, all new development located within four hundred ( 400) feet of an

existing publicly owned sewer main or other collection system shall be connected
to the wastewater system if the City Engineer determines that connection is
feasible.  Exceptions must be approved by City Council prior to plan approval
and all exceptions will be based on the impracticality of location and/ or any
undue financial hardship imposed by requiring the connection in relation to the
value of the property.

1. Where the subdivision is located within the City limits, each lot therein
shall be provided with a connection to a sanitary sewer.

install sewers.

the installation of sanitary sewers, the applicant may install private
sewage disposal system for each lot at the time improvements are

erected
tho

on

1. 4 The applicant shall pay appropriate fees as a condition of connection to
the public sanitary sewer system.

2. 6.     Centralized wastewater systems shall be used only for sewage disposal;
flow from footing drains, gutters or other extraneous sources shall not be
directed to the wastewater system.

3. 6.     Prior to receiving approval of a subdivision that will receive City
wastewater service, owners of properties located outside the City limits
shall enter into an annexation agreement or petition for satellite

annexation as a condition of approval.

4. 7.     Regarding system development fees, inactivity for 24 months shall result
in expiration of wastewater approval. Developer must reapply unless a
specific development agreement states otherwise.

Mayor Kutteh declared the public hearing open and asked if there is anyone present who
wished to speak in opposition of this item.

Howard Bryan spoke in opposition of the text amendment.  He stated the existing policy works
fine and is easy to understand.  This text amendment complicates the process to much for a

business that wants to locate here.  The process will cost the business at least a month or two

delay and additional money upfront.   Mr. Bryan said the current ordinance already allows the
City to do the same thing it is trying to accomplish with this text amendment.

Mayor Kutteh asked if there is anyone else who wished to speak in opposition of this item.

There being none, he asked if there is anyone who wished to speak in favor.  There being none,
he declared the public hearing closed.

Council member M. Johnson stated he did not agree and that if a property is located in the ETJ
it is subject to City standards.  It is somewhat cumbersome, but that can be eliminated by being
on sewer and water.  He said the timeframe delay pointed out by Mr. Bryan is a valid concern
which can possibly be dealt with through a delegation through the City Manager' s office or
something of that nature.  Council member M. Johnson felt it is imperative that Council make

this decision that it is going to have municipal services in these developments in the ETJ.  The

developer needs to come to the City first and resolve the issue before it begins anything else on
the project.
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Council member M. Johnson made a motion to approve first reading of TA12-03 as
presented with the understanding that the petitioner should come to the City first and
resolve any issues with water and sewer, seconded by Council member Stallard.

Council member Stallard stated Council has spent a lot of time on this text amendment but with

the ability for Council to make exceptions when needed, this should suffice.

Mayor Kutteh stated Mr.  Bryan does make a good point regarding the timeline.   Council

certainly does not want to delay the process for a developer and every effort will be made to
ensure that does not occur.

The motion made by Council member M. Johnson to approve and seconded by Council
member Stallard was approved unanimously.

Consider approving a Resolution of Intent to permanently close a portion of right-of-way
on S. Mulberry Street between Norfolk Southern Railroad and Wise Street.
Mr. Currier stated that previously a section of S. Mulberry Street between Steele Street and
Norfolk Southern Railroad was closed due to the realignment for the Wilson Lee Boulevard
Bridge.  Mr. Mike Levan, representing Iredell Statesville Enrichment Corporation, is petitioning
to close the section of S. Mulberry Street from the Norfolk Southern Railroad to Wise Street.
The right-of-way is adjoined by properties owned by Statesville Community Development and
the Church of the Living God.  Electrical lines, water and sewer lines, meter, storm drain and a

control box for the railroad do exist along this portion of street therefore, utility easements would
need to be maintained.   In addition, the road will serve as a private fire access road and
therefore staff recommends that this be specified in the resolutions and withdrawal.  If Council

approves the Resolution of Intent, it will be posted and published and the public hearing will be
conducted at the February 04, 2013 City Council meeting.

Council member Eisele asked if the property outlined in blue on the displayed map is
contaminated.  Mr. Currier replied he is not aware of any contamination of the site.

Council member Eisele made a motion to approve a Resolution of Intent to permanently
close a portion of right-of-way on S. Mulberry Street between Norfolk Southern Railroad
and Wise Street,  seconded by Council member Stallard.     The motion carried

unanimously.

Consider approving a Resolution of Intent to permanently close a portion of right- of-way
on Willow Street between property owned by lredell-Statesville Schools and 1118 Willow
Street owned by Shiloh African Methodist Episcopal Zion Church.
Mr. Currier stated Mr. Rob Jackson, representing Iredell Statesville Schools, is petitioning to
close the section of Willow Street from the edge of their property to 1118 Willow Street.  Iredell-

Statesville Schools owns the properties on both sides of the portion right-of-way to be closed.
In addition, they are proposing a non-mechanical gate be installed on Willow Street at Lots 21
and 23.  Electrical lines and water and sewer lines exist along this portion of street and utility
easements would have to be maintained.  If this Resolution of Intent is approved by Council, it
will be posted and published and the public hearing will be conducted at the February 04, 2013
City Council meeting.

Council member Huggins made a motion to approve a Resolution of Intent to

permanently close a portion of right-of-way on Willow Street between property owned by
Iredell-Statesville Schools and 1118 Willow Street owned by Shiloh African Methodist
Episcopal Zion Church, seconded by Council member Stallard.   The motion carried

unanimously.

Consider approving site plan P12- 14 submitted by Cline Builders, Inc. located at 1270
Northside Drive; Tax Map 4735-31- 2801.
Mr. Currier displayed an aerial photo of the site located at 1270 Northside Drive.  The GIS map
indicates that the front portion of the property is within the City limits and the rear portion of the
property is in the ETJ.   The site contains 21 existing parking spaces and sections of 4' ft.
sidewalk due to the prior use of the property as a manufactured home dealer.  Cline Builders is

proposing to locate three model homes on the front portion of the lot and an accessory structure
on the rear portion of the lot.  The applicant is proposing to use only the garage portion of the
center model as their sales office; however all exterior walls of the entire model will be fiber

cement lap siding. The front façade has a porch; windows and a door which all meet the design
standards for non residential development.  The accessory building will also consist of fiber
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cement lap siding to match.   The site plan is before Council because it is in the B-4 district
which requires site plan approval.  The sidewalk in this area does not meet the property lines
nor does it traverse the drive cut.  This is a 4' ft. sidewalk and the owner and the applicant are
asking that this serve as the mandatory required sidewalk provision in the City Code.  City Code
requires a minimum of a 5' ft. wide sidewalk.  The Technical Review Committee, abiding by the
current City Code, is recommending that a 5' ft. sidewalk be installed from property line to
property line.   That distance is roughly 408.67' ft.   At the cost of $ 20 per linear foot, the
estimated cost for the required 5' ft. sidewalk is $ 8, 173.40.   The applicant is requesting to
construct the remaining 68 ft. of the existing 4' ft. sidewalk or pay fee in lieu of for only the
remaining 68' ft. unless Council grants a waiver for the sidewalk code requirement.

Mayor Kutteh asked if the 5' ft. sidewalk would be closer to the right-of-way than the existing 4'
ft. sidewalk.  Mr. Currier replied it definitely would be closer and in this particular case Council
would be allowed to accept payment of the fee in lieu of for the sidewalk because NCDOT is not
allowing curb and gutter to be installed on Northside Drive at this time.  Current City Code does
preclude Council from requiring fee in lieu of for the curb and gutter portion, but Council can
require the fee in lieu of for the entire 408.67' ft.

Council member Matthews asked how long J. S. Linens has been located next to this property
and why did the City not require sidewalks there.  Mr. Currier replied he did not know how long
and he would have to check to find out what had transpired with that property.  Matthews asked
what will be on the backside of the site plan property beyond the blue line.  Mr. Currier stated

the site plan shows one small utility building located behind the blue line, which depicts the City
limits.  Matthews asked if the applicant can store items on the back piece of the property.  Mr.
Currier replied they can, that the bulk of the back of the site is currently vacant.  They could
access it through the existing drive cut.  If they planned on doing something back there and not
using the existing drive cut, NCDOT would have to approve a new drive cut and City Council
would need to approve whatever activity took place on the back lot because it is not represented
on this site plan.

Council member Huggins asked what the tract located in the ETJ is zoned.  Mr. Currier replied it
is all zoned B-4.

Council member M. Johnson asked if the trees on the site plan are located in the street yard
and not in a planting strip behind the right-of-way.  Mr. Currier stated that all the trees on the
sidelines are there from preceding developments.  These trees would be outside of the right-of-

way unless they have to be in the existing right-of-way.   M. Johnson stated that if there is a

cross section on the street you would have a planting strip between the back of the curb and
facing the sidewalk.  That is not the case here; these trees are set essentially facing the existing
sidewalk.  Mr. Currier explained that these trees are set behind the projected 100' ft. right-of-

way that is shown on the 1997 Thoroughfare Plan.  M. Johnson asked what the difference is
between the existing right-of-way and the projected right-of-way.  Mr. Currier estimated 8 to 10
ft. behind the projected right-of-way.  M. Johnson asked if the City is requiring the applicant to
donate the difference between the existing right-of-way and the proposed right-of-way to the
Thoroughfare Plan as part of this consideration.  Mr. Currier agreed the City should secure the
right-of-way through recordation prior to approving this site plan because that would be the only
opportunity.

Mayor Kutteh asked if sidewalk should be required across the drive cut.  Mr. Currier answered

that typically City Engineering requires the sidewalk to traverse the drive cut at a 6" inch depth
and a 4" inch depth under regular sidewalks.   Mr. Currier stated he did not think the 68' ft.
included sidewalk across the drive cut.   Council member M. Johnson proposed the applicant

donate the difference in the right-of-way to the Thoroughfare Plan, which is common practice,
and Council allow him to connect the 68' ft. of sidewalk as it exists and plant the trees as the

site plan shows, in a planting strip facing the sidewalk, in the right of way, but if the applicant
does not accept this proposal then just require him to pay the fee in lieu of for the entire required
5' ft. sidewalk.  Mayor Kutteh pointed out that the drive cut area still needs to be included in the
sidewalk calculation.

Mayor Kutteh asked Mr. Bryan if he would be agreeable to this proposal.  Mr. Bryan stated the

City is asking him to give 40' ft. of a $ 200,000 acre property where there is already a 60' ft. right-
of-way for the service road.  He said NCDOT has said they do not want people walking up and
down this road; that it is a state service road and he does not feel he should be required to pay
a fee for sidewalks that NCDOT does not want there.  Mr. Bryan stated he would not accept the
proposal outlined by Council member M. Johnson.
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Council member West asked the City Attorney if it is legal for the City to require a property
owner to pay a fee in lieu of or install sidewalks if the state will not allow it.  Mr. Gaines replied

he needed to research this first in order to give a correct answer.

Council member M. Johnson asked Mr. Currier to read a letter received by City Planning staff
from Patrick Norman with NCDOT regarding NCDOT's position on curb, gutter and sidewalks at
this location.  Mr. Currier read the letter and advised that staff had contacted Mr. Norman after

receipt of the letter to remind him that this is City Code and he did not have the right to prohibit
sidewalk, only curb and gutter.   Mr. Norman held fast to his position on prohibiting curb and
gutter but agreed he had no recourse regarding prohibiting the sidewalk.  M. Johnson asked Mr.

Currier if it has been an historical practice for the City, even before the UDO was approved, to
exact the differential in right-of-ways from any property that is deficient according to the
Transportation Improvement Plan.  Mr. Currier stated it has been, particularly in B-4 zones and
since the UDO was approved because the UDO defined the language on these actions

substantially.  Mr. Currier said he told Mr. Grant, the project engineer, that it has been Council' s

practice to exact what is the current standard and that during process such as this is when
those exactions can be required.  They cannot be required in between or at the end of the City
process.   Council member M. Johnson asked if the adjacent property owner redevelops their
property if it would be subject to the same issue.   Mr. Currier replied it would be.   Council

member M. Johnson stated in light of the City's history regarding this process, it is apparent that
no one individual is being singled out.  Mr. Currier stated in his opinion that is correct.

Council member West made a motion to waive the sidewalk requirements for this site

plan, seconded by Council member J. Johnson.

Council member M. Johnson asked Council member West how he can justify this considering
how many businesses Council has already required to do this,  including himself.   Council

member West stated this should be addressed on a case by case basis and spending $ 14, 000

on a sidewalk that will never have any pedestrian traffic is cumbersome on developers and
completely unnecessary.   Mayor Kutteh clarified with Mr.  Currier that the cost is $ 8, 173 if

Council requires the 5' ft. sidewalk not $ 14, 000.

Council member Huggins stated he disagreed with that statement.  There are many uses in the
B-4 district that could be put there.

Council member Stallard stated Council cannot predict what will be there in twenty years and if
it is going to be a requirement then it should be required.

Council member Eisele stated Council needs to be consistent in the way it treats all requests.

Mayor Kutteh called for a vote on the motion made by Council member West.  The vote

was as follows:

Ayes:  West, J. Johnson

Nays:  Gregory, Eisele, M. Johnson, Matthews, Huggins, Stallard
Motion failed:  6-2

Mayor Kutteh asked if there was another motion.  Council member M. Johnson made a

motion to approve site plan P12- 14 and allow Mr. Bryan to pay fee in lieu of for the
sidewalk requirement in the amount of $8, 173.40, seconded by Council member Stallard.
The vote was as follows:

Ayes:  M. Johnson, Gregory, Eisele, Matthews, Huggins, Stallard
Nays:  West, J. Johnson

Motion carried:  6- 2

Council member M.  Johnson asked that a discussion be scheduled regarding the issue of
waiver of right-of-way.  Mayor Kutteh instructed Mr. Pressley to include this as a discussion item
at the Council Planning meeting scheduled for February 28, 2013.

Consider approving the purchase of a truck mounted combination jet/vacuum machine
by the Public Works Department.
Scott Harrell stated the City of Statesville recently advertised and received bids for the purchase
of a new truck mounted jet/vacuum machine based on funds approved for capital purchases.

The City received three bids, two of which satisfied the requested features and specifications.
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Purchasing Agent Sheila Poole assisted the Public Works Department in the bidding process.
After review of the bids, Public Works along with Mrs. Poole determined that the bidder that best
met City of Statesville specifications,  including price,  safety,  product,  quality,  delivery,  and
warranty was the bid received from Rodders & Jets Supply Company of Sumter, SC in the
amount of $ 326, 167.    City staff was subsequently able to negotiate a purchase price of

319,327, since the bid exceeded the budgeted amount of $320,000.  Delivery is anticipated to
be 180 days.  Road use tax and tag fees for this vehicle are $ 1, 011, bringing the total purchase
price to $ 320,338.   The additional $ 338 is available and will be paid out of the Water/Sewer
operational budget.   This type of equipment is critical in the daily maintenance of the City's
sanitary sewer lines, reducing the potential for sewer backups by removing obstructions and
debris.    It can also be used in response to sewer emergencies,  to excavate soil where

conventional excavating equipment cannot be used,  and to maintain storm drain conduits.
Considerable effort has been put forth to explore used and other options for obtaining this
equipment at a lower cost.    A suitable less expensive alternative was not found.    Staff

recommends award of bid to Rodders & Jets Supply Company for purchase of the truck
mounted combination jet/vacuum machine in the amount of$ 319,327.

Council member Stallard made a motion to approve the purchase of a truck mounted

combination jet/vacuum machine by the Public Works Department, seconded by Council
member Eisele. The motion carried unanimously.

There being no other business,  Council member West made a motion to adjourn,

seconded by Council member Eisele. The motion carried unanimously.

s'ciaest,    1W(4/4/1/(41Zie,
e  

Constantine H. Kutteh, Mayor

ATTEST:

Brenda Fugett, City CI k


