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BENZIE COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 
March 14, 2013 

 
The Benzie County Planning Commission met in a regular meeting on March 14, 2013 in room 206, Benzie 
County Government Center, Beulah, MI, 49617 

 
MEMBERS PRESENT: Planning Commission Vice Chair Nena Bondarenko, Secretary Susan Zenker, 

Don Tanner, Glen Rineer, Adrian Poulisse Lori Hill 
MEMBERS EXCUSED:  Peg Minster 
MEMBERS ABSENT:  None 
STAFF PRESENT:  Chris Olson – Benzie County Administrator, Kathy Ralston – Recording Secretary 
OTHERS PRESENT: Betsy Evans – Joyfield Township, Ted Wood-Joyfield Township, Dave Long – 

Blaine Township, Deb Lindgren – Joyfield Township, Chuck Beale – Blaine 
Township, Michelle Foster – Northwest Michigan Council of Governments 
(NMCOG). 

 
I. Vice Chair Bondarenko called the meeting to order and led the pledge of allegiance at 7:32p.m. 
 

II. Approval of Agenda 
             Motion by Tanner seconded by Poulisse to approve the agenda as presented. 
             Ayes: Bondarenko, Zenker, Tanner, Rineer, Poulisee, Hill Nays:  None. Motion Carried 

 
III. Approval of Regular Minutes from February 14, 2013: 

On page 4, line 45, ‘Mark Florian’ is spelled incorrectly. The correct spelling is ‘Marc Florian.’ So 
corrected. 
Motion by Tanner seconded by Zenker to approve Regular Minutes from February 14th   
as corrected. 
Ayes: Bondarenko, Zenker, Tanner, Rineer, Poulisee, Hill Nays: None. Motion Carried 

                           
IV. Public Input-Items on Agenda:  

Chuck Beale-Blaine Township commented on agenda item VI. A.‘Blaine Township Zoning Ordinance-
Review and Comment.’ He cited a report by Michigan State University Extension (MSUE) land use 
educator Kurt Schindler posted on the MSUE website, dated December 31, 2012. Mr. Beale stated, 
“I’ll just read to you what it says your job is:”  
 

“Thus the county’s comments on a township proposed zoning ordinance 
 is based on two things:  
1. Coordinating the zoning ordinances proposed with the zoning ordinances 
of a township, city, or village having a common boundary. However it is not  
enough to conduct a simple coordination. There also needs to be judgment if  
the coordination issue-if any-is the result of the newly proposed zoning ordinance,  
or a result of issues with zoning in one of the surrounding municipality zoning  
ordinances. 
2. Review against the county Master Plan, using the county Master Plan  
as the indicator of the future direction for the county as the determine if  
coordination issue caused by newly proposed zoning ordinance, or with  
neighboring existing zoning. 
 
Each review comment made by the county planning commission should be  
specific, and should include a direct citation to (1) adjacent zoning section 
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where the coordination issue occurs, and (2) direct citation to the chapter  
and verse of the County Master Plan and working papers (e.g. page number,  
paragraph, or goal, objective, strategy enumeration). Note: if the concern or  
comment cannot be directly tied to such direct citations then the comment  
should not be made by the county planning commission.” 

  
Mr. Beale further stated, “What I reviewed that you did in Gilmore was highly inappropriate. It went 
beyond what you should be doing and went into micromanaging a township’s ordinance. Now, our 
township as well as Gilmore Township has had attorney review. In your comments to Gilmore, you 
suggest that they have it reviewed by the attorney, which had been already done. If you would like to 
know the qualifications of our attorney, I have them right here. They are immense. They represent 
more than 45 municipalities in the state of Michigan. They know what they’re doing. So, if you’re 
going to be making comments about specific items within our zoning ordinance, you better have an 
attorney make those comments and you better have supporting documentation to support his 
argument that somehow our zoning ordinance is invalid.”   
 
Deb Lindgren- Joyfield Township: “I’m here to thank this planning commission for being here. A year 
ago I wondered why the township boards were so terrified of the county having a planning 
commission and I’m beginning to understand now. Because it’s mandated by the state that they run 
their ordinances past a county planning commission, if one exists. In my opinion, if they have things in 
their ordinances that could be exclusionary or restrictive and excessive, or whatever, I feel much 
better knowing that we have a county planning commission to review that ordinance. We all know 
that when you (county PC) review it, you make your comments and that they (townships) can take  

             them home and throw them in the trash. They don’t have to do anything you say. You just are  
             commenting on it and the state says that’s the way it’s going to be. I do appreciate that because I feel  
             there’s a lot of biased stuff going on out in the southern townships out in farming territory. I feel that  
             you are part of our safety net now to make sure that things are done correctly or at least voice  
             your opinion, unbiased about an ordinance that some people out in our direction aren’t getting any  
             say in. So, I truly appreciate everything you’re doing. I think you’re qualified to do it and you also have  
             attorneys that are well educated and know what they’re talking about, helping you do these things. I     
             believe that if these townships have problems and they end up going into to court because someone  
             takes them there, the main reason they didn’t want the (county) planning commission is that there  
             are documented words saying that there are some things they (county PC) felt weren’t appropriate in  
             those ordinances and you have voiced your comments as the state said you should. I appreciate the  
             backup on things that could be being done inappropriately by the township planning commissions.  
             Thank You.”    
              
V. Unfinished Business 

 
A. BCPC Goals and Objectives 2013 

Discussion on the BCPC support document ‘BCPC Goals and Objectives 2013.’ The planning 
commission mission statement has been approved by the majority of the PC and posted on 
the PC page on the county website. That item can therefore be indicated as ‘completed’ on 
the Goals and Objectives sheet.  
There was discussion on the item ‘Increase community outreach and intergovernmental 
cooperation.’ This item should remain on the Goals and Objectives list. The PC continues to 
discuss hosting educational events relevant to the county Brownfield program or grant writing 
education.   

 
B. Comprehensive Plan Update 
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1. Data Update in Base Document – Michelle Foster 
Bondarenko said she asked Michelle Foster from NMCOG to attend tonight’s meeting.  
Ms. Foster has prepared updates related to demographic information in the base 
document of the Benzie County Comprehensive Plan (BCCP). She provided a draft 
document with suggested demographic updates and distributed to the PC.   
Foster said she used the same format and structure from the current master plan and 
plugged in updated census information where appropriate. She also included some 
information on more recent demographic trends along with strictly updating the 
numbers. This is a baseline beginning draft. Foster said PC members will likely have 
greater insight as to which sections should be further expanded.  
There was discussion on data just released from the American Community Survey 
(ACS) which suggests that Benzie is showing a slight loss in population. However, the 
change indicated by the ACS data is small enough that it could almost be accounted for 
through the percentage error. The estimated loss amounts to approximately 82 
individuals. For the BCCP updates, the PC may want to simply show that the county 
gained population up to 2010.  
Olson asked if there was other data from ACS that could be useful for the BCCP data 
updates. 
Foster said one of the most notable tends is the increase in the 45 and over age group 
along with the decrease in the children to young adults group. This is a trend that is 
occurring throughout the region. She also said the number of self-employed workers in 
this area is almost double that of the state. Additionally, the number of individuals 
employed in home occupation situations is also almost double the state figure. 
Another notable statistic for Benzie is that educational attainment for high school 
graduation is actually higher than the state average and on par for bachelor degree 
attainment.  
Tanner noted paragraph 2 under the ‘Physical Description’ section. The county no 
longer provides zoning services at all so that language needs to be updated. Presently, 
it could be noted that only Colfax and Joyfield do not have zoning. Both of those 
communities are currently working toward adopting zoning ordinances. The other 17 
communities within the county are all currently zoned.   
Bondarenko thanked Foster and NMCOG for the assistance. She asked the 
commissioners to review the draft updates and submit comments and suggestions to 
herself and Kathy Ralston. Ralston can compile the current suggestions and begin 
incorporating more language as the commissioners suggest.    
Ralston said the base document exists electronically in PDF format. She is not sure if 
there is a Microsoft Word version of the document. PDF documents are generally not 
editable without Adobe Professional software. She will search to see if the archived 
planning department files contain a Word version of the base document.   
 
Olson reported that he has not received anything from Rob Carson (Manistee County 
Planning Director) requesting compensation for the master plan review which he 
recently completed.   
Bondarenko: Suggested that the PC could request that Mr. Carson return for a work 
session at the time of the May meeting for the purpose of moving forward with the 
master plan updates. 
Ralston: reminded the PC that in terms of strictly updating the data contained in the 
plan, Carson said he could help by compiling all available Benzie County GIS layer maps 
to eventually be incorporated into the master plan where appropriate. 
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Bondarenko: said she would follow up with Carson to make sure he is making the 
contacts necessary to gather all current available GIS maps.   

 
C. Planning Commission Budget Report 

Olson reported that the PC has currently spent 16.5% of its budget for the year. We are at 
about the 43% mark for the fiscal year. The PC has a $9,000 budget and has spent $1,486 to 
date. The PC has budgeted for all its members to take the MSUE citizen planner course and 
there is ample opportunity funding wise to do that.  

 
D. Statutory Guidelines for 2013-Progress Report 

1. Capital Improvements Plan (CIP) 
Three documents were given to the PC with regard to the CIP.  

 The draft letter to be sent to all entities budgeted through the county requesting 
information on planned projects or projects underway. 

 The form to be attached to the letter to be filled in by the recipients and returned 
to the PC. 

 The recipient list to review for errors or omissions.  
There was discussion on what the deadline date should be requesting that the completed 
form(s) be returned to the PC. It was decided to submit May 1st as the deadline rather than 
April 11th in order to give the entities enough time to review and return the forms. There 
should still be enough time to incorporate the information into the CIP to be ready for the 
beginning of the county budget cycle. The Benzie Conservation District was not included in the 
draft recipient list. Following discussion, it was decided to include the Conservation District in 
the final list.  
Motion by Tanner, seconded by Poulisse to send the letter requesting information on capital 
improvement projects with attached form to the recipient list with the Benzie Conservation 
District added. 

               Ayes: Bondarenko, Zenker, Tanner, Rineer, Poulisee, Hill Nays:  None. Motion Carried 
2. Annual Report 

Bondareko said that after recent discussion with Minster, they agreed to schedule a 
meeting of the BCPC Executive Committee for the purpose of drafting the annual 
report. Bondarenko scheduled this meeting for April 11 at 6:30p.m. before the regular 
meeting.   

3. Budget Request 
Discussion: The budget request will reflect what is presented in the annual report and 
will be presented to the Board of Commissioners along with the annual report.  
Tanner suggested that the annual report should include any costs incurred through the 
master plan update process. 

 
E. BCPC Grant Research and Writing Committee Report 

Bondarenko: is the chair of that committee. She said the committee is aware that there will 
be a grant opportunity through NMCOG. Application materials for that opportunity will likely 
be sent to the PC sometime during the summer. She said the committee continues to research 
grant opportunities.  
Poulisse: Asked about training for grant writing.   
Bondarenko: Said she will call Matt McCauley back to see if there is a minimum number of 
participants that would allow NMCOG to teach a grant writing course in Benzie.  
 

F. Benzie County Brownfield Redevelopment Program Status Report 
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Tanner reported that the draft bylaws have been returned from the attorney and are ready to 
give to the Brownfield Authority once all the members have been appointed. Tanner and 
Olson recently met with Marc Florian and talked about the disciplines that should be 
represented on the authority. Some of the categories discussed were; a tie to the county land 
bank authority, someone from real estate, someone from banking, someone with a legal 
background, someone from the county EDC. There will be at least one representative from the 
county board of commissioners on the authority. The statute allows for 7 to 9 members. The 
discussion right now is that the number will probably be 7. It may be expanded in the future 
to 9 if needed. The board position has been advertised. There have been two letters of 
interest submitted so far. He pointed out that the board member on the authority with a legal 
background will not be the attorney for the authority. That is considered a conflict. Once the 
board is fully appointed by the county board as a whole, they will meet and ratify their bylaws 
and begin their work. All necessary paperwork has been completed and filed with the state. 
All costs for the setup and operation of the authority, including consulting and legal costs are 
able to be recouped through development costs paid for by the developers through 
brownfield projects.  

 
G. MSUE Citizen Planner Course-BC Planning Commissioner’s Progress Report 

Bondarenko said that the PC would like all members to take the citizen planner course who 
have not taken it. The PC has ample funding for all members to sign up for the course. 
Poulisse: Said the last course available that he saw was in Mount Pleasant. 
Bondarenko explained that there are in person courses available periodically but many are 
not nearby. There is the option to complete the course online as well. The cost is the same 
whether in person or online. It is $349. The planning commissioners can go to the MSUE 
website to look for in person or online opportunities for the course. If the members wish to 
sign up for the online course, they need to use their credit card to pay in full. They can then 
print the receipt and submit to county administration for reimbursement.    
 

H. Planning Commission Files/Records 
Zenker and Ralston: All file cabinets in the planning office are legal size. Legal size hanging file 
folders have been ordered. When the folders arrive, the files that Ralston has been keeping 
can be placed in the office. Zenker has banker’s boxes that she will put in the office to be used 
for materials that should be archived. Ralston said they plan to be very conservative and 
careful about throwing anything away. They anticipate that there will be materials that can be 
discarded such as educational materials that are more than a decade old. There will also be 
many documents that need to be kept and simply reorganized.  
Ralston reported on planning commission electronic files. She said that she currently has 
about 4GB of files which she has been storing on a removable drive and backing up onto her 
personal computer. She has not backed up these more recent files onto the computer that is 
currently in the planning office on the lower level of the government center mainly because 
the software on that computer is older. For example, Ralston is creating current documents in 
Microsoft Office 2010 and the planning computer has 2003. For this reason, many of the 
documents cannot be opened on the planning computer. In order to send documents to the 
printer in Equalization to have hard copy documents available for meetings, they have to be 
saved as PDFs, placed on the removable drive and transferred to the planning computer to be 
sent to the printer. These are official records that should be readily available to all planning 
commission members and county personnel on the county server. Ralston reported that 
today (March 21st) she spoke with Tony from Wyant about the possibility of updating the 
programs on the planning computer. Tony suggested that by the time the cost of updating the 
various programs on the old computer are factored in, you may be better off looking at what a 
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new computer would cost. Tony will send an estimate to Maridee in the administration office 
and she will pass this along to Ralston. This should be available for the PC executive 
committee meeting on April 11.  
Olson said it could be an item for the PC to submit as a capital improvement and included in 
the CIP.     
 

I. Lakes to Land Report 
At the PC’s request, Betsy Evans (Lakes to Land leadership committee member) reported 
that Lakes to Land has not had a meeting since the BCPC last met.  

 
J. Education event or forum hosted by the PC 

Bondarenko said the main idea for an educational project would be an educational 
opportunity on the county Brownfield Authority and program.  
Tanner: Said he spoke to Marc Florian about educational outreach on brownfield once the 
authority is up and running.   
Discussion followed on the options of Florian attending local governmental meetings to talk 
about brownfield or to hold a forum hosted by the BCPC.  
Tanner said he would discuss it with Florian further.  
Discussion: Both could also be done (attending local meetings and having an educational 
forum at the county).   

 
VI. New Business 

A. Blaine Township Zoning Ordinance-Review and Comment 
Discussion: The PC recognized that the ordinance is virtually the same as what Gilmore 
Township’s proposed ordinance was and the former Benzie County zoning ordinance. 
Tanner: Section 17.8 Transfer of Development Rights PUD Overlay Zone. The ordinance states 
“Intended Receiving Zones (in which bonus lots are permitted) are R-2, R-3 and VR (new zone, 
Village Residential). It can be noted that there is no VR district listed as a zoning district in 
section 4.1 and it is not included in the zoning map.  
Tanner: Commented on the wording in section 15.2 Home Occupations, specifically where it 
refers to minimum square footage requirements. He said he had previously discussed this 
with Chuck Beale and just recommends that zoning ordinances don’t overemphasize 
minimum square footage requirements. There is a trend toward smaller more energy efficient 
building techniques.  
Bondarenko: Commented on the lack of commercial or retail districts as listed districts in 
section 4.1. She noted that they are only allowed by special land use permit. 
Tanner: Commented that if you allow for commercial (for example) land use only by special 
use permit and isolated pockets of this type of development begin springing up, someone may 
attempt to make the case that it is spot zoning and challenge it legally.  
Tanner: Section 28.7: “I’m pretty sure that lot assemblage is not legal.” 
Tanner: Commented on comparison of zoning districts on the Gilmore/Blaine Township 
border. Along the shoreline, both the townships basically have RP 2.5 district zoning. When 
you jump into the interior, it goes from 5 (Gilmore) to 10 (Blaine). “I don’t think it’s any fault 
of Blaine’s. I don’t think it’s any fault of Gilmore’s. They inherited these maps and I don’t think 
there has been a lot of change from what was inherited from the county. So it is what it is.” 
He said it isn’t necessarily a problem at all but is just noting that there is that jump in zoning 
districts at the border.   
Tanner: Commented on Section 3.28-Government District. The Government Zoning District 
was carried over from the old Benzie County Zoning Ordinance. The incorporation of the 
Government Zoning District into the former county zoning ordinance was an attempt to 
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recognize that governmental entities have certain powers that a citizen may not have. 
However, it doesn’t mean they are not subject to regulation. He suggested that the township 
not include the government district and just zone it how they want to zone it. “I can tell you 
the price tag of litigating an ordinance that has that provision in it and if you have to defend it.  
In Benzie County, the state said they were going to come in and put a boat ramp in. The 
county ordinance went further and said that if a property was purchased by a governmental 
entity, the zoning then reverted to government district zoning. The attorneys for the property 
owners on Crystal Lake then pointed out that this constituted spot zoning. Rather than go 
through that, just zone the property the way you want it to be and leave the government 
district out.” 
Tanner: To address Mr. Beale’s public comments on referring to the county master plan in the 
PC’s commentary, Tanner noted that the Blaine ordinance as well as Gilmore Township’s and 
the former county zoning ordinance are based in the county master plan. Numerous public 
hearings were held where people talked about how these ordinances mesh with the county 
master plan. “So, for me it goes without saying that these ordinances do track very well with 
the county master plan.”  
Zenker: Commented that the page numbers in the ordinance don’t line up as they are listed in 
the Table of Contents. For example, Section 16.25 Light Manufacturing, Warehousing and 
Commercial Storage is listed in the Table of Contents as appearing on page 16-20. This section 
actually appears on page 16-14.   
Bondarenko: Stated that at the time the county ceased zoning services, there were known 
inconsistencies within the document. The county planning commission was in the process of a 
total review and reworking of the ordinance for the purpose of removing the inconsistencies. 
She commented on Section 15.2 Home Occupations. Michelle Foster from NMCOG spoke 
tonight about new demographic data that does show that more people are venturing into 
home occupation businesses. She recommends that anyone looking at adopting an ordinance 
should provide language in the ordinance that does not deter these business ventures and 
provides an environment conducive to their success. She said the data is showing that the 
creation of these home based businesses is something that is helping the economy in Benzie. 
She also recommended that ordinance language not be overly strict on minimum square 
footage requirements. She further commented on the omission of commercial or retail land 
uses in the list of zoning districts or on the zoning map. If the township wants to allow for 
these only as special uses, that’s up to them. However, she stated that she believes the 
ordinance language should be very specific as to what the special land use approval process 
will be. She suggested that maybe in the zoning map, it could be specified geographically 
where these special land uses are allowed. If you do this, you can avoid the tendency to create 
spot zoning. 
Tanner: Commented that you can create zoning that encourages commercial development 
that is not immediately recognizable as such. You can encourage the creation of home based 
businesses without encouraging an industrial look and feel in your community.    
Bondarenko: She commented that some of the noise restrictions on recreation vehicles in the 
ordinance look pretty standard. She recommended that the comment submitted to Gilmore 
on the Wind Energy Conversion Systems (WECS) section should be included in the 
commentary letter to Blaine Township.  
Tanner: Commented on Section 16.28 where it specifies the regulation of hunting hours. He 
recommends that the PC leave the comment intact as it was submitted in the commentary 
letter to Gilmore which reads, “Recommend simplifying this provision by allowing hunting 
during legal hunting hours as allowed by the Michigan Department of Natural Resources.” 
Bondarenko: Reiterated to the public present from Blaine Township that the suggestions 
provided by the county PC are advisory only. The township is under no obligation whatsoever 
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to follow the recommendations. She stated that, “We are all about intergovernmental 
cooperation.” She further stated that the review and commentary function for the county 
planning commission is prescribed by the Michigan Zoning Enabling Act. 
Section 16.21: There was discussion on recent changes to state statute regulating the mining 
of sand and gravel.  
Tanner: Suggested that this may be something else the county PC could comment on. The 
comment could be just to review for consistency between state statute and township 
ordinance language regarding the mining of aggregates. He also commented on Section 22.3.2 
Removal of Vegetative Cover. The same comment that was submitted to Gilmore can be 
submitted to Blaine, “We believe this provision presents challenges with enforcement. It 
would literally require the counting of trees to determine when the 50% threshold is reached. 
For this reason, we recommend review.” 
Olson: Advised the PC, “The statute does not have any limitations as to what you have to or 
don’t have to comment on in terms of a review. You are your own body. You review 
ordinances, master plans and other such documents utilizing your own expertise and 
experience.” 
Chuck Beale – Blaine Township: “Point of Order. I didn’t hear you, as the chair, acknowledge 
Chris to speak. He’s been speaking throughout this entire meeting off and on. It’s very 
confusing to the public. There is Robert’s Rules of Order on how to handle this. You should be 
handling this meeting more like your commission meetings.” 
Bondarenko: “We’re going to finish our discussion and then you are open to comment at 
public input again.”  
Tanner: Said, if we want to put the commentary letter in a format other than what we have 
done in the past, we can do that but we will need to engage Mr. Figura (attorney) or other 
legal counsel in order to do that.  
There was discussion on scheduling a special meeting to complete the commentary to 
Blaine. 
 

B. International Property Maintenance Code (IPMC) 
Bondarenko: This was placed on the agenda for informational purposes. The IPMC has 
recently been adopted by the Benzie County Board of Commissioners.  
Poulisse: “Was there a reason that it was brought in and adopted? Was it just the Question 
Mark Building (in Honor)?”  
Rineer: “I think it was in response to that and blight and dangerous buildings. The spirit of 
adopting it, I think, was for those purposes and to bolster the efforts of the local 
municipalities to deal with those issues. I think it probably was not considered long enough. I 
don’t think there’s any question about that. I’m sure it’s going to be looked at very closely at 
the next commissioner’s meeting.”    
Zenker: Said she wondered if there were other options, other than a document like that, to 
handle blight issues that may be isolated.   
Rineer: Said that he thinks the whole scope of the code was not really the intent when the 
commissioners decided to adopt it.  
Bondarenko: The IPMC will be discussed by the board of commissioners at their next meeting 
March 26 at 9am. 

 
VII. Correspondence 

A. Letter from Blaine Township PC Chair David Long with proposed ordinance attached- 
             Received 
B. Brochure from APA for National Planning Conference in Chicago April 13-17-Received 
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VIII. Presentations and Announcements  
Poulisse: Said he has a meeting with Congressman Benishek in Washington DC on Monday. He said 
he plans to talk to the Congressman specifically about federal funding for dredging.   
Tanner: Said it’s a huge issue that these harbors aren’t being maintained like they should be. 
 

IX. Public Input-Items On or Off the Agenda, within the Planning Commission’s Jurisdiction 
Betsy Evans – Joyfield Township: Said she wanted to follow up on a question that she had asked at 
the last BCPC regular meeting with regard to the county Agricultural Report that had been posted on 
the PC webpage. There was one page that appeared in the document which did not appear to belong 
there. She asked if the PC had discovered how the extra page came to be there.   
Zenker: Answered that she was working on the document at home after all the white papers were 
scanned. She has Adobe Professional software that was needed to descew and clarify the documents  
and to insert the maps where they belonged. It was simply a drag and drop issue. She unintentionally 
dragged and dropped a document off her desktop into the report. It was a mistake which has been 
corrected.   
Chuck Beale – Blaine Township: Said he didn’t want to put everyone on the defensive and he 
understands that everyone is doing the best job they can. He said that it would be appropriate for the 
BCPC to send a letter to all the townships that are adopting the language from the former county 
ordinance letting them know what the deficiencies are. It comes across as adversarial the way the PC 
is doing its commentary now although it may not be intended that way.   
He further stated, “I do believe that you should be talking to Kurt Schindler downstairs in regards to 
really what your function is here because I think you’ve gone beyond it. You should be looking at 
cross border issues and how it relates to the county master plan.” 
Deb Lindgren – Joyfield Township: Said she believes the PC is doing a good job and that it is just 
doing its job according to state statute in providing the commentary and that she appreciates the 
second look at everything.  

 
Next regular meeting of the planning commission is April 11 at 7:30pm in room 206 of the 
government center.  
 
There will be a Planning Commission Executive Committee at 6:30pm in room 206 for the purpose 
of drafting the BCPC Annual Report.         
 

X. Meeting was adjourned at 9:34pm. 
 

Respectfully Submitted: 
 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 
Susan Zenker – Secretary       Kathy Ralston – Recording Secretary 


