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PLANNING COMMISSION 
Meeting of June 23, 2011 

 

M I N U T E S  
 

Public Conference Room � City Hall � 290 North 100 West � Logan, UT 84321 � www.loganutah.org 
 

Minutes of the meeting for the Logan City Planning Commission convened in regular session  
Thursday, June 23, 2011.  Chairman Simmonds called the meeting to order at 5:30 p.m. 
 
Planning Commissioners Present:  Jeannie Simmonds, Heather Hall, John Kerr, Konrad Lee, 
John Wuthrich   
 
Planning Commissioners Absent:   Doug Blaser, Allison Hale 
 
Staff Present:  Mike DeSimone, Glen Goins, Kristen Clifford, Paul Taylor, Kymber Housley, 
Brent Speth, Debbie Zilles  
 
Minutes as written and recorded from the June 9, 2011 meeting were reviewed by the 
Commission.  Commissioner Lee moved that the minutes be approved as submitted. 
Commissioner Wuthrich seconded the motion.  The motion was unanimously approved. 
 
Public Hearings 
 
PC 11-020  Burger King EMD Sign.  Design Review Permit.  Matt Wren/Dave Harper, 
authorized agent/owner, request an Electronic Message Display sign at 1080 North Main in the 
Commercial (COM) zone; TIN #05-015-0061. 
 
STAFF:  Ms. Clifford reviewed the Staff Report as written, recommending conditional approval. 
 
PROPONENT:  None 
 
PUBLIC:  An email (ref: PC 11-020, 11-025) was received from Mr. Richard Steele expressing 
his concern with the proliferation of message display signs in the City and his hope that these 
type of signs can be limited.  A copy was received by Staff prior to the meeting and distributed 
to the Commission for review. 
 
COMMISSION:  None 
 
MOTION: Commissioner Wuthrich moved that the Planning Commission conditionally approve  
PC 11-020 for a Design Review Permit for an Electronic Message Display sign at 1080 North 
Main with the conditions of approval as listed below.  Commissioner Hall seconded the motion.   
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CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 
This project is subject to the proponent or property owner agreeing to comply with the following 
conditions as written, or as may be amended by the Planning Commission. 
 
1. All standard conditions of approval will be recorded with the Design Review Permit and are 

available in the Community Development Department. 
2. The proposed EMD monument sign shall replace the existing monument sign and be placed 

in the area indicated on the submitted site plan. 
3. No off premise advertising shall occur on any portion of the sign. 
4. The proposed EMD sign area shall not exceed eighteen (18) square feet. 
5. The proposed EMD sign transitions, frame effects, dwell time, operational characteristics 

shall comply with LDC §17.40.120. 
6. The following transitional effects are prohibited: scrolling, traveling, and any text or graphic 

that “moves” or “has the appearance of movement” not specified in LDC §17.40.120. 
7. The following frame effects are prohibited: flashing, blinking, starburst, animation & video, 

and any new frame effects not identified herein.  
8. No sign shall utilize white background for greater than or equal to 50% of the sign area. 
9. Each message/ advertisement (spot) displayed on the EMD shall remain “on” and static for a 

minimum of six (6) seconds.  
10. The EMD sign shall not exceed brightness/intensity levels of 3,000 NITS during daytime (15 

min. after sunrise) hours and 500 NITS during nighttime (15 min. after sunset) hours.  
11. This EMD sign and any other permanent commercial signage proposed on this property 

shall obtain a sign permit from the Department of Community Development prior to 
installation. The sign permit shall be issued as per LDC §17.40. 

12. Any proposed exterior lighting intended to illuminate signage on this property shall be dark 
sky friendly with a concealed lighting source. 

 
FINDINGS FOR APPROVAL 
The Planning Commission bases its decisions on the following findings supported in the 
administrative record for this project:  
 
1. The proposed project has been revised and amended by the conditions of project approval 

to address the issues and concerns raised within the public and administrative records. 
2. The proposed project has been revised and amended by the conditions of project approval 

to conform to the requirements of Title 17 of the Logan Municipal Code, the City of Logan 
Public Works Standards and Specifications, and the requirements of various departments 
and agencies. 

3. The proposed project is compatible with existing land uses and zoning regulations for 
Commercial zones. 
 

[Moved: Commissioner Wuthrich   Seconded: Commissioner Hall    Passed: 4,0] 
 Yea: H. Hall, J. Kerr, K. Lee, J. Wuthrich    Nay:      Abstain:   

 
PC 11-021  LB Subdivision.  Subdivision Permit.  BLB Management, authorized agent/owner, 
request to split the property into two (2) separate parcels at 441 East 100 North in the 
Neighborhood Residential Core (NRC) zone; TIN #06-071-0004. 
 
STAFF:  Ms. Clifford reviewed the Staff Report as written, recommending conditional approval.   
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Mr. Bill Young, the City Engineer, explained that as part of the Public Works standards, it is a 
requirement for the developer of a subdivision to install infrastructure improvements 
associated with development. This includes curb, gutter, sidewalk, asphalt patching to new 
curb, installation of water and sewer services to the new lot, storm and irrigation flows, and 
preparation of the park strip for landscaping. A surety equal to 110% of the estimated and/or 
bid costs for these improvements must be submitted with the development agreement prior to 
the recordation of the plat.  
 
PROPONENT:  Mr. Pete Peterson, the agent/surveyor for the owner who lives in Las Vegas, 
explained that existing utilities are currently on Lot 2 and new ones will be created for Lot 1.   
Mr. Peterson noted that there is no existing curb and gutter on the entire block.  Mr. Young 
explained that as subdivisions are developed, there is a requirement for those improvements to 
be completed before final recordation of the plat.  He advised that a cost estimate must be 
provided, plus 10% warranty. The City will release 100% once it is constructed and installed and 
10% will be held for an additional year during the warranty period. 
 
Mr. Peterson asked who would pay for the asphalt up to the curb and gutter.  Mr. Young said 
that would be the developer’s responsibility.  Mr. Peterson asked if the sidewalk would have to 
be replaced.  Mr. Young said he has not personally inspected the sidewalk, however, if it has 
been installed below grade it may need to be adjusted to prevent water from flowing back onto 
the property. Mr. Peterson asked if the sidewalk needed to be the same elevation as the top 
back of curb (TBC).  Mr. Young explained that from TBC there should be a 2% grade through 
the park strip and across the sidewalk. 
 
Mr. Young answered for Mr. Peterson that irrigation water maintenance is the responsibility of 
the ditch users.  Mr. Young explained that there have been cases where curb and gutter carry 
both storm water and secondary irrigation in the curb line flow, some developers, however, 
choose to pipe it.  This decision would need to be made between the developer, the ditch users, 
and the canal company. 
 
Mr. Peterson asked about the responsibility for the improvement requirements if the parcels are 
sold.  Mr. Young explained that it can either be the responsibility of the owner(s) and/or the 
developer, however, without the surety, the plat cannot be recorded.  Mr. Young did note that 
the property can be sold as one lot, which would not require the frontage improvements to be 
completed.    
  
Commissioner Hall asked if the surety would transfer to the new owner if Lot 2 is sold. Mr. 
Young explained that there are many ways this issue can be handled; responsibility for the 
improvements could be transferred to each individual lot owner, or the developer could take 
care of it up front and then include it as part of the sale price.  The main concern is that the City 
is holding some surety to make certain the improvements happen. 
 
Mr. Young explained that the surety simply protects the City’s interests; any difference in cost 
would be the responsibility of the developer. 
 
Mr. Peterson expressed concern that the whole block needs to be improved and asked if the 
City had plans for any development projects.  Mr. Young explained the only way for the City to 
go in and financially do something like that would be to create a special improvement district, 
which takes quite a bit of effort and usually does not happen; therefore, those types of 
improvements usually have to wait until the City has a reconstruction project along the road.    
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Chairman Simmonds asked Mr. Peterson if, as the acting agent for the owner, he was 
comfortable with the conditions of approval as set forth.  Mr. Peterson said they would “have to 
be” and he would talk with the owner about the options available. 
 
PUBLIC:  Georgiana Banellis advised that she is on the Board of Directors for the Seventh 
Ward Irrigation Company Inc. and wanted to go on record with the fact that they want to be 
involved with the project in reference to the irrigation details. 
 
Ryan Workman, 538 East 300 North #5, advised that there was some difficulty deciding where 
to place the subdivision line.  The current proposal bisects a sprinkler head, a lamp post and 
electrical outlets (northwest corner of house; about 4 ft. away from the proposed property line), 
and a tree on the west side of the house.  The tree provides shade in the afternoon and 
overhangs the house, therefore, as the tree ages and becomes a liability it could become a 
point of contention between property owners. 
 
Commissioner Kerr said that issue could most likely be resolved and electrical service could be 
separated; there is no obligation to adjust the property line around the pole or the tree because 
neither are permanent structures. 
 
COMMISSION:  Chairman Simmonds noted that the home is for sale and asked who would be 
responsible for the surety.  Mr. Young said that would be up to either the owner and/or 
developer.  On a typical subdivision, frontage improvements are completed before building 
permits are issued, however, flag lot subdivisions are more difficult.  He explained that surety 
would be held until all the requirements were complete. 
 
Chairman Simmonds asked about the access points for the existing services.  Ms. Clifford said 
that each lot will have separate utilities and connections.  Mr. Housley, the City Attorney, noted 
that it is not uncommon to have utility easements across adjoining lots.  
 
MOTION: Commissioner Kerr moved that the Planning Commission conditionally approve  
PC 11-021 for a Design Review & Subdivision Permit for the property located at 441 East 100 
North with the conditions of approval as listed below.  Commissioner Lee seconded the motion.   

 

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 
This project is subject to the proponent or property owner agreeing to comply with the following 
conditions as written, or as may be amended by the Planning Commission. 
 
1. All standard conditions of approval will be recorded with the Design Review and Subdivision 

Permit and are available in the Community Development Department. 
2. Street trees shall be planted along the frontage of Lot 2 (existing home) at every 30 feet on 

center prior to the recordation of the final plat. Street trees along Lot 1 frontage shall be 
planted prior to the Certificate of Occupancy of the future home. Tree species and size 
shall be determined by the City Forester.  

3. Curb and gutter shall be installed as per the City Engineer’s request.  
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FINDINGS FOR APPROVAL FOR THE DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT & SUBDIVISION PERMIT 
The Planning Commission bases its decisions on the following findings supported in the 
administrative record for this project: 
 
1. The proposed project has been revised and amended by the conditions of project approval 

to conform to the requirements of Title 17 of the Logan Municipal Code, the City of Logan 
Public Works Standards and Specifications, and the requirements of various departments 
and agencies. 

2. The Subdivision Permit conforms to the requirements of Title 17 of the Logan Municipal 
Code. 

3. 100 North, which provides access and other infrastructure to the subject property, has 
adequate capacity or a suitable level of service for the proposed use.  

4. The project provides landscaping in conformance with the General Plan and Title 17. 
 

[Moved: Commissioner Kerr   Seconded: Commissioner Lee    Passed: 4,0] 
 Yea: H. Hall, J. Kerr, K. Lee, J. Wuthrich    Nay:      Abstain:   

 
PC 11-022  Logan Gateway/Sears Remodel.  Design Review Permit.  Brad Holgate/910 S 
Main LLC, authorized agent/owner, request a parking expansion on the north side of the 
existing building and façade renovation on all sides at 909 South Main in the Commercial 
(COM) zone; TIN #02-065-0010. 
 
STAFF:  Mr. Goins reviewed the Staff Report as written, recommending conditional approval.  
 
PROPONENT:  Brad Holgate, with Sky Properties, was present but did not have any additional 
information to add to the Staff Report. 
 
PUBLIC:  None 
 
COMMISSION: Mr. Goins advised that the signage will change from Sears to Auto Zone.  He 
informed the Commission that there was a concern with the north doors being too close to the 
property line to allow for any structural openings.  This issue has been resolved in the form of a 
perpetual no-build easement which has been accepted and recorded. 
 
Chairman Simmonds asked about parking.  Mr. Goins said the building size is not changing but 
is being developed with frontage, so it is logical to expect parking stalls to be added to the north 
side, with landscaping to the east and west. Mr. Holgate confirmed that there is a parking 
agreement with Wells Fargo Bank. 
 
MOTION: Commissioner Wuthrich moved that the Planning Commission conditionally approve  
PC 11-022 for a Design Review Permit for new façade features to the building located at 909 
South Main with the conditions of approval as listed below.  Commissioner Hall seconded the 
motion.   

 

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 
This project is subject to the proponent or property owner agreeing to comply with the following 
conditions as written, or as may be amended by the Planning Commission. 
 
1. All standard conditions of approval will be recorded with the Design Review Permit and are 

available in the Community Development Department. 
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2. A performance landscaping plan, prepared in accordance with LDC §17.39 shall be 
submitted for approval to the Community Development Department prior to the issuance of 
the building permit. Varieties and sizes of all plant material shall be specified on the plan. 

3. Parking lot landscaping shall include a minimum of 18 SF per stall and no more than 10 
stalls in a row without a landscape break.  

4. The north façade shall contain two (2) sets of functional entrance doors, and a third service 
door. 

5. All doors shall have a weather covering as required by the LDC. 
6. No signage is approved with this Design Review Permit. Future signage must obtain a sign 

permit prior to display. 
7. Prior to the issuance of a building permit and/or business license, the Director of Community 

Development shall receive a written memorandum from each of the following departments or 
agencies indicating that their requirements have been satisfied: 
a. Environmental Department (Waste Management)  

1. It is not required, but the proponent is encouraged to consider constructing a double-trash 
enclosure to help clean up the west end of the project. 

b. Water / Cross Connection  
1. The Landscape Irrigation System must meet current codes regarding to Backflow 

Protection. 
 

FINDINGS FOR APPROVAL 
The Planning Commission bases its decisions on the following findings supported in the 
administrative record for this project:  
 
1. The proposed project is surrounded by other similar commercial uses. 
2. This renovation will enhance and improve the site. 
3. The design review permit is issued in conformance with the requirements of Title 17 of the 

Logan Municipal Code. 
4. The proposed project is compatible with surrounding commercial land uses and will not 

interfere with the use and enjoyment of adjoining or area properties 
 
[Moved: Commissioner Wuthrich   Seconded: Commissioner Hall    Passed: 4,0] 
 Yea: H. Hall, J. Kerr, K. Lee, J. Wuthrich    Nay:      Abstain:   

 
PC 11-023  GP Commercial Subdivision.  Subdivision Permit.  GP Properties, authorized 
agent/owner, request a 2-lot commercial subdivision at 845 West 800 North in the Industrial 
(IND) zone; TIN #05-052-0043. 
 
STAFF:  Ms. Clifford reviewed the Staff Report as written, recommending conditional approval. 
 
PROPONENT:  Brian Lyon confirmed for Commissioner Kerr that the area to the north would 
serve as a private road back to the property. 
 
PUBLIC:  None 
 
COMMISSION:  Chairman Simmonds asked if there was a requirement that seven (7) parking 
stalls be created.  Ms. Clifford advised that it is adequately paved with sufficient room and 
enough clearance space for a drive aisle.  The Commission could, however, add a condition 
that the stalls be formally painted.  Chairman Simmonds noted that she would prefer to see the 
parking stalls properly marked. 
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Ms. Clifford confirmed for Commissioner Hall that 30 ft. in the rear is adequate and can be 
reviewed in the future as necessary. 
 
MOTION: Commissioner Lee moved that the Planning Commission conditionally approve  
PC 11-023 for a Subdivision Permit for the property located at 845 West 800 North with the 
conditions of approval as listed below.  Commissioner Hall seconded the motion.   
 
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 
This project is subject to the proponent or property owner agreeing to comply with the following 
conditions as written, or as may be amended by the Planning Commission. 
 

1. All standard conditions of approval will be recorded with the Design Review and 
Subdivision Permit and are available in the Community Development Department. 

2. Prior to recordation of the final plat, a performance landscaping plan, prepared in 
accordance with §17.39 of the Land Development Code (LDC), shall be submitted for 
approval to the Community Development Department. The plan shall include street trees 
at 30 foot centers along all public rights-of-way. Tree species and size shall be 
determined by the City Forester.  

3. Prior to recordation of the final plat, street trees shall be installed in any existing 
landscaped park strip, adjacent to Lots 1 and 2. The remaining required street trees and 
irrigation shall be installed as the future sidewalk is installed along 800 West, as per the 
City Engineer’s request.   

4. No signs are approved with this Design Review Permit. All signs must be approved 
through the Sign Permit process, as per the LDC §17.40. 

5. Prior recordation of the final plat, the Director of Community Development shall receive a 
written memorandum from each of the following departments or agencies indicating that 
their requirements have been satisfied: 
a. Water / Cross Connection 

1. Each property must have a separate culinary water connection and cannot share 
landscape irrigation systems.  

 
FINDINGS FOR APPROVAL FOR THE SUBDIVISION PERMIT 
The Planning Commission bases its decisions on the following findings supported in the 
administrative record for this project: 
 
1. The proposed project has been revised and amended by the conditions of project approval 

to conform to the requirements of Title 17 of the Logan Municipal Code, the City of Logan 
Public Works Standards and Specifications, and the requirements of various departments 
and agencies. 

2. The Subdivision Permit is issued in conformance with the requirements of Title 17 of the 
Logan Municipal Code.  

3. 800 North and 800 West, which provide access and other infrastructure to the subject 
property, have adequate capacity or suitable level of service for the proposed project.  

4. The project provides landscaping in conformance with the General Plan and Title 17 of the 
Logan Municipal Code. 

 
[Moved: Commissioner Lee   Seconded: Commissioner Hall    Passed: 4,0] 
 Yea: H. Hall, J. Kerr, K. Lee, J. Wuthrich    Nay:      Abstain:   
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PC 11-024  APG Expansion.  Design Review Permit.  Lundahl Bldg/Ardenwood LLC, 
authorized agent/owner, request a 10,000 SF addition to the existing facility for manufacturing at 
1025 West 1700 North in the Industrial (IND) zone; TIN #04-154-0008. 
 
STAFF:  Mr. Goins reviewed the Staff Report as written, recommending conditional approval. 
 
PROPONENT:  None 
 
PUBLIC:  None 
 
COMMISSION:  None 
 
MOTION: Commissioner Hall moved that the Planning Commission conditionally approve  
PC 11-024 for a Design Review Permit for an addition to the existing facility at 1025 West 1700 
North with the conditions of approval as listed below.  Commissioner Wuthrich seconded the 
motion.   
 

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 
This project is subject to the proponent or property owner agreeing to comply with the following 
conditions as written, or as may be amended by the Planning Commission. 
 
1. All standard conditions of approval will be recorded with the Design Review Permit and are 

available in the Community Development Department. 
2. A performance landscaping plan, prepared in accordance with LDC §17.39 shall be 

submitted for approval to the Community Development Department prior to the issuance of 
the building permit. Varieties and sizes of all plant material shall be specified on the plan.  

3. 11 additional parking stalls shall be provided on-site. All new parking areas created need to 
include a minimum of 18 SF of interior parking lot landscaping per every stall provided. An 
alternative parking plan as per LDC §17.38 may be approved. 

4. All exterior lighting shall be designed and installed as per LDC §17.36.210 so that luminaries 
are shielded and downcast to minimize light trespass, glare and sky glow.   

5. No signs are approved with this Design Review Permit. All signs must be approved through 
the Sign Permit process. 

6. Prior to issuance of a Building Permit, the Director of Community Development shall receive 
a written memorandum from each of the following departments or agencies indicating that 
their requirements have been satisfied: 
a. Water/Cross Connection  

1.   A fire sprinkling system riser (if rebuilding) must have a double check detector / 
backflow preventer installed and/or PRV to accommodate high system pressure. 

 

FINDINGS FOR APPROVAL FOR THE DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT 
The Planning Commission bases its decisions on the following findings supported in the 
administrative record for this project: 
 
1. The proposed project has been revised and amended by the conditions of project approval 

to address the issues and concerns raised within the public and administrative records. 
2. The proposed use is compatible with surrounding land uses of the IP zone and will not 

interfere with the use and enjoyment of adjoining or area properties because the project is 
an extension of an existing manufacturing use and the amount of open space and 
landscaped area provided. 
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3. The Design Review Permit conforms to the requirements of Title 17 of the Logan Municipal 
Code. 

4. 1000 West, which provides access and other infrastructure to the subject property, have 
adequate capacity or a suitable level of service for the proposed use.  

5. The proposed building designs and land uses are compatible with surrounding 
neighborhood character. 

6. The proposed uses as conditioned provide adequate off-street parking in conformance with 
this Title. 

7. The project provides landscaping and open space in conformance with the General Plan 
and Title 17. 

 
[Moved: Commissioner Hall   Seconded: Commissioner Wuthrich   Passed: 4,0] 
 Yea: H. Hall, J. Kerr, K. Lee, J. Wuthrich    Nay:      Abstain:   

 
PC 11-025  Firehouse Pizza EMD Sign.  Design Review Permit.  YESCO/Greg Chambers, 
authorized agent/owner, installation of new monument sign with an electronic message display 
at 880 South Main in the Commercial (COM) zone; TIN #02-170-0004. 
 
STAFF:  Ms. Clifford reviewed the Staff Report as written, recommending conditional approval. 
 
PROPONENT:  None 
 
PUBLIC:  None 
 
COMMISSION:  None 
 
MOTION: Commissioner Wuthrich moved that the Planning Commission conditionally approve  
PC 11-025 for a Design Review Permit for an Electronic Message Display sign at 880 South 
Main with the conditions of approval as listed below.  Commissioner Kerr seconded the motion.   
 
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 
This project is subject to the proponent or property owner agreeing to comply with the following 
conditions as written, or as may be amended by the Planning Commission. 
 
1. All standard conditions of approval will be recorded with the Design Review Permit and are 

available in the Community Development Department. 
2. The proposed EMD Monument sign shall be placed as indicated on the application, and 

shall not be within the Site Distance Triangle. 
3. No off premise advertising shall occur on any portion of the sign. 
4. The proposed EMD sign area shall not exceed 24 square feet. 
5. The proposed EMD sign transitions, frame effects, dwell time, operational characteristics 

and brightness and intensity shall comply with LDC §17.40.130. 
6. This EMD sign and any other permanent commercial signage proposed on this property 

shall obtain a sign permit from the Department of Community Development prior to 
installation. The sign permit shall be issued as per LDC §17.40. 

7. The following transitional effects are prohibited: scrolling, traveling, and any text or graphic 
that “moves” or “has the appearance of movement” not specified in LDC §17.40.120. 

8. The following frame effects are prohibited: flashing, blinking, starburst, animation & video, 
and any new frame effects not identified herein.  

9. No sign shall utilize white background for greater than or equal to 50% of the sign area. 
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10. Each message/ advertisement (spot) displayed on the EMD shall remain “on” and static for a 
minimum of six (6) seconds.  

11. The EMD sign shall not exceed brightness/intensity levels of 3,000 NITS during daytime (15 
minutes after sunrise) hours and 500 NITS during nighttime (15 minutes after sunset) hours. 

12. Any proposed exterior lighting intended to illuminate signage on this property shall be dark-
sky friendly with a concealed lighting source. 

 
FINDINGS FOR APPROVAL 
The Planning Commission bases its decisions on the following findings supported in the 
administrative record for this project:  
 
1. The proposed project has been revised and amended by the conditions of project approval 

to address the issues and concerns raised within the public and administrative records. 
2. The proposed project has been revised and amended by the conditions of project approval 

to conform to the requirements of Title 17 of the Logan Municipal Code, the City of Logan 
Public Works Standards and Specifications, and the requirements of various departments 
and agencies. 

3. The proposed project is compatible with existing land uses and zoning regulations for the 
installation of a new EMD monument sign. 

4. The design review permit is issued in conformance with the requirements of Title 17 of the 
Logan Municipal Code. 
 

[Moved: Commissioner Wuthrich   Seconded: Commissioner Kerr    Passed: 4,0] 
 Yea: H. Hall, J. Kerr, K. Lee, J. Wuthrich    Nay:      Abstain:   
 

Other Business: 
Commissioner Wuthrich was recognized for his service on the Planning Commission.   
Commissioner Blaser will be honored at the July 28 meeting. 
 
Workshop Item(s):  No meeting July 14 
 
Meeting adjourned at 6:29 p.m. 
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Minutes approved as written and digitally recorded at the Logan City Planning Commission 
meeting of June 23, 2011. 
 
 
 
 
___________________________________  ___________________________________ 
Michael A. DeSimone     Jeannie Simmonds 
Community Development Director   2011 Planning Commission Chair 
 
 
 
 
___________________________________  ___________________________________ 
Glen Goins      Russ Holley  
Planning Manager     Senior Planner  
 
 
 
 
___________________________________  ___________________________________ 
Kristen Clifford     Debbie Zilles  
Planner II      Administrative Secretary 
 
 
 
 


