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 Town of Swanzey, New Hampshire 
Swanzey Planning Board 

Meeting Minutes – May 27, 2021 
 
Note: Draft Minutes are subject to review, correction and approval by the Board. Review and approval of Minutes generally takes 
place at the next regularly scheduled meeting of the Board. 
 
CALL TO ORDER: 
The meeting of the Swanzey Planning Board was called to order at 6:01 p.m. by Vice Chair Scott Self. The 
meeting was held at Whitcomb Hall and via Zoom software for electronic conferencing due to the COVID-19 
health emergency in the State of New Hampshire. Emergency meeting pursuant to Executive Order 2020-
04, Section 8 and Emergency Order #12, Section 3. Members present: Vice Chair Scott Self, Richard 
Sainsbury, Brandon Self, and Selectmen’s Representative Sly Karasinski at Whitcomb Hall. Also present was 
Director of Planning and Economic Development Matthew Bachler at Whitcomb Hall. Recording Secretary 
Beverly Bernard was present via Zoom, as was Jane Johnson, Michael York and Alternate Richard Lane. 
Scott Self called the roll and read the agenda for the evening. Lane was seated for Glenn Page. 
 
Absent:  Chair Glenn Page, Alternate Steve Malone                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                            
 
Others Present:  Jack Franks representing Avanru Development Group Ltd., also present from Avanru were 
Civil Engineer Tom Duffield, Attorney JP Harris and Architect Tim Sampson. In addition those present 
included Barbara Skuly, Debby Gove, Robert Wellington, Veda Crewe, Nancy Mosteller, Code Enforcement 
Officer Mike Jasmin, and former Selectman Deb Davis. 
 
PUBLIC ACCESS: The public access to the meeting online via www.zoom.us,using the Zoom App on a cell 
phone or tablet or laptop or using a landline by calling (929) 205-6099 and entering Meeting ID number 873 
8855 7651. If there is difficulty accessing the meeting, please call (603) 352-7411 ext. 108. 
 
MINUTES: 

• The meeting Minutes of May 13, 2021 were considered. Motion was made by Sainsbury to approve 
the meeting Minutes of May 13, 2021, as presented. There was a second to the motion by 
Karasinski. All were in favor by roll call. Motion passed. 

 
APPLICATIONS AND PUBLIC HEARINGS: 
Planning Board #21-007 – Site Plan Review Application 
Avanru Development Group, Ltd. has submitted a Site Plan Review application to construct two apartment 
buildings with 42 units each on a vacant property situated off West Swanzey Road and located at Tax Map 
72, Lot 98. The subject property is located in the Business District. The site is approximately 4 acres in size 
and has 348 feet of frontage on West Swanzey Road and 583 feet of frontage on Perry Lane.  Site Plan 
Review continued from the Planning Board meeting on May 13, 2021. 
 
Public Hearing continued at 6:05 pm. 
 
Discussion:  Bachler reviewed the previous Board meeting in regard to items that the Planning Board 
requested the applicant to work on:  

- Alternative designs for building roofs 

http://www.zoom.us,using/
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- Fire suppression during construction – letter provided by architect Timothy Sampson and reviewed 
and approved by Fire Dept. 

- Pedestrian crossing on State Route 10 – email correspondence from New Hampshire Department of 
Transportation (NH DOT), May 27, 2021 which stated that they could issue a crosswalk agreement 
with the Town of Swanzey if improvements were made such as street lighting, signs, flashing 
beacon assemblies, and sidewalk work with a cost of approximately $40,000 to $50,000 

 
Scott Self said the proposed pitch roof design looks good. Scott Self asked the Board for comments. 
Johnson said she agreed with Scott Self about the pitched roof design. 

 
Jack Franks referred to an email that was sent by him to Mathew Bachler. He asked Sampson to speak to 
two sample roof lines to be considered. Sampson said the flatter roof design is higher by 30 inches for the 
low slope roof. The pitch is about 5:1 for the gable roof design. Franks cited his email and read a portion of 
it. He focused on work-force housing.  The pitched roof increase in cost is nearly $1,000,000. He referred to 
the original design and said it meets all requirements. He compared his plans to the Asher LLC housing 
development.  He said Avanru does not have unlimited funds and the project as originally submitted is a 
beautiful design and is a brand-new facility, next to businesses that are not attractive. He said the Board is 
asking an increase of such magnitude revolving around personal preference. Even the second design will 
cost additional funds. Franks asked the Board to either approve the original plan or the flatter extended 
roof design. Franks said they have spent a great deal of time on the thermal envelope. He noted flat roof 
designs are already present on State Route 10.  He noted Princeton Properties gable roof design is hidden 
by trees. He asked the Board to meet the developer half-way with the second design with off-sets to 30 
inches which will break up the roof design. 

 
Scott Self said the Planning Board cannot consider the cost to the applicant. He said a majority of the roofs 
are pitched in the neighborhood. He referred to Princeton Properties and the Swanzey Historical Museum 
across State Route 10 from the site. Franks asked if there is a place in requirements to specify pitched roofs 
and he feels like he is being singled out.  He said they have met the requirements. He said he felt aesthetics 
is limited to colors. Franks said the numbers are real about the extra costs.  

 
Bachler said he is struggling with the two alternative roof designs, and he is trying to understand the 
difference between the flat roof new design and the original roof design. Bachler asked if that is a parapet 
along the roof. Sampson said they decided to accentuate the narrow bays and attempted to eliminate 
excess cost.  It is not a radical departure from what they had originally proposed.  

 
Scott Self asked the Board for input. York said he likes the gable roof, Johnson said she prefers the gable 
roof, Sainsbury preferred the gable roof, Karasinski and Brandon Self also preferred the gable roof and 
Richard Lane prefers the gable roof. 

 
Mike Jasmin asked if there would be a true parapet.  Is it a flat roof with a change in elevation? Sampson 
said we are changing the height of the low slope roof and not a true parapet.  No water would stay on the 
roof.  

 
Counsel JP Harris spoke. He said the notion that the Board does not take cost into consideration is 
incorrect. He said the Board needs to factor in a $1,000,000 increase and whether it achieves any material 
difference as to how the project fits into the neighborhood. 
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Bachler noted that the intention behind asking the Board about their preference on roof design was to see 
if the Board was leaning to the same view or not. He added the Board had not formally voted on a 
preferred roof design.  

 
Bachler asked about the costs associated with different designs. Is the estimate of  $944,000 for the gabled 
roof an incremental cost, or does it include the original cost of the roof as well. Franks said the $944,000+ is 
additional cost to the roof. He added $175,000+ is the increase of cost for low slope roof.  

 
Bachler noted the applicant provided photos of properties on State Route 10, but said that the photos 
provided did not include several multi-family housing facilities in the neighborhood all of which have 
pitched roofs. He showed an aerial map of the neighborhood with the location of Cobble Hill Pines Condos, 
Princeton Properties, Evergreen Knoll apartments, and Riverbend apartments. He noted that Cobble Hill 
Pines is adjacent to the site and Princeton Properties is directly across State Route 10. Evergreen Knoll and 
Riverbend apartments are approximately ½ mile from the development site. He showed photographs of 
each development for reference. Scott Self said it is the Planning Board purview to make sure the 
neighborhood remains consistent in appearance. He referred to the Site Plan Review Regulations’ 
requirement that the harmony and compatibility of a project be compared to existing site and 
neighborhood. Johnson said it is not just a personal preference when we say we prefer the gable roof 
designed; we are representing the people who have elected us and residents are not happy with a flat roof 
design. It is a preference for the people of Swanzey.  Scott Self said we have to do the job the citizens 
expect. 

 
Scott Self asked for a discussion on the parking issue.  York said he does not see a compelling reason to 
reduce the parking requirement based on the zoning law voted on by the people. He is against the 
reduction in parking spaces. We are talking about 20 parking spaces. York said we have to go by the zoning 
regulation. Scott Self said the Zoning Ordinance allows the Planning Board to reduce parking spaces. Basic 
concern is enough spaces for residents. Self said this is going to be a large kid generator; at least the rear 
would be a better place for kids to play if 11 spaces were eliminated. York said kids don’t play outside much 
anymore unless he is going to put in a playground for the kids. He said the kids will want to go across the 
street. Over there are fields and a regular playground.  Scott Self said if there isn’t going to be a playground 
put in, then they probably won’t play there. Johnson said how many parking spaces, before reduction, and 
the answer was 156 spaces. They are asking to reduce down to 135 spaces.  13% reduction is being asked 
for 1.85 parking spots for the entire development per unit is the requirement. The applicant is asking for 
1.65 spaces per unit. Franks said with reduced parking slots there will be less impervious area, and some 
green space, and possibly put in a basketball net or badminton net for recreation.  And if there was a need 
for it, could construct the parking spaces. He said 60 spots will be for overflow or guests. This gives more 
room for folks to walk their dogs and less impact on the environment said Franks. Johnson said she is not in 
favor of a reduction. She asked if they have considered off-site parking. She asked how long it would take to 
reclaim the land for parking. Franks said the 95% of 84 units is about 80 parking spots.  Franks said the 
Town could put up no parking signs on Perry Lane and it can be addressed in the lease about no parking on 
Perry Lane. He referred to the State data for work-force housing parking needs which is .9 parking spaces.  
1.65 spaces per unit is being asked for.  

 
Sainsbury said he is fine with the reduction, Karasinski agreed, Brandon Self agreed, York said no reduction, 
Johnson no reduction, Lane said in order to gain green space, he agrees to reduce parking, but he asked 
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about reducing the development to 60 units as long as there is not a major hit on Return on Investment 
(ROI), which would reduce the need for parking.  
 
Franks said at 60 units makes the project unfeasible.  A gabled roof makes the project unfeasible. He 
referred to Asher LLC which was granted approval for a project on 2 ½ acres with 80 units.  We have 4 acres 
here and we have enough parking for the units involved.  156 parking spaces should be sufficient. Scott Self 
said to Johnson and York the Site Plan can be revisited if there occurs a problem later on and require adding 
the parking spaces back in. Bachler said if the Board supports a parking reduction, they could require the 
developer to report on the parking situation after a certain amount of time and it could be addressed if 
needed. Condition could be one year after certificate of occupancy, or 80% capacity an update would need 
to be provided to the Board.  Johnson said if that condition is held to, it would be all right. York said if we 
can follow up it would be reasonable. 
 
Franks thanked Bachler for raising that issue. He said the agency management for the project will be 
monitoring the vehicles that are there and they have to be registered and insured. The management will be 
happy to share that information with the Town after six months or whenever, and if that is a condition of 
approval, he would be happy to comply with it. 
 
Debby Gove, Perry Lane, said she is an advocate of green space.  She said she understands the financial 
aspect. She noted green space is along State Route 10, so this piece of parking would provide some family 
appropriate space and checking in within the year is a good idea.  
 
Robert Wellington, Perry Lane, referred to a report by New Hampshire Housing and he asked how many 
units in the report were in rural areas without public transportation.  He said if it is workforce housing, then 
people who are working will need to get to work.  And he said most couples have both people working. He 
asked where the stats come from the State study. Bachler clarified where the additional parking would be 
by drawing circles around the areas to the west where the parking spaces would be left unconstructed.  
 
Franks said the project will have a Residence Services Coordinator (RSC) – this person will help with services 
at the development and will be responsible to get ride services for those who might not have 
transportation. He said 50% of the folks in the survey were in an urban area. He said a rural area is defined 
without any services. Villages would be like Westmoreland.  From a density aspect they are not urban, and 
they represent the other 50%.  He noted Southwestern Community Services were part of this plan and 
would take consideration for this transportation issue. Franks referred to the study document about the 
household survey which referred to urban versus village center, suburban, and rural as well as urban.  
 
Nancy Mosteller said statistics can say anything you want. She said Princeton Properties is fully rented and 
it is difficult to find parking there if she visits a friend who lives there. She said potentially parking will occur 
on Perry Lane or Gomarlo’s parking area. She said this is an area that people drive.  
 
Scott Self asked for a motion for the parking reduction. 
 
Franks said the Princeton Properties rent at market rate and those folks have the wherewithal for more 
vehicles. Work-force housing for folks who cannot afford to live in market rate housing don’t have money 
to spend on vehicles.  
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Motion was made by Karasinski to approve a reduction in the parking spaces to 135 spaces from 
156 spaces.  There was a second by Brandon Self.  Johnson asked again for off-site parking for 
visitors.  Scott Self said we don’t need to do that since we can hold them to 156 slots if need be.  
Lane said if we have to put those parking spaces back, where would the kids go. Bachler said if the 
property owner has to put in the spaces this would require an amendment to the approved site 
plan and the Planning Board could ask for accommodations elsewhere on the site for the children 
play area as part of that review. The vote was taken by roll call. 
 
Scott Self yes; York no; Johnson no; Sainsbury yes; Brandon Self yes; Karasinski yes; Lane yes; The 
motion passed. Five yes, two no. The parking spaces can be reduced by 21 spaces as shown on the 
Parking Reduction Plan sheet. 

 
Discussion continued regarding the low slope versus gable roof. Bachler said he recommend the Planning 
Board talk about the preferred roof design per the Site Plan Review Regulations.  The regulations were 
referred to: Architectural plans – evaluation of the following appearance factors will govern the Planning 
Board’s decision on whether the proposed building designs are acceptable: harmony and compatibility of 
project compared to existing site and neighborhood, read aloud by Scott Self. Section VIII, Paragraph L of 
the Site Plan Review Regulations was referred to. Bachler referred to the photos of other multi-family 
residents developments in the area with pitched roofs. Gomarlo’s supermarket has a pitched roof and he 
noted other commercial businesses and other multi-family developments in West Swanzey have pitched 
roofs.  The Planning Board can refer to the neighborhood since that is part of the site plan regulations.  
 
Veda Crewe, Perry Lane, said there is a sense of community and living in a rural place. This is a residence 
that people are going to call home; she is impressed with the difference a gable roof makes to feel like 
someone’s home. She said the workforce residents need something to make them feel part of the 
community. She noted Princeton has shutters that give the buildings that New England feel.  Despite the 
cost of putting in a gable roof, it tips the balance to make it seem to belong in a New England 
neighborhood. 
 
Karasinski has stepped out of the meeting briefly but rejoined via phone and Zoom. 
 

Motion was made by York to accept the gable roof as the Planning Board wishes to see on this 
project; there was a second by Lane.  Scott Self asked for the vote by roll call. 
Scott Self yes; York yes; Johnson yes; Sainsbury yes; Brandon Self yes; Lane yes; Karasinski yes. 
Motion passed. 

 
Scott Self reviewed various elements of the plan. Johnson asked for more plants especially along State 
Route 10. She asked for shrubs between trees.  Scott Self said they have put in there what they are required 
to do by the Site Plan Review Regulations. Johnson said she wants to see a good representation for the 
town. Johnson said these people will have no place for storage for children’s toys and other equipment. 
Scott Self said they have presented everything they are required to do.  Johnson said one dumpster is not 
enough for 84 units. Scott Self said they would put in additional dumpster or larger dumpster that would be 
emptied more often if need be. Johnson also said she would like to see a water study that the water 
company can really service this project.  Scott Self said each building uses 3000 gallons a day at Princeton 
properties. That is not very much water.  He said the water company has the water capacity, but they 
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cannot serve fire suppression. Bachler said one condition could be to provide verification the West Swanzey 
Water Company can supply water for the development before building permit is issued. 
 
Nancy Mosteller, 67 Perry Lane, asked about a fence installed along the tree line in the back. She said the 
tree line is all pines and they lose their lower limbs so you can see right through. She said a fence would 
stop light leakage from headlights and noise to protect Perry Lane. Scott Self said a 6-foot fence is shown on 
the western property line; a stockade fence is on the site plan.  She said low-income folks do bring in more 
difficulty.  She said she thought the Zoning Board of Adjustment (ZBA) signed off on market-rate housing.  
She asked what is the difference between workforce and low-income terms and Scott Self said it is the 
same. Mosteller said it was represented as market-rate housing for the ZBA.  Franks said it has always been 
presented as low-income or workforce housing. Franks explained a funding mechanism for workforce 
housing to get low-income housing tax credits to get private funding. Franks said at ZBA it was all discussed 
at great length.  $12 and $25 per hour is typical income. Low-income housing tax credit is simply a funding 
mechanism.  This is not Section 8 housing said Franks.  
 
Scott Self asked for any other member of the public who would like to speak.  Mosteller asked about 
supplying electricity and will that effect residence Wi-Fi. Scott Self said that is not a Site Plan Review issue. 
Scott Self said the fire protection system will need reliable power source. The power draw will not be a lot 
compared to an industry. 
 
Johnson asked about run-off effect on the aquifer. She said it was a concern about salt and snow storage if 
the salt doesn’t dissipate. Scott Self said this drainage system has perforated pipe between catch basins, 
which means the water has the ability to drain into the ground. Gomarlo’s parking lot does not have any of 
that. Duffield said Gomarlo’s is sheet flowing water discharging into the ground. He said for the project 
there will be catch basins into well drained soils. He said in addition, there is filtration and retention basin 
for major storms. It gets the water back into the ground where it belongs. We are not increasing the drain-
off on this site.  
 
Barbara Skuly said this is not a sealed unit, the water is infiltration.  She said the salt goes into the water. 
Salt stays with the water. She asked where is the water table. She asked how many test pits have been 
done.  Duffield said we have monitoring wells on the site and the water table is at 12 feet.  Salt when 
absorbed in the water, it moves with the water, but continues soil attenuation.  He said they have done 
their homework and it is a good site for handling water. Scott Self said many people add salt to their water 
to soften the water. It is not always a bad thing. 
 
Mosteller thanked everyone for their review of the site plan and added local neighbors would like to see 
their neighborhood maintained in its rural character. She said she would like to see the project reduced in 
size.  
 
Skuly said salt can be a health issue for cardiac patients.  She asked about an Alteration of Terrain (AoT) 
permit. Scott Self said the State is going to weigh in on that. Duffield said he did not believe an AoT is 
required.  Franks said they have had a discussion with New Hampshire Department of Environmental 
Services (NH DES) about this topic. He said the project is disturbing less than 100,000 square feet and if you 
are less than 5 acres and if you have no wetlands and drainage maintained on site, an AoT is not required. 
Bachler said in this case a condition could be that if AoT is required, that approved permit be provided to 
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the Town before issuing the building permit; ask the developer to provide a letter from NH DES that AoT is 
not required. 
 
Scott Self asked for any other comment before closing the public hearing. There were no further 
comments. 
 
Public hearing closed at 8:04 pm 
 
Discussion of the Board: Scott Self said the developer has been accommodating to the requests of the 
Planning Board. 
 

Motion was made by Karasinski to approve the Site Plan Review application for Avanru 
Development Group, Ltd. to construct two apartment buildings with 42 units each on a vacant 
property situated off West Swanzey Road shown at Tax Map 72, Lot 98, subject to the following 
conditions:  
1. The applicant shall obtain a Building Permit and receive final approval from the Code 

Enforcement Officer and Fire Department, including for the internal sprinkler system.  
2. The applicant shall obtain a Town Driveway Permit for the Perry Lane entrance.  
3. The proposed sewer connection shall be subject to approval by the Sewer Commission. 
4. Verification from the West Swanzey Water Company that the company has adequate capacity 

and is able to service the proposed development shall be provided prior to the issuance of a 
Building Permit.  

5. If required, a copy of the NH DES Alteration of Terrain Permit shall be provided before the 
issuance of a Building Permit.  

6. Final design of public sidewalk and bus stop on Perry Lane shall be approved by the Director of 
Public Works. The applicant shall be responsible for the construction of the public sidewalk and 
the installation of the bus stop in conformance with Department of Public Works requirements. 
The sidewalk and bus stop improvement shall be completed before the issuance of a Certificate 
of Occupancy. 

7. All exterior light fixtures shall be full cut off design so as not to cause glare on abutting 
properties or the adjacent roadway. 

8. The existing stand of trees located on the western side of the subject property shall be 
maintained for screening purposes. 

9. Landscaping must be maintained in good condition and replaced as necessary.  
10. A post-construction review and verification by a licensed professional of site grading and storm-

water retention pond being in compliance with the approved plans shall be provided prior to 
the issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy.  

11. A note shall be added on the approved site plan that any excess amount of snow shall be 
removed from the site. 

12. If a future access is provided to the adjacent property at Map 72, Lot 98-1, an amended Site 
Plan will be required to be reviewed and approved by the Planning Board and Swanzey Fire 
Department. The future access shall be located a minimum of 125 feet from the Rout1 10 right-
of-way line and shall have a minimum width of 24 feet. The future access shall be deeded to 
grant access in perpetuity.  

13. The approved site plan shall show the 21 parking stalls on the western side of the site as 
“future parking.”  
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14. The developer and/or property owner shall provide the Planning Board with a report and 
update on the parking lot usage for the site when the development is either 80% occupied or 2 
years after the certificate of occupancy is issued, whichever comes first.  

15. The construction of any unbuilt parking spaces shall be reviewed and approved by the Planning 
Board as a modification of the approved site plan.  

16. The applicant shall be permitted to construct the Parking Reduction Plan, as prepared by 
Duffield Engineering and with a revision date of 5/4/2021.  

17. The applicant shall be required to construct the buildings with a gable roof as shown in the 
Roof Study prepared by Sampson Architects and dated 5/17/2021. 

 
There was a second by Sainsbury and no further discussion. Bachler asked Franks if he is okay with 
the conditions and Franks said they are fair and will abide by them.   
 
Roll call vote: Scott Self yes; York yes; Johnson no and said the project is overkill for this site; 
Sainsbury yes; Brandon Self yes; Karasinski yes; Lane yes.  Motion passed. 6 yes, to 1 no. 

 
DISCUSSION/OTHER BUSINESS 
Code Enforcement 
Code Enforcement Officer, Mike Jasmin, and Bachler discussed how they are approaching code 
enforcement issues in town.  Bachler said there was discussion at a previous Planning Board meeting about 
Code Enforcement procedures. He noted they are complaint driven and they rely on residents to let the 
Town know when there is an issue. Jasmin said when they get complaints, it is documented first.  Jasmin 
said they do go to the property and review the property file. He said many complaints are long-standing. 
And they are mostly old problem properties.  He said he reaches out to the offending property owner, and 
they try to work with them to gain compliance. . To go beyond that is very difficult. If the property owner 
won’t comply the next step is to go to court. And that costs time, energy, and money. Even then you may 
not get compliance.  Some thirty different properties can be tax deeded this year and that can be used to 
try to leverage a change in behavior. He said there is a high demand for land and real estate and perhaps it 
is time to sell the property. New buyers often will clean up a property.  Some of the property concerns are 
related to hoarding.  Jasmin said the department is very busy. There is a lot of business being done for 
permits and they try to be open to make everyone feel that they are being heard.  
 
Bachler showed a copy of the Town of Winchester junkyard ordinance.  He said he thought most of that is 
taken from State law on junkyards.  He showed fines for violation.  He said the Town can issue fine 
violations and they can place a lien on the property if the property owner doesn’t pay the fine.  Swanzey 
does not have the ability to fine property owners for violations. He noted each case in approached 
individually. Jasmin said the ability to fine a property owner should read as an attempt to fine. He said large 
fines like $275 or $550 a day won’t get paid. People think that their stuff is not junk to them. He noted one 
man has 400 bales of tin cans and the man considers this his retirement income, and he is waiting for metal 
price to increase.  
 
Scott Self said Jasmin’s approach with property owners is most effective as compared to former Code 
Enforcement Officers.  Scott Self said Planning Board has no authority to enforce regulations. 
 
Impact Fees 
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Deb Davis made a suggestion about impact fees. She said with the projects coming to the Planning Board, it 
might be a good idea to consider impact fees on fire, police and schools. She said when she was on the 
Selectboard the Capital Improvements Program committee was formed, and eventually impact fees were to 
be considered. She said she is not anti-growing the town. She said it is a tool to protect the Town. Scott Self 
asked how one can be sure how impact fees are implemented. Davis said the research will answer 
questions. And this is costing the tax-payers money. Scott Self asked if you can legally place any funds to go 
specifically toward schools or police or fire. Johnson said she agrees with Davis. She said you write the fund 
appropriately when you initiate it so as to be specific about where the funds go.  She said Swanzey may be 
known as the easiest town to deal with and if we get too easy, we may lose what we have.  Jasmin noted a 
court case about double taxation, and the Supreme Court said the claimant was right if not specific as to 
where the funds are going, but you can set up the account with specific details. Bachler said he will consider 
the idea. 
 
West LA Beer Company Request 
Bachler said West LA Beer Company wants to do some live events this summer. Expectation is that the 
events would be held on Saturday afternoons for 30-40 people for 2-3 hours. They are looking to have a 
food truck as well. Bachler said he isn’t sure where this would fall.  Scott Self said this would be a 
modification of their site plan. They need to come in for that so that the public can have a chance to be 
heard about it. There are abutters who may want to be heard.  
 
Next Meeting:  June 10, 2021 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
Motion to adjourn was made by Sainsbury. There was a second to the motion by Brandon Self with no 
further discussion. All were in favor by roll call. Motion passed. Adjournment occurred at 8:45 p.m. 
 
Respectfully Submitted, 

 
Beverly Bernard, Recording Secretary  


