
 
CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF COMMERCE 

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 
Monday, January 8, 2018 

2009 Township Drive 
Commerce Township, Michigan 48390 

 
A. CALL TO ORDER: Vice Chairperson Schinzing called the meeting to order at 
7:04pm. 
 
ROLL CALL: Present:   Russ Schinzing, Vice Chairperson  

Brian Parel 
Tom Jones 
Bill McKeever 

  Absent:  Larry Haber, Chairperson (excused) 
     Brian Winkler, Secretary (excused) 
                     Also Present:  Dave Campbell, Township Planning Director  
     Jay James, Engineer/Building Inspector 
     
B. APPROVAL OF AGENDA  
MOTION by Jones, supported by Parel, to approve the Planning Commission Regular 
Meeting Agenda of January 8, 2018, as presented. 
       MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY  
C. APPROVAL OF MINUTES  
MOTION by Jones, supported by Parel, to approve the Planning Commission Regular 
Meeting Minutes of December 4, 2017, as presented.  

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY  
 
D. UPDATE OF ACTIVITIES  
In Brian Winkler’s absence, Vice Chairperson Schinzing asked Dave Campbell to 
provide a DDA update. 
 
Dave Campbell – Downtown Development Authority 

 Aikens met with the DDA Board regarding the 7th Amendment to his purchase 
agreement. 

 The Township Board accepted Mr. Aikens’ offer for the Library parcel. The DDA 
had to take some formal action along those lines also. 

 
David Scott further explained that a conditional agreement was made to purchase the 
old Library for $1.8 million, with $200,000 dedicated to the Township, at $10,000 per 
year, for trail and park maintenance. 
The agreement was that the buyer would cover the cost of the demolition, and that 
Township would have a choice in the company that performs the demolition. That 
contract will be awarded tomorrow at the Township Board meeting. 
They can’t purchase that property until they close on the entire parcel. In the meantime, 
as a condition of the purchase agreement, the Township will continue to own the 
property and the old Library building. The Township is using the building for a variety of 
police and fire training for Commerce Township, Walled Lake, Wixom, Novi, and for 
Sheriff’s Deputies. The training use will continue until the demolition of the building. 
After the demo, Bruce Aikens will put up signs on Martin Parkway and Pontiac Trail to 
identity his future project as “Five & Main”. 
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Dave Campbell – 
 The DDA also agreed to sell Parcel I, which is the vacant property along Martin 

Parkway, north of the Township Hall. They’re selling it to a daycare preschool, 
Gilden Woods. 

 That proposal should be before the Planning Commission in the next few months 
with a site plan for a new daycare center on that parcel. 

 Mr. Aikens also provided an update on his Five & Main development, which will 
also be before the Planning Commission in the next few months. 

 
Vice Chairperson Schinzing asked Dave Campbell to provide the Township Board 
update. 
 
Dave Campbell – Township Board 

 There were two Conditional Rezonings on the Township Board agenda for 
December, one of which is on your agenda this evening, Comfort Care. 

 As you all know, Comfort Care originally came before you as a Consent 
Judgment amendment. That went sideways when the adjacent property owner 
was not willing to sign off on the amendment to the Consent Judgment. 
Therefore, Comfort Care brought back the exact same project, but this time as a 
Conditional Rezoning. That was recommended for approval by the Planning 
Commission, and the Township Board approved the Conditional Rezoning in 
December. 

 The other Conditional Rezoning that went before the Board in December was the 
WOW gas station at the southwest corner of Commerce and Newton. On that 
request, the Township Board agreed with the Planning Commission’s formal 
recommendation to deny the Conditional Rezoning. 

 Also at that meeting, John Hindo announced his resignation from both the 
Township Board and the Planning Commission. My understanding is that he has 
accepted a new position with another law firm, and one of the conditions of the 
new job was that he resign to avoid any potential conflict of interest. 

 
Bill McKeever – Zoning Board of Appeals  

 Nothing to report. 
 
Jay James – Building Department 

 There hasn’t been much going on with the weather and the holidays. 
 It’s been slow, but we expect it to pick up again in the next few weeks. 

 
E. PUBLIC DISCUSSION OF MATTERS NOT ON THE AGENDA 
None 
 
F. TABLED ITEMS 
None 
 
G. OLD BUSINESS 
None 
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H. SCHEDULED PUBLIC HEARINGS: 
ITEM H.1. PSU17-005 – COMFORT CARE – SPECIAL LAND USE – PUBLIC 
HEARING 
Shahan Sikander & Hamza Sikander of Saginaw MI are requesting a Special Land Use 
for a new senior assisted living facility located east off of Decker Road, just north of 14 
Mile Road.  Sidwell No.: 17-35-400-056 
 
Vice Chairperson Schinzing opened the public hearing. 
 
No comments. 
 
Vice Chairperson Schinzing closed the public hearing.  
 
David Campbell, Planning Director, gave a review. He noted that the only significant 
change from the August approval are the revisions to the elevations, which he reviewed 
for the Commissioners. 
 
Mr. Sikander, 5225 Bay Road, Suite B, Saginaw, MI, was present to answer questions. 
 
Commission Comments: 
McKeever, Parel, Jones and Schinzing had no questions or comments. 
 
MOTION by Jones, supported by McKeever, that the Planning Commission approves, 
with a condition, Item PSU17-005, Comfort Care, Special Land Use, the request by  
Shahan Sikander & Hamza Sikander of Saginaw MI for Special Land Use for a new 
senior assisted living facility located east off of Decker Road, just north of 14 Mile Road.  
Sidwell No.: 17-35-400-056 
Move to approve PSU #17-005, a special land use for Comfort Care of Commerce 
(Shahan and Hamza Sikander), to allow a senior assisted living facility within the RM – 
Multiple Family Residential zoning district on 4.2 vacant acres along the east side of 
Decker Road, just north of 14 Mile Road.   
Special land use approval is based on a finding that the applicant has demonstrated, to 
the satisfaction of the Planning Commission and the Township Board, that the proposed 
use complies with the standards of Sections 26.110 and 34.08 of the Township’s Zoning 
Ordinance for special land use approval for a senior assisted living facility in the RM 
zoning district.   
Special land use approval is based on the following condition: 

1. Approval of a corresponding site plan by the Planning Commission. 
Discussion 
Jones – We are not setting any timing requirements on the start date? Is that up to the 
applicant? 
Campbell – Site plan approval is good for one year; that’s the standard. Special Land 
Use approval runs with the site plan. 
AYES:  Jones, McKeever, Parel, Schinzing 
NAYS: None 
ABSENT: Haber, Winkler   MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 
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I. NEW BUSINESS 
ITEM I.1. PSP17-0006 – COMFORT CARE – SITE PLAN  
Shahan Sikander & Hamza Sikander of Saginaw MI are requesting site plan approval 
for a new senior assisted living facility located east off of Decker Road, just north of 14 
Mile Road. Sidwell No.: 17-35-400-056 
 
David Campbell, Planning Director, gave a review. He explained the first condition listed 
in the recommended motion language with regard to Administrative review and approval 
of certain items. 
 
Mr. Sikander, 5225 Bay Road, Suite B, Saginaw, MI, was present to answer questions. 
 
Commission Comments: 
McKeever, Parel, Jones and Schinzing had no questions or comments. 
 
MOTION by Jones, supported by McKeever, that the Planning Commission approves, 
with conditions, Item PSP17-0006, Comfort Care, Site Plan, the request by Shahan 
Sikander & Hamza Sikander of Saginaw MI for site plan approval for a new senior 
assisted living facility located east off of Decker Road, just north of 14 Mile Road. 
Sidwell No.: 17-35-400-056 
Move to approve Site Plan # PSP17-0006, a 91-unit senior assisted living facility for 
Comfort Care of Commerce (Shihan and Hamza Sikander), to be located upon 4.2 
vacant acres on the east side of Decker Road just north of 14 Mile Road (PIN 17-35-
400-056).  Site plan approval is based on a finding by the Planning Commission that the 
January 2018 revisions to the building elevations relative to the elevations reviewed & 
approved by the Planning Commission in August 2017 are acceptable.   
Site plan approval is subject to the following conditions: 

1. Administrative review and approval by the Planning Department of a final site 
plan confirming compliance with the Township Zoning Ordinance relative to: 

a. The exterior lighting requirements of Article 31, including the design, 
location, and height of exterior fixtures; 

b. The dumpster enclosure requirements of Article 26;  
2. Engineered construction plans to be reviewed and approved by the Township 

Engineer consistent with their review letter dated June 15, 2017;  
3. Engineered construction plans to be reviewed and approved by the Township 

Fire Marshal consistent with his review letter dated May 22, 2017; 
4. All signs – including wall signs, freestanding signs, and directional signs – to be 

reviewed and approved under separate permit by the Township’s Building 
Department consistent with the standards of Article 30 of the Township’s Zoning 
Ordinance; 

5. Building Permit applications to be reviewed and approved by the Commerce 
Township Building Department; 

6. Approval of the Decker Road access to be formally approved by the City of 
Walled Lake. 

AYES:  Jones, McKeever, Parel, Schinzing 
NAYS: None 
ABSENT: Haber, Winkler   MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 
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ITEM I.2. NW CORNER – LOON LAKE/BENSTEIN ROADS – CONCEPTUAL 
REVIEW 
Jeff Katzen representing HRS Communities is requesting a conceptual review of a 
proposed single-family site condominium development located at 1225 Benstein Road. 
Sidwell No.: 17-28-401-006 
 
Mr. Katzen HRS Communities, 23370 Commerce Dr., Farmington Hills, MI, was present 
to address the request. 
 
Dave Campbell, Planning Director, gave a review.  
 
Dave Campbell – We’re talking about a vacant 5-acre parcel on the northwest corner of 
Loon Lake and Benstein Roads. We’ve see a concept plan for a neighborhood on the 
south side of Loon Lake Road for 23 houses. That site plan would have been before 
you this evening, but the developer is still working with the Township Engineer and 
Township Attorney. 
The concept plan before you is for 5 gross acres, however, those 5 acres take into 
account all the land that goes to the centerline of the road. When you remove the 60-
foot right-of-way, half right-of-way from Loon Lake Road and from Benstein Road, the 
developable portion of the acreage gets down to about 3.8 acres. 
The property is zoned R-1B, single-family detached. Key to our conversation this 
evening is the minimum lot size in R-1B, which is 70’ wide and 12,000 square feet, 
which is more or less a quarter of an acre. Mr. Katzen and his group propose 16 new 
single-family detached condominiums.  
There would be a new road that would connect with the existing neighborhood to the 
north, which is Twin Sun Lakes neighborhood. There would be a new point of access off 
Benstein Road, another off of Loon Lake Road, and connection to the existing 
development’s stub road, which is stubbed at the property line. 
The 16 lots are proposed to be 50’ and 110’ feet deep, which comes out to 5,500 
square feet per unit, so smaller lots and more density than what the property is currently 
zoned for. If this were to be a project that would proceed, we would have to, between 
the developer, Planning Department and Planning Commission, come up with a creative 
way to either rezone the property, amend the Zoning Ordinance, and/or amend the 
Master Plan, to make something like this fit. 
Mr. Katzen calculated, and I would tend to agree, if this property were to be developed 
in compliance with existing zoning, he could get 8 or 9 new homes on this piece of 
property. The way he is showing this configuration, he is hoping to get 16. 
The product that he’s offering, anecdotally, is something that we know there is a pretty 
strong demand for in the Township. These are marketed toward empty nesters; these 
single-family ranches of about 1,800 square feet, correct Mr. Katzen? 
 
Mr. Katzen – Yes, 1,800 if we put a second story on with a bedroom suite. 
 
Dave Campbell – This is something that people are regularly looking for, particularly 
empty nesters who want to stay in Commerce Township, but don’t want to take care of 
a 2,500 square foot, 2-story house with a half-acre lot anymore. 
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If the Planning Commission were to feel that this is a project that’s needed, and that this 
is a good location for this product, then we would have to get creative with how we 
would make it fit on this piece of property. This is a fairly dense development, given it’s 
existing zoning, and given how it’s designated on the master plan. 
I think Mr. Katzen is hoping to get some sense from you as a Planning Commission this 
evening, whether this in your opinion looks to be a viable project that he should invest 
more in as far as engineering and necessary approvals, or if you feel that this project is 
not necessarily the best fit for this piece of property. 
I’ll remind everybody of what you already know, which is that this is meant to be an 
informal discussion. Nothing anybody says is binding. We are certainly not looking for 
any kind of formal approvals. What we are looking for is just sort of a first reaction from 
the Planning Commission, as we usually do with these conceptual reviews, of whether 
or not you think this is something that should move ahead. 
 
Schinzing – Mr. Katzen, I would reiterate, this is really for you to get a feel from us of 
what we’re thinking and nothing here is binding. We will give you our best opinion. We 
obviously can’t speak for the Township Board either. We are a recommending body to 
them. Do you have something you’d like to present? 
 
Mr. Katzen – Have you all seen the packet that we presented? 
 
Schinzing – Yes. 
 
Mr. Katzen – I can answer any questions, and I can tell you more about our company. 
 
Schinzing – Why don’t you tell us a little bit about other projects you’ve done similar to 
this. 
 
Mr. Katzen – Currently, we have a project in Westland on Newburgh Road, Clyde Smith 
Farms. It’s 146 detached condos. Those lots are about 60’ x 110’. On that site, we’re 
building this product, plus a colonial of 4-bedrooms and 2.5 baths, about 2,300 square 
feet, and a 3-bedroom colonial that’s about 1,800 square feet. 
This particular house can be built as a ranch, or a ranch with a second story. On that 
site, we just closed on our 100th home. We have 20 under construction and another 20 
to sell. 
 
Schinzing – What are they selling for? 
 
Mr. Katzen – This particular plan, $325,000 to $340,000 or $350,000, but on average, 
they’re about $300,000. 
 
Dave Campbell – Are you thinking these are in the $320,000 to $350,000 range? 
 
Mr. Katzen – Probably $325,000 to $350,000. 
 
Jones – With two stories, or one? 
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Mr. Katzen – That would be with the 2-story. They’re craftsman style. It’s a very unique 
property because it’s multi-generational. You could have two master suites on the 
house. You could have a 3-bedroom ranch, or a 2-bedroom and a den, with a big great 
room, kitchen and dining area. On the upper level, you could build another master suite 
up there, then you could have a big family room. If someone has kids that come back 
from college, they could take the upstairs wing. Or if there’s elderly parents, they can be 
on the main floor. 
 
Jones – Two-car garages? 
 
Mr. Katzen – Yes. 
 
Dave Campbell – Is it a true site condominium in the sense that the owner owns, not 
just the interior, but is responsible for the maintenance of the exterior, cuts their own 
grass, and fixes their own roof? 
 
Mr. Katzen – We’re not sure yet. It depends and we could go either way on that. There 
may be a demand for more of a condo type amenity where that is all included. We need 
to do more market research. 
 
Commission Comments: 
McKeever – In order for this to move forward, it would have to be rezoned? 
 
Dave Campbell – I’m not sure it’s as simple as that because with the 5,500 square foot 
lots, we don’t have a zoning district that permits lots that small. Our smallest zoning 
district lot is R-1D which is 7,200 square feet. Another possibility might be to do it as a 
PUD, but again the idea with that is the development is consistent with the density 
requirements of the Township’s Master Plan. The Master Plan calls for a density here of 
about 3.5 units per acre. If I'm doing my math right, when we take away the road right-
of-way, this is a little over 4 units per acre. 
By any measure, it’s a pretty dense development for this piece of property based on 
what it is currently zoned and what it’s master planned for. 
 
McKeever – I personally would not be in favor of the density. I think it would be tough 
getting the surrounding neighborhoods onboard. I think it would be another Westlake 
issue like we had over across from the hospital. I would not be comfortable with these 
lot sizes. 
 
Dave Campbell – So your discomfort is the lot sizes and the density that goes along 
with it? 
 
McKeever – Yes. Just looking at the site plan, the aerial, it screams cookie-cutter which 
is what we try so hard to get away from in our Ordinance. I can just see one of those 
nights where you pull up for the public hearing and there’s a thousand cars in the 
parking lot. 
 
Mr. Katzen – Would different elevations ... 
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McKeever – These are just preliminary comments. I’m not happy with the density. I 
know there’s a reason why you want 16 homes instead of 8. 
 
Mr. Katzen – On the second page of the handout that I just gave you, it shows what a 
site plan would look like under the current zoning requirements. We’ve met with Mr. 
Campbell a couple times, and he expressed that the Township would be looking for 
connectivity to the north, and future connectivity to the west. That site plan ... 
 
McKeever – There's still got to be some continuity with that connectivity. I mean you’re 
connecting to lots of 12,000 square feet, and these are proposed to be half the size. 
 
Mr. Katzen – Right. In this site plan, you would have long, 70’ wide lots that are backing 
to Benstein Road basically. I don’t know how much of a demand there would be for that 
type of housing with that type of situation. We know that there is a pent-up demand for 
some sort of empty nester product in the market. 
 
McKeever – But this doesn’t meet any of our zoning. There's not even a zoning that 
allows for lots this small. 
 
Mr. Katzen – How would we get to that? 
 
Dave Campbell – I think the best option would be to pursue it as a PUD. Then you can 
kind of work outside the strict parameters of the Zoning Ordinance. You’d be looking at 
it in terms of units per acre, and not necessarily straight lot size. Again, if there's a 
sense that this is a size 12 foot in a size 8 shoe, regardless of how creative we get, if 
you think it’s too much on too small of a piece of property, that is something the 
developer should hear earlier, rather than later. 
 
McKeever – Those are my initial thoughts on it. 
 
Dave Campbell – I don’t know that this necessarily speaks to your concerns or not, Mr. 
McKeever, but I do have a question for Mr. Katzen. The rendering that you gave, the 
houses are pretty uniform. Is that the intent, or would the intent be to mix them up a little 
bit? 
 
Mr. Katzen – Yeah, we have several different elevations. We would change the 
elevations and also the colors. It wouldn’t look as uniform. We just wanted to give an 
idea of the street view. We do have just under an acre of open space on the property 
where we would put a gazebo and passive areas in there.  
 
Parel – I don’t have any additional comments on top of what Bill mentioned, other than 
that I'm in agreement with Bill. I think they’re trying to put too many homes on the 
property. I understand that the rendering might not be a direct representation of how 
each home would look, but it does look a little cluttered to me. If we don’t have the 
zoning for it, I don't think it makes sense to go forward with it. I just wonder if there is a 
compromise in between the two, with the rendering that we were given in the 
conceptual layout, which would be the most fitting with the current zoning. 
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Jones – I'm also in agreement with Bill. This second traditional layout concept on Page 
2 shows an area of 16,520 square feet. Did you ever think of even going to our 
minimum of R-1D? I'm not sure that the Commission is even in favor of that, but I'm not 
quite sure what this second page is supposed to represent. It represents 70’ wide? 
 
Mr. Katzen – Yeah. 
 
Jones – The 70’ gives you 9 places according to that? 
 
Mr. Katzen – Yes. 
 
Jones – Dave, what are the minimum widths? 
 
Dave Campbell – R-1B has a minimum width of 70’, R-1D has a minimum width of 50’, 
but it also has a minimum lot size of 7,200 square feet. What is being proposed are 16 
lots of 5,500 square feet, so a little bit smaller than the minimum lot size. They meet the 
minimum lot width but they’re not deep enough to make the minimum lot size. 
 
Jones – I understand that you’re going to come in here with a plan that is something you 
feel is a marketable item, and the more places you can build, the more you will get for 
your investment, but I would like to have seen something that initially came in here at 
our minimum size requirements, then we could go from there. I'm not in favor of 5,500 
square foot lots.  
Bill, would you even consider an R-1D? 
 
McKeever – Well that’s just it – if we could make the zoning work. This is something that 
we are not even zoned for. On the second rendering that was handed out, I don’t even 
see where you meet the minimum combined side yard setbacks. 
 
Jones – The second rendering looks like an aerial view of what’s on the last page of his 
handout. I’m not in favor of 16 units here at 50’. 
 
Schinzing – I do see on the rendering, there's no sidewalk along Benstein, but on this 
other rendering there is a sidewalk there. In any proposal, that sidewalk would be a 
requirement. 
Are they all going to be 2-story, or do you think some might be ranch? 
 
Mr. Katzen – I would think that there will be a mix of the ranch. 
 
Schinzing – Which could help in your elevation differentiation. 
 
Mr. Katzen – Yeah, it could help. 
 
Schinzing – The other thing I would add is that in a small space like this, with the 
amount of density, I think the garage doors just look too much like too many doors. You 
might consider going with a carriage door look to break that up. I have nothing else to 
add, other than what everybody else said. 
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Dave Campbell – At the risk of putting anybody on the spot, if they were able to make it 
fit into R-1D zoning, which would likely cost you a house or two, is that something that 
seems more palatable? If they came back with a Conditional Rezoning or a rezoning, 
and could at least comply with the R-1D dimensions? 
 
Schinzing – And meet the side yard setbacks? 
 
Dave Campbell – Yes, they would have to meet all the requirements. 
 
Open discussions continued regarding increasing the lot sizes to meet the 7,200 square 
foot minimum lot size, and reducing the number of units. The Master Plan for the site 
was reiterated, which is single-family, calling for density of 3.5 units per acre. The 
Commission was not in favor of creating a whole new zoning category for this type of 
house, although this type of housing seems to be in demand. The minimums for side 
yard setbacks were discussed further.  
 
Dave Campbell - If he was able to get the density, the lot size and everything right, as 
far as the look and design of the house, are we looking for variety in the building 
materials, colors, window styles, shingle colors, as opposed to the uniform look on the 
rendering? 
 
Jones – We have design standards. 
 
Dave Campbell – We do and they apply for a neighborhood of 10 or 11 units or more. 
So depending upon how the math works out for this, he may be right around that 
threshold. I think what I'm hearing is that the desire of the Planning Commission would 
be to see some variety in the housing styles. 
 
Schinzing – Yes, for sure. I don't think you’ll get it through if they all look even close to 
similar. 
 
Jones – I have reservations based upon the decisions of the Township Board. This 
would be a hard sell for them to go that small. They may not even want to see R-1D. 
 
Dave Campbell – You’re correct. Assuming that this goes forward as a rezoning of one 
form or another, it would have to go to the Planning Commission for recommendation, 
and then to the Township Board for formal approval. 
 
Discussion continued regarding road connectivity to Twin Sun Lakes, the possibility to 
curve the roadway, the development across the street which is Benstein Crossing with 
duplex condos, and the need to research that development further with regard to lot 
sizes, density and zoning. The minimum lot sizes and setbacks were reiterated, 
detached versus attached was discussed, with detached being anticipated as more 
favorable in accordance with the Master Plan, and the processes were addressed for 
each potential option of rezoning, Conditional Rezoning, or PUD. The Commissioners 
and Dave Campbell stressed that HRS should be prepared to present a quality 
development, quality housing, and quality housing as opposed to the bare minimums. 
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They also felt that even R-1D would probably be a hard sell. In addition, Mr. Katzen was 
warned that he should be prepared for a lot of pushback from the existing community, 
from the property owners adjacent to this site, regarding this development. 
 
J:  OTHER MATTERS TO COME BEFORE THE COMMISSION:   
None. 
 
K:  PLANNING DIRECTOR’S REPORT 

 NEXT REGULAR MEETING DATE:  FEBRUARY 5, 2018  
 We have a meeting tomorrow morning with Mr. Aikens and his team. 

o This is for the development we’ve been discussing for a while now, at the 
northeast corner of Martin Parkway and M-5, Five & Main. 

o Hopefully at tomorrow’s meeting we’ll be making a lot of progress 
procedurally on his team getting tasks in order for submitting a complete 
PUD application, that you as a Planning Commission could hold a public 
hearing on at your March 5th meeting.  

o The hope would be that a complete PUD application comes into the 
Planning Department in the early part of February so that we can send it 
out, get review comments, and get everything compiled to hold a 
productive public hearing in March.  

o If all goes well, the PUD would get a formal recommendation of approval 
from the Planning Commission, and it would get approved by the 
Township Board. 

o The idea would be that the developer would then have an approved PUD 
in hand when he goes to the shopping center convention in Las Vegas in 
May. 

o That is the tentative timeline right now. 
o Once he has PUD approval, he will return with a formal, detailed site plan. 

 As I mentioned, there is potential in February for the Planning Commission to see 
the proposal for the property at Loon Lake and Benstein. 

 You will see activity with the M-5 pedestrian bridge. They are beginning to 
mobilize. They will be clearing and grading in the second half of January. 

 
L: ADJOURNMENT  
MOTION by Jones, supported by Parel, to adjourn the meeting at 8:09pm. 
      MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 
 
 
 
______________________________ 
Brian Winkler, Secretary 


