MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL
BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS
PUBLIC MEETING
May 21, 2018

I.

CALL TO ORDER
A. The Special Board of Zoning Appeals Public Meeting was called to order at 6:00 P.M. by
Chairman Michael Goldasich at the Schererville Town Hall, 10 E. Joliet St., Schererville,
IN.
B. Roll Call
Roll Call was taken with the following members present: Chairman Michael Goldasich,
Secretary Frank Camilli, Mr. William Jarvis, and Mr. James Gorman. Absent was ViceChairman Tom Kouros. Staff present: Town Manager Robert Volkmann, Recording
Secretary Norma Hollingsworth Rico, Attorney Alfredo Estrada, Town Engineer
representative Jason Douthett, and Councilmen Dave Dejong and Kevin Connelly.
Absent was Planning Coordinator/Office Manager Denise Sulek.
C. Approve Minutes of the board of Zoning Appeals Meeting of April 23, 2018
Mr. William Jarvis made a motion to approve which was seconded by Mr. Frank Camilli
and carried 4-0.

11.

PUBLIC ACTION AND PUBLIC HEARINGS
A. B.Z.A. Case #18-5-9
General Location:
Petitioner(s):

12905 W. 77'h Ave. (Proposed Amberleigh Estates)

12905 W. 77'h Ave

Chris Kovich

Request: Developmental Variance as required by Ordinance No. 1797, Title IV,
Section 4, Paragraph A
Purpose: To allow a lot depth of 120' (Minimum required:

125')

Chairman Goldasich announced that there are three cases all relating to the same location.
Chairman Goldasich stated that we would hear all three together, open the meeting to the
Public portion, return it to the Board, then vote on each item separately.
Chairman Goldasich confirmed with Attorney Estrada that the Proofs of Publication were
in order.
Attorney Greg Bouwer represented the Petitioner along with Gary Torrenga ofTorrenga
Engineering who designed this particular subdivision. Attorney Bouwer stated that on
January 22, 2018, this B.Z.A. already heard application on these Developmental
Variances. Attorney Bouwer explained that the B.Z.A. considered those Variances and
considered additional evidence at the next meeting to clarify some of those conditions.
Attorney Bouwer stated that the same requests are being made again this evening because
the plat has changed. Attorney Bouwer added that the plat has been redesigned and that
two lots have been eliminated to reduce the waivers that were requested on the previous
plat. Attorney Bouwer explained that when they went to the Plan Commission. the Plan
Commission listened to the Town of Schererville residents who voiced their concerns
over certain things; and that the waivers were not accepted. Attorney Bouwer further
stated that they redesigned the subdivision to avoid those waivers; but that with the
unique characteristics of this property, they again need the Developmental Variances.
Attorney Bouwer stated that with respect to that, they are committing to the conditions
previously requested; and handed out a list of the reasonable conditions they agreed to as
part of these Developmental Variances. Attorney Bouwer said that the Developmental

Standards for which they are seeking Variances are reducing the lot depth by 5' to 120';
and the side yards 5' on certain lots only due to the unique configuration of this property
and with the pipelines running along one of the boundaries.
Attorney 80uwer said that in the Soard's deliberation, he requested them to accept all the
evidence that they tendered previously at the B.Z.A. hearings for the purposes of this
hearing. Attorney Souwer also stated that at one of the meetings they demonstrated all of
the types of materials that would be used and that they had pictures of the types of homes
that would be going in which were gorgeous. Attorney Souwer said that they would
address any concerns that anyone has.
Chairman Goldasich asked for clarification of the request to allow a 25' side yard setback
abutting the street which differed from the initial requests wording. Chairman Goldasich
asked if it was now just one lot or all corner lots. Attorney 80uwer replied that there are
several corner lots. Chairman Goldasich asked if it was a total of seven lots. Attorney
Souwer said there were about ten lots regarding the side-yard; but that it was the same
amount as requested last time. Mr. Volkmann said it was probably about sixteen. Mr.
Volkmann explained that for anything that has a corner, the Ordinance calls for a 30' and
30'; and so if a front yard is in a 25' the side yard would be consistent with the building
lines on that street. Chairman Goldasich said he only questioned it because the wording
was different in this petition versus the last petition.
Attorney Estrada said that Attorney Souwer presented to the Soard reasonable conditions
that Attorney Souwer believed were accurate through the last Soard of Zoning Appeals
Findings of Fact. Attorney Estrada said there wasn't actually one on the Findings of Fact
concerning all items, recommendations and suggestions contained in the letters from the
Pipelines; but that it would be included and incorporated as reasonable conditions as well.
Attorney Estrada asked Attorney Souwer ifhe was agreeable to that. Attorney Souwer
replied that they were agreeable; and that it was his error as they were focusing on the
architectural issues that they were addressing for the Town such as increasing square
footage of the homes.
Chairman Goldasich opened the matter to the public for the three variances being
requested. Chairman Goldasich stated that they would not be discussing any drainage
issues or access. Mr. Dale Devries from 12906 W. 81", Dyer, stated that hejust got the
information and wanted to see what it was all about. Chairman Goldasich said that this
was the first Public meeting and was for zoning variances only. Chairman Goldasich said
it will go on to the Plan Commission where there will be other Public Meetings; and
asked ifhe would like general knowledge of what is being proposed. Chairman
Goldasich said that the subdivision had been reconfigured, and then deferred the question
to Mr. Gary Torrenga.
Mr. Torrenga stated that one thing the folks need to understand, is that because of the
pipelines that go in and through various portions of this subdivision, they couldn't quite
get the lot depth that they needed. Mr. Torrenga stated that consequently, they made the
lots wider. Mr. Torrenga said that on the corners, they are asking for twenty-five instead
of thirty feet; and that most towns ask for ten, or twenty; but that Schererville looks for
thirty. Mr. Torrenga stated that they made the lots wider; and that every one of these lots
meets the R-I Code.
There being no other questions from the tloor, the matter was returned to the Soard.
Attorney Estrada said that Attorney Souwer stated he had pictures, and asked ifhe would
submit them to the Soard for the record. Attorney Estrada stated that the Board is
allowed to take in facts and information it had from any past experience into
consideration when making its decision.
Mr. Jarvis asked Attorney Bouwer if the pictures were all retlective of the conditional
materials they had put in place originally. Attorney Bouwer replied that was correct.
Mr. Jarvis made a motion to approve B.Z.A. Case # 18-5-9 pursuant to all State, Federal,
and Local Regulations, and the caveats that:
I) The use of premium type of siding, including premium vinyl siding with a
thickness gauge of .044 gauge or higher will be used;

2) The use of brick, stone, or material ofa similar type and quality to be used
at a forty percent (40%) min imum on the facades parallel to the street;
3) There must be a variety of designs of homes; (Note, this stipulation was
changed later in the meeting to agree to have provisions concerning antimonotony within the Covenants and By-Laws of the Subdivision.)
4) Driveways must be concrete;
5) The square foot minimum to increase by ten percent (10%) over the
Zoning Ordinance minimum standard;
6) All items, recommendations and suggestions contained in the letters from
the Pipelines would be incorporated into the Findings of Facts for these
conditions.
Mr. Jarvis asked if there were anything he omitted. Mr. Volkmann asked how many
varieties of design would be reasonable. Mr. Jarvis stated that he was trying to go along
with the photos that had been submitted such as a two-story, single-story, tri-Ievel. Mr.
Jarvis said perhaps five or six. Attorney Estrada stated that the motion had been clarified
to include the variety of homes to be a minimum of five different homes with a maximum
of six, and asked if the Petitioner were amenable and agreeable to this condition. Mr.
Jarvis interjected that they should follow the guidelines as they had presented.
Attorney Bouwer stated that what they usually encounter in this area to touch on the
variety of design is anti.monotony provisions. Attorney Bouwer explained that the same
design type cannot be next to each other or diagonally across the street. Attorney Bouwer
said he knows there would be at least four basic floor plans; but that the elevations with
all the different combinations can be significant. Attorney Bouwer said that he wants to
be careful because the developer is selling to a builder; but that they would include anti.
monotony provisions. Mr. Jarvis asked how long their anti-monotony document was.
Attorney Bouwer replied that it was three pages. Attorney Estrada asked to see the
provisions so he could direct the Board. Mr. Volkmann explained that it is more
architectural rather than design and that they do not want two homes that are both twostory homes with the same color siding and the same fa9ade. Mr. Jarvis said that it
sounds like the document would accomplish that. Attorney Estrada asked if the
document would be between the developer and the builder. Attorney Bouwer replied that
it would be inserted into the Covenants. Mr. Jarvis asked if they would be part of the
Findings of Fact. Attorney Estrada said he didn't think they were willing to put those
into the Findings of Fact. Attorney Bouwer said he would like to work with someone in
the Town regarding the monotony controls and front elevations and color schemes; but
that he could not commit right now on the spot without first going to the builders.
Attorney Bouwer added that he knows they are in agreement with this; because no one
wants the exact same house next to them as it hurts the value for both parties. Attorney
Estrada said that a better clarification would be that an anti-monotony covenant be
included with the Covenants or Bylaws of the Subdivision; which gives him some leeway
to work with builders and not pigeon hole them into a number of homes. Mr. Jarvis said
that was what he was trying to accomplish.
Attorney Estrada asked Mr. Jarvis to amend his motion to agree rather than to include a
variety of designs instead agree to have provisions concerning anti-monotony within the
Covenants and By-Laws of the Subdivision. Attorney Estrada asked if the Petitioner
were agreeable to that. Attorney Bouwer replied yes. Mr. Jarvis amended his motion
which was seconded by Mr. Gorman and carried 4-0.
B. B.Z.A. Case #18-5-10

12905 W. 77'h Ave. (Proposed:

Amberleigh Estates)

General Location: 1290t W. 77th Ave.
Petitioner(s):

Chris Kovich

Request: Developmental Variance as required by Ordinance No. 1797. Title IV,
Section 4, Paragraph C
Purpose: To allow a 25' front yard setback (Minimum required: 30')

Mr. Jarvis made a motion to approve B.Z.A. Case #18-5-10 with all of the same
stipulations that were put in the previous motion, namely:
I) The use of premium type of siding, including premium vinyl siding with a
thickness gauge of .044 gauge or higher will be used;
2) The use of brick, stone, or material ofa similar type and quality to be used
at a forty percent (40%) minimum on the facades parallel to the street;
3) To agree to have provisions concerning anti-monotony within the
Covenants and By-Laws of the Subdivision;
4) Driveways must be concrete;
5) The square foot minimum to increase by ten percent (10%) over the
Zoning Ordinance minimum standard;

6) All items, recommendations and suggestions contained in the letters from
the Pipelines would be incorporated into the Findings of Facts for these
conditions;
7) Pursuant to all State, Federal, and Local Regulations and all fees paid to
the Town of Schererville.
This was seconded by Mr. Gorman and carried 4-0.
C. B.Z.A. Case #18-5-11

12905 W. n'h Ave. (Proposed: Amberleigh Estates),

General Location: 12905 W. n'h Ave.
Petitioner(s):

Chris Kovich

Request: Developmental Variance as required by Ordinance No. 1797, Title IV, Section
4, Paragraph D (2)
Purpose: To allow a 25' side-yard setback abutting the street (Minimum required: 30')
Mr. Jarvis made a motion to approve B.Z.A. Case #18-5-11 pursuant to all of the findings
from the first two petitions; State, Federal, and Local Regulations and fees to the Town of
Schererville be current. This was seconded by Mr. Gorman and carried 4-0.
D. B.Z.A. Case #8-5-12 2433 Ontario St. (Proposed:

Kamp & Boer, P.c. Offices)

General Location: Crosby's Addition, Lot 2 - 2433 Ontario St.
Petitioner(s):

John R. Kamp - Ebenezer Holdings, L.L.c.

Request: To allow a 15' rear lot depth (Minimum required: 30')
Mr. Gary Torrenga from Torrenga Engineering, Munster, represented the Petitioners.
Mr. Torrenga stated that they want to put an office building on Ontario St. which is
immediately west of Indianapolis Blvd. and south ofn'h Ave. Mr. Torrenga further
stated that this has already been subdivide as a lot; and that they want to put a 150' x 50'
building on Lot 2 which will be for the office ofKamp & Boer Accountants and perhaps
as many as two others.
Mr. Torrenga explained that they had to get enough parking and spin away from Ontario
St. a bit which scrunched them in the back yard. Therefore, they are asking for a IS"
back yard as opposed to 30'.
Mr. Jarvis asked what their hardship was. Mr. Torrenga replied that it was the east/west
dimension of the lot; and that by the time they put in the parking spaces, the lane in
between the parking spaces, keep the parkway out on Ontario, the building wouldn't even
be big enough for the offices of the accountants. Mr. Torrenga added that the Plan
Commission had effectively said that they didn't have any problem with the 15'; but that
it wasn't their decision.

Chairman Goldasich opened the matter to the public portion of the meeting. There being
no questions or comments. the matter was returned to the Board. Attorney Estrada stated
that the Proofs of Publications had been reviewed and were in order.
Mr. Jarvis made a motion to approve B.Z.A. Case # 18-5-12 pursuant to all State. Federal.
Local Regulations, mid that all fees to the Town of Schererville be current. Mr. Jarvis
added that he feels this is the best use of this property at this location. This was seconded
by Mr. Gorman and carried 4-0.
E. B.Z.A. Case # 18-5-13 1500 Eagle Ridge Dr. (Proposed:

Medical/professional

Offices)

General Location: AP 2''0 Addition, Lot 2 - 1500 Eagle Ridge Dr.
Petitioner(s):

G & K Development, L.L.c.

Request: Developmental Variance as required by Ordinance No. 1797, Title XX, Section
4, Paragraph B (6)
Purpose: To allow a reduction of the required (5) parking spaces for each examining or
treatment room, plus (1) per doctor or employee (Requesting (2) parking
spaces for each examining room or treatment room)
Chairman Goldasich confirmed with Attorney Estrada that the Proofs of Publication were
in order. Mr. Nick Georgiou from G & K Development, 866 Kennedy Ave., represented
the Petitioners. Mr. Georgiou handed out additional information for the Board's
consideration.
Chairman Goldasich read correspondence from Doctors Ray Alavanja and Robert Pieters
stating that they had concems with the reduced spaces which could bring in an overflow
into their parking lot, not leaving enough space for their patients and staff to park. The
letter also stated that they already currently chare their parking lot with Dr. Puntillo's
office next door because Dr. Puntillo doesn't have sufficient parking availability; and that
they wanted to eliminate that from happening again.
Mr. Georgiou stated that they did some homework relative to the requirements of
Schererville for medical office buildings. Mr. Georgiou added that historically, this
project came through here about a year-and-a-half ago under Plan Commission approval
and re-subdivision when his client purchased the property from B.P. Properties who is the
dentist adjacent to the subject property. Mr. Georgiou said that at the initial
investigation, they were proposing a one-story office building; and that they were
following the letter of the Zoning Code which resulted in the site plan with this Petition,
generating a single-story medical office building with seventy-four parking spaces.
Mr. Georgiou explained that his client then purchased additional property from the
dentist in order to accommodate what was then the required parking which they were
strictly following. Mr. Georgiou further stated that the doctor subsequently established
her practice and is interested in moving forward with this project; and has attracted some
interest from other non-dental physician practices relative to looking at this site plan still
being applicable, but looking at a two-story building. Mr. Georgiou provided a
spreadsheet analysis comparing parking requirements at other municipalities. Mr.
Georgiou explained that the original building as approved was a 7700 S.F. single-story
building with seventy-four parking spaces, and that Schererville required only seventytwo. The same building in Dyer would require thirty-nine spaces; in St. John thirty-two
spaces; in Highland thirty-nine spaces; Valparaiso thirty-five spaces; Chesterton thirtyone spaces; and in Munster forty-four. Mr. Georgiou then pointed out that ifhe doubled
the space, following the Schererville code, they would have to provide one-hundredsixty-four parking spaces; and that the same building in Dyer would require seventyseven, St. John seventy, Highland seventy-seven, Valparaiso seventy, Chesterton sixtytwo, and Munster 80. Mr. Georgiou also explained that in their analysis, the square
footage is gross; and that in reality, the net leasable area is more realistic of actual space.
Mr. Georgiou pointed out that the only other town that stipulates exam-room criteria is
St. John; and that most other towns do not isolate or identify parking per exam room.

Mr. Georgiou said that he understands that some of Schererville's issues are related to the
dental practices to the west who had a lot of overflow parking. Mr. Georgiou referred to
the third column on the spreadsheet taking the proposed leasable space. Schererville
would require one-hundred-sixty-four spaces. Mr. Georgiou said that their
recommendation is for thirty exam rooms with two parking spaces per plus employees is
seventy-four which is what they have. Mr. Georgiou said that the same medical office
building in Dyer with no variances would require seventy spaces; St. John seventy;
Highland seventy; sixty-three in Valparaiso; fifty-six in Chesterton; and seventy-nine in
Munster.
Mr. Georgiou went on to say that the logic of medical offices is that there is usually
someone in the exam room and someone in the waiting room; and that the five per exam
room that Schererville has stipulated in the Zoning Ordinance is excessive. Mr. Georgiou
added that he hopes that their analysis and recommendation brings it somewhat into
perspective. Mr. Georgiou said that you can see on the Site Plan. that they literally paved
the site from end to end in order to accommodate the parking on this particular project.
Mr. Georgiou said that they have also attached a concept plan of the two-story office
building that they are looking to move forward with. Mr. Georgiou said that the parking
will either make or break this project: and that if they are unable to pull it off here in
Schererville. they be looking at other options.
Mr. Gorman asked if the original intention was a one-story building which would have
had sufficient parking; and that now it has been modified. Mr. Georgiou said that if they
look at the attached plan where the south part of the building is. the original lot cut across
there. Mr. Georgiou said that after they did the zoning analysis, they realized they
couldn't even get the one-story requirement with five exam rooms of twelve per on the
property she intended to purchase. Mr. Georgiou said the doctor then went back and
negotiated to purchase the additional frontage along Eagle Ridge into the south which
added another two-dozen parking spaces in order to accommodate what is the current
Schererville Zoning requirement. Mr. Georgiou added that it was approved with a onestory building and seventy-four parking spaces.
Chairman Goldasich opened the matter to the public portion of the meeting. Ms. Jenny
Thomas from 1551 Rosewood stated that she came to the meeting in February because
she was concerned with this new building that would be right outside her bedroom
window across the pond. Ms. Thomas added that they said it was going to be a one-story
medical building similar to the dental offices that were there. Ms. Thomas said now they
are talking about a two-story office building; and that she is concerned with light
pollution and how late the hours will be. Ms. Thomas stated that she objects to a twostory building with all of this parking; and that it had been approved as a one-story
building. Mr. Goldasich explained that this is the first process to obtain a Variance; and
that it still has to go back to the Plan Commission for approvals.
Dr. Ramirez. the owner of TruCare Medical Center and Ridgeport Investments stated that
their original vision and goal is to enhance the Tri- Town area. Dr. Ramirez said that as
an internist and pediatrician she is interested in increasing access to medical care. Dr.
Ramirez explained that the original building design and concept was for her office only;
but that her practice is growing significantly. and that she is looking toward the future to
not only increase primary internal medicine and pediatrics in the Tri-Town area. but other
medical facilities. Dr. Ramirez stated that is why they changed the building design from
a one-story to a two-story to allow leasable space for other medical professionals.
Attorney Estrada asked Dr. Ramirez to provide her address for the record. Dr. Ramirez
said that her current location is 8437 Kennedy Ave. in Highland, IN.
There being no other questions or comments from the public, the matter was returned to
the Board. Mr. Camilli asked to go over the spreadsheet again; and referred to the 7700
S.F. building with total parking of seventy-two spaces. Mr. Camilli asked for
confirmation that it had been approved for a one-story building. Mr. Volkmann replied
that the Development Plan had been approved for a one-story building with the parking
that is on there. Mr. Camilli also asked for confirmation that the change from the original
concept to the proposal tonight was the number of stories of the building. Mr. Georgiou
stated that for clarification, if the proposal tonight were for a professional office building,

the total parking required in Schererville would be about forty-five spaces. Mr. Georgiou
added that it is the medical office classification that drives the significant parking
requirement based on exam rooms. Mr. Camilli asked if as it stands right now that onehundred-sixty-four spaces are required. Mr. Georgiou replied yes.
Mr. Jarvis asked if Mr. Georgiou had checked with the theater next door to see if there
was any lease agreement they could come up with for additional parking on their spaces.
Mr. Jarvis explained that he is a neighbor down the street; and that they allow them to use
it during the day; but that they are not allowed to use it at night. Mr. Georgiou stated that
they had discussed that; but not with the theater management. Mr. Georgiou added that
they felt the zoning requirement was pretty strict in Schererville, and that this is a
reasonable request; but that was an option they could look into if necessary. Mr. Jarvis
said that the doctor has an office in Highland. Mr. Georgiou explained that her practice
has two store fronts on Kennedy Ave. and that there is no street parking in front. Mr.
Georgiou further stated that she has nine exam rooms with twenty-two parking spaces
and that it functions successfully in that location. Mr. Jarvis asked if there were any
parking issues. Mr. Georgiou said no. Mr. Jarvis asked how many exam rooms would be
in their proposed building. Mr. Georgiou replied that they are projecting thirty at this
point after doing some very preliminary layout of the office building. Mr. Georgiou said
that they originally thought it would be twelve per floor; but that they are projecting
fifteen per floor to cover that potential as they are not sure where they will end up. Mr.
Jarvis asked for confirmation that it was a good reflection of what was going to be built.
Mr. Georgiou replied absolutely; and that her company is looking to invest over
$2,000,000 in this project. Mr. Jarvis stated that it was a gorgeous building.
Mr. Camilli asked about the size of the pond behind the building. Mr. Georgiou said that
the pond is fairly significant. Mr. Jarvis interjected that perhaps Mr. Torrenga knew. Mr.
Torrenga replied that the pond behind the proposed building is the larger of the two
ponds that serve all of this area. Mr. Torrenga added that it was not used to its capacity
by the original designer; and that they made some modifications to make sure that it is
used much closer to its capacity. Mr. Camilli said that he was trying to determine the
setbacks of the neighbors around it. Mr. Torrenga said that he didn't see any problem
with it and that the pond was approximately eight acres.
Mr. Jarvis said that this was already in front of the Plan Commission; and asked for
confirmation that it would have to go back to the Plan Commission for the site plan with
the two stories. Mr. Volkmann replied that was correct; but that because it was not in the
41 Overlay District, it would only be a Site Plan Review; and added that there was no
Public Hearing required. Mr. Jarvis added that they accommodated us by lining up the
driveways originally with the one-story building. Mr. Volkmann stated that they did the
subdivision because they incorporated the lot next door and re-subdivided the site which
was why it had been in front of the Plan Commission. Mr. Volkmann added that the rest
of it would be done at Staff level.
Mr. Volkmann said just to give clarity on the parking requirements, that at the time they
were working on the Zoning Ordinance, there was a major parking problem with a local
orthodontist. Mr. Volkmann explained that their customers were parking in the street
because they made so many appointments all at the same time for doing their adjustments
on braces. Mr. Volkmann added that they would line the kids up in the hall and jump
from one to the other while all of the parents were sitting out in their cars. Mr. Volkmann
said that it was probably an emotional response to the complaints the Plan Commission
received while they were drafting this Ordinance. Mr. Volkmann said that he believes
orthodontics has changed in that they don'l do much in the way of wire braces that
require repeated adjustments. Mr. Volkmann further stated that the parking requirements
is something that they need to address when re-writing this Ordinance; and that this is
probably the first medical facility that is being built that has dealt with this parking
requirement. Mr. Jarvis said the bad thing was that the children all came after school and
were lined up to get their braces adjusted; and that now they use Invisaline. Mr.
Goldasich thanked them for the clarification.
Mr. Jarvis made a motion to approve B.Z.A. Case # 18-5-13 pursuant to all State, Federal
and Local Regulations; all fees are current to the Town of Schererville; and with the
caveat that if the staff will oversee that and that ifit becomes a problem, then the

Petitioner will make every effort to try and get some cross easement parking leasing.
Attorney Estrada asked Mr. Georgiou if they agreed to that. Mr. Georgiou replied
absolutely. This was seconded by Mr. Gorman and carried 4-0.
III.

COMMISSION

BUSINESS

A. Findings of Fact:
I.

B.Z.A. Case # 18-4-8 1954 Fairview Ln.
Petitioner(s): Daren & Darlene Bouma
Developmental Variance as required by Ordinance No. 1797, Title XVII, Section 13,
Paragraph A (To allow a 9-foot encroachment over the building line)
APPROVED (3-0) 4/23/2018
Mr. Jarvis made a motion to approve which was seconded by Mr. Gorman and carried 4-

O.
B. Correspondence
Mr. Volkmann stated there was no correspondence.
IV.

ADJOURNMENT
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 7:00 P.M.

Respectfully Submitted:

&c~
Frank Camilli, Secretary

