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MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE  

PLAN COMMISSION, VILLAGE OF TINLEY PARK, 

COOK AND WILL COUNTIES, ILLINOIS 

 

October 18, 2018 

 

 

 

 

The Regular Meeting of the Plan Commission was held in the Council Chambers of Village Hall on October 18, 2018 at 

7:00 p.m. 

 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

 

ROLL CALL 

 

Plan Commissioners:  Ken Shaw, Chairman 

Tim Stanton 

Eduardo Mani 

    Garrett Gray 

Angela Gatto 

    Stephen Vick 

 

Absent Plan Commissioner(s):   Chuck Augustyniak 

Lucas Engel 

MaryAnn Aitchison 

 

Village Officials and Staff: Kimberly Clarke, Planning Manager 

    Dan Ritter, Senior Planner 

    Barbara Bennett, Commission Secretary  

 

Guest(s): J.C. Chi, Dave Mitchell, Bob Gomalski, Vince Tessitore 

 

CALL TO ORDER 

 

PLAN COMMISSION CHAIRMAN SHAW called to order the Regular Meeting of the Plan Commission for October 18, 

2018 at 7:00 p.m. 

  

COMMUNICATIONS 

 

None at this time 

 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

 

Minutes of the October 4, 2018 Regular Meeting of the Plan Commission were presented for approval.  A Motion was made 

by COMMISSIONER STANTON, seconded by COMMISSIONER MANI, to approve the Minutes as presented.  The 

Motion was approved by voice call.  CHAIRMAN SHAW declared the Motion approved as presented.  
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TO:   VILLAGE OF TINLEY PARK PRESIDENT AND BOARD OF TRUSTEES 

FROM:  VILLAGE OF TINLEY PARK PLAN COMMISSION 

 

SUBJECT:  MINUTES OF THE OCTOBER 18, 2018 REGULAR MEETING 

 

Item #1 WORKSHOP: BREMEN STATION – 6775 SOUTH STREET, VIN PROPERTIES LLC SITE 

PLAN APPROVAL, SPECIAL USE, VARIATIONS AND PRELIMINARY/FINAL PLAT 

APPROVAL 

Consider granting Site Plan approval and a Special Use Permit to the Petitioner, Vince Tessitore, on behalf 

of VIN Properties LLC to allow Accessory Residential Uses where street-level commercial is required and 

Variations from the Zoning Code to construct a 60,311 square foot 5-story mixed-use development 

consisting of 39 residential apartments and 4,579 square feet of retail space on the first floor for the property 

located at 6775 South Street in the DC (Downtown Core) Zoning District. 

 

 

Present were the following: 

 

Plan Commissioners:  Ken Shaw, Chairman 

Tim Stanton 

Eduardo Mani 

    Garrett Gray 

Angela Gatto 

    Stephen Vick 

 

Absent Plan Commissioner(s):   Chuck Augustyniak 

Lucas Engel 

MaryAnn Aitchison 

 

Village Officials and Staff: Kimberly Clarke, Planning Manager 

    Dan Ritter, Senior Planner 

    Barbara Bennett, Commission Secretary  

 

Guest(s): J.C. Chi, Dave Mitchell, Bob Gomalski, Vince Tessitore 

 

Dan Ritter, Senior Planner gave a presentation and displayed photos as noted in the Staff Report to consider granting Site 

Plan Approval and recommending that the Village Board grant the petitioner, Vince Tessitore on behalf of VIN Properties 

LLC, Final Plat approval, a Special Use Permit to allow Accessory Residential Uses where street-level commercial is 

required and Variations from the Zoning Code to construct a 60,311 square foot five (5) story mixed-use development called 

Bremen Station consisting of 39 residential apartments (20 one-bedroom, 19 two bedroom) and 4,579 square feet of retail 

space on the first floor for the property located at 6775 South Street in the DC (Downtown Core) Zoning District.   

The subject site is located on the southwest corner of 67th Ct. and South Street just west of the Boulevard project and east 

of Citi Bank, north of the Vogt Visual Arts Building which is run by the Tinley Park, Park District and south of the Metra 

commuter lot.  This is currently a vacant site that is 15,000 square feet with a vacated public right-of-way portion that is 

2,157 square feet that will be deeded to the developer and consolidated as a single lot for this development. Combined this 

site is just over 17,000 square feet.  The site was previously the Bremen Cash Store which was built in 1887.  The building 

was demolished in 2008 without the Village’s approval.  The current owner of this property has owned it since 2012 and 

began to develop plans.  From the Bremen Cash Store, the Village has kept some of the original oak columns that were used 
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with the hope that something could be repurposed from that building.  At this time the columns are not expected to be reused 

on the exterior but indicated the hope would try to use them either by the tenant or themselves on the interior.  Staff has 

recommended using them on the entryway to the apartments and restaurant. 

The Zoning is DC (Downtown Core) within the Legacy District. The petitioner will construct a 60,311 square foot mixed-

use building.  The building will be five (5) stories and 61 feet in height with 4,579 square feet of retail space on the first 

floor and 39 residential apartments units.  All one-bedroom units will be 800 square feet and the two-bedroom units will 

range in size from 945 square feet to 1270 square feet.  There will be a single two-bedroom unit of 945 square feet that will 

require a variation as the minimum size for a two-bedroom unit is 1,000 square feet. 

There will be a full basement and one-half of the first floor parking garage for residents only. There will be an underground 

enclosed parking garage with 28 parking spaces in the basement (22 standard and 6 compact). There will also be bike 

storage, restaurant storage, building storage and mechanical equipment, stairwells and elevators.  There will be a second 

floor rooftop terrace that will be shared by the residents.  On the fifth (5th) floor there will be an exercise room and lounge 

for the residents.  The first floor will be a restaurant with 13 parking spaces (11 standard and 2 ADA). The first floor will 

also include a trash area and garbage chute. The apartment entrance will be along South Street and a seven (7) foot wide 

outdoor dining space all on private property. There will be the rooftop terrace and eleven (11) apartments on the second 

floor and the third and fourth floor will have eleven apartments on each of the two floors.  The fifth floor will have the 

amenities and 6 apartments.  The proposed dining alcove will extend the entire width of the South Street frontage and would 

require a setback Variation to be a maximum of 7.8 feet to extend the entire building frontage. A Variation will also be 

required for public frontage buffer width of seven feet along 67th Court where no landscape buffer area is proposed between 

the sidewalk and roadway.  A Variation for on-street parking spaces on South Street will be required. Staff has also 

recommended working with the Park District to repair and stripe five (5) parallel parking spaces on their property. 

Mr. Ritter showed an image of the floor plans.  All units will be high-end luxury units, each with an in-unit washer and 

dryer.  All units will have a balcony, some recessed and some projecting.  Two (2) of the second floor apartments will have 

privately fenced patio space next to the shared resident roof terrace.  A Variation will be requested to permit balconies on 

the rear of the building that encroaches five feet (5’) into the rear yard setback where balconies are not permitted to encroach.  

A variation will be requested to allow floors 2-5 to be setback 44’ instead of the permitted maximum of five feet (5’).  The 

Petitioner is proposing to locate their common apartment entrance vestibule, lobby, and leasing office of approximately 138 

square feet on the first floor along South Street.  The Legacy Code indicates that the South Street frontage requires street 

level commercial and apartment amenities are only permitted with the Special Use Permit approval.  In the leasing office, 

a bathroom would be required.  It would not be acceptable to share a bathroom with the restaurant.  Staff recommends 

deleting the leasing office and using the lobby for that purpose.   

The parking garage will be accessed on the southeast corner along 67th Court by a private overhead door entrance.  Staff 

has safety concerns with vehicles exiting the development and potential conflict with pedestrians due to decreased visibility.  

The Petitioner stated they would add mirrors, signage or audible warnings to this exit.   

The restaurant will have a receiving door along 67th Court.  Staff is looking for clarification of the loading and receiving 

operations and truck locations for the restaurant and residents.   

The trash collection will be funneled to an enclosed room on the first floor of the parking garage.  Staff has requested 

clarification of the on-site garbage pickup operations.  Include residential and commercial spaces, expected pickup 

frequency, location and truck location/operation and the ability that a garbage truck can maneuver the space as proposed.   

Mr. Ritter displayed images of the elevations.  Staff has concerns regarding the large expanse of brick on the first floor on 

the west, south and east elevations.  On the north elevation there are a lot of windows, but on the other sides there is a lack 

of detail.  The other concern is the window locations, sizes and the appearance of the windows.  There is no flow in the 

current design.  The overall architecture has a harsh look.   
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A Variation to permit the building to be five (5) stories instead of the maximum of four (4) stories.  The five (5) stories are 

required to fit all the amenities.  The fifth floor is set back to allow for the roof terraces on the second floor.  The Boulevard 

is adjacent to this building and there is only four feet (4’) difference between the two buildings. 

There is limited landscaping due to the buildout of the building.  Streetscape plan details for the downtown are currently 

being designed by a Village consultant.  Staff recommends dressing up the southwest corner and the rooftop to soften the 

architecture and buffer the private balconies.   

The Petitioner will present a Unified Sign Plan to ensure signage styles and design is kept consistent with the development.   

The Code requirements for parking is one (1) covered stall for each resident.  There is no requirement for street-level 

commercial.  The total proposed is 41 covered parking spaces for the 39 units located within the building. There are 33 

standard size spaces, six compact spaces and two (2) additional spaces designed for ADA parking.  A Variation is needed 

to grant reduced size for parking stalls in the garage allowing for compact parking stalls in order to maximize the stalls.  

Staff has also recommended that some of the spaces be available to be converted to charging spaces for electric vehicles.  If 

there are other parking concerns, a parking study is recommended.   

There is one (1) bike parking space for each unit located in the basement parking garage.  There will also be a bike rack 

planned on the streetscape.  The location will be finalized when the streetscape plan is completed.   

A final photometric plan will be provided.   

The project includes the vacation of a 2,157 square foot triangle shaped portion of the right of way and consolidation of that 

land with the existing private lot.  A Plat of Vacation and Plat of Subdivision/Consolidation will be presented after attorney 

review.  

Mr. Ritter submitted a summary of the open items.      

Staff identified the following open items for discussion at the workshop: 

 

1. Open Item #1: Discuss the reuse and incorporation of turned oak columns from the original Bremen Cash Store 

building. 

 

2. Open Item #2: Discuss a Variation to permit a two-bedroom apartment to be 945 square feet instead of the 1,000 

square foot minimum required by code 

 

3. Open Item #3: Discuss a Variation to permit the front yard building setback to be a maximum 7.8 feet to allow an 

outdoor dining to be placed the entire length of the South Street frontage instead of a maximum of 50% of the 

frontage. 

 

4. Open Item #4: Discuss a Variation from the required public frontage buffer width of seven feet (7’) for approximately 

60 feet (60’) in length along 67th Court, where no buffer area is proposed between the sidewalk and roadway. 

 

5. Open Item #5: Discuss a Variation for required on-street parking spaces along South Street as required in 

Corridor Type D. 

 

6. Open Item #6: Final streetscape plans are being designed and shall be incorporated into the proposed plans prior 

to permitting. Staff recommends this be a condition of approval. 

 

7. Open Item #7: Formal correspondence and approval from the Tinley Park – Park District has not been submitted 

indicating they understand the proposal and agree with the proposed five (5) parallel spaces to be replaced on the 

Vogt Visual Arts property by the Petitioner. 
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8. Open Item #8: A curb or grade difference is required between the sidewalk and parallel parking spaces for the 

safety of pedestrians and vehicles. Staff recommends a condition be placed on the approval requiring a minimum 

six inch (6”) grade difference. 

 

9. Open Item #9: Discuss Variation to permit balconies to encroach five feet (5’) into the rear yard setback where 

balconies are not permitted to encroach. 

 

10. Open Item #10: Discuss Variation to allow floors 2-5 to be setback 44’ instead of the permitted maximum of five 

feet (5’). 

 

11. Open Item #11: Consider the proposed location of the apartment entrance vestibule, lobby, and leasing office. 

Consider alternative location off of the 67th Court frontage. 

 

12. Open Item #12: Consider if an on-site leasing office is necessary for the proposed development. If the on-site office 

is maintained, a restroom will need to be added. 

 

13. Open Item #13: Clarify and submit information on how conflicts between vehicles exiting from the garage and 

pedestrians using the sidewalk will be limited. 

 

14. Open Item #14: Clarification of the loading and receiving operations and truck locations for the restaurant and 

residents. Indicate truck locations and adequate right-of-way widths being maintained. If off-site truck parking is 

proposed, agreements should be supplied. 

 

15. Open Item #15: Clarification of the on-site garbage pickup operations. Include residential and commercial spaces, 

expected pickup frequency, location and truck location/operation and clarification that a garbage truck can 

maneuver the space as proposed. 

 

16. Open Item #16: Revise plans so that the metal canopy along 67th Court only encroaches a maximum of five feet 

(5’) into the right-of-way. 

 

17. Open Item #17: Discuss concerns with the large expanses of brick along the first-floor west, south and east 

elevations. 

 

18. Open Item #18: Discuss window locations, sizes and appearance. 

 

19. Open Item #19: Discuss any improvements to the overall architectural design of the building that could be made to 

make it more architecturally appealing. Staff suggests the architect look at different ways of creating a softer and 

more inviting design that ties into the downtown. 

 

20. Open Item #20: Discuss the Variation to permit the building to be five (5) stories instead of the maximum of four 

(4) stories. 

 

21. Open Item #21: Discuss plantings on west façade and maintenance concerns. Increased diversity of species and 

visual appearance is encouraged. 

 

22. Open Item #22: Discuss the need to provide a Unified Sign Plan and ensure signage styles and design is kept 

consistent within the development. 
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23. Open Item #23: A Variation will need to be granted to reduce the size of the parking stalls in the parking garage 

allowing for compact parking stalls measuring 8’ x 16’ allowing the project to maximize the parking garage space 

with compact vehicle spaces. 

 

24. Open Item #24: Discuss spaces to be easily converted to electrical vehicle charging locations. 

 

25. Open Item #25: If any parking concerns remain, the Developer should provide a parking study to support parking 

needs. 

 

26. Open Item #26: Staff recommends Site Plan approval be conditioned upon the final number of streetscape bike 

racks and locations be finalized once the final streetscape plan is completed 

 

27. Open Item #27: Supply all light fixture cut sheets and a final photometric plan needs to be provided. 

 

28. Open Item #28: Discuss Plat of Vacation and Plat of Consolidation. 

 

CHAIRMAN SHAW asked the Petitioner to speak. 

 

J.C. Chi, Architect displayed a presentation and noted he is familiar with all the open items and is continuing to work on 

them.  He would like to come up with a design that Tinley Park will be happy with.   

 

Regarding the Vogt Visual Arts Center, he had a conversation with them and they are working on the proposed five (5) 

parallel spaces. He plans an approval in writing as requested sometime early next week.    

 

On the main level, the resident trash room is located under the residential trash chute.  He has spoken to NuWay Trash and 

they have agreed they will not bring their trucks in. The maintenance crew or the trash driver will go into the trash room 

and roll out the trash bins to the trucks. The trash for the restaurant will be bagged and also carted out to the disposal 

service.  This will be clarified at the Public Hearing. 

 

Regarding the setback Variation of the one story terrace above the restaurant.  He wanted to keep the footprint of the 

apartments as rectangular as possible. He also wanted the round rotunda of the Boulevard to be able to be seen from Oak 

Park Avenue. Staff recommends using the triangular roof terrace above the restaurant as an amenity for the residents.   

 

Regarding the Special Use for the resident entrance of 18’.  Locating the resident entrance alongside the windows of the 

restaurant was done to vitalize South Street to create energy.  To consider an entrance on 67th Ct. it would interrupt the 

apartment’s floor plan in that area.   

 

Regarding the architecture, large brick walls are not attractive and more windows have been added on the 2nd, 3rd & 4th 

floors on an updated plan.  Windows could also be added in the stairwell.  He understands the aesthetic need to dress up 

the façade.  On the updated plan a change in color on the first floor has been added to create visual interest. He will work 

with staff to update the architecture prior to the Public Hearing. He intends to have a lounge area, indoor recreation area, 

fitness center, bike storage, and a roof lounge. 

 

Vince Tessitore, Petitioner noted he spoke to John Evenhouse from NuWay.  Mr. Evenhouse would be willing to pull up 

the truck and his drivers will wheel out the bins from the Residential and Commercial trash areas to the truck.  The truck 

would never enter the buildings. 

 

CHAIRMAN SHAW asked for questions or comments from the Commissioners. 

 

COMMISSIONER STANTON asked Mr. Tessitore if NuWay does this for any other locations.  Mr. Tessitor replied he 

did not ask that question but has other locations where the trash company does this.  
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COMMISSIONER GRAY inquired where the trash vehicle would be parked. He also inquired how many times the trash 

would be picked up.   Mr. Tessitore replied they have not seen the plans and does not know.  He noted they would share 

specifics with the trash company and would then share it with staff as more information is gathered for the Public Hearing.     

 

CHAIRMAN SHAW inquired how practical it is for a restaurant to carry trash through a double door.  Mr. Chi replied 

there would be 3’ x 6’ bins in the receiving area of the restaurant.  The restaurant will bag all the packaging products and 

any other garbage would go through the disposal.   

 

COMMISSIONER MANI noted he would like to see the change in the building architecture on the east side to break up 

the expanse.  He also noted he would like hall and doorway on the second floor to be ADA accessible.  Mr. Chi and Mr. 

Tessitore agreed. 

 

COMMISSIONER GATTO inquired about the parking.  There are 39 units with 41 spaces.  The majority of people in 

Tinley Park have two cars.  There is no guest parking and no street parking after a certain time at night.  Mr. Chi replied 

the goal was to meet the zoning minimum requirement.  We also understand we have to answer to the operation side.  

Different jurisdictions have different requirements.  He is hoping for encouraging different types of transportation, such as 

trains and walking.  We are hoping there is enough shared parking.  The restaurant is not required to have parking.  Mr. 

Ritter replied the two ADA spaces can be converted to standard spaces until they are requested to be ADA.  They would 

be required to put the ADA spaces in upon request.  If they need more parking they can lease it from the Village.   

 

COMMISSIONER GRAY concurs with COMMISSIONER GATTO and recommends a parking study.  Is it realistic for 

every family having one car with no guests? 

 

CHAIRMAN SHAW noted the developer is taking a gamble by having transit-oriented development.  They are limiting 

their own development with only one space per unit. If they want to expand their market they could add additional parking.  

The new trend and market is going towards transit-oriented development. There should be some professional feedback on 

this issue. Mr. Chi noted he was able to get 2 extra spaces by making some of the spaces compact size.  He convert 3 or 4 

more standard spaces into compact spaces in order to get more total spaces. Mr. Ritter noted the spots for residents will be 

assigned spots and they will know what size the space is.  He also noted by the code all the spaces would have to be standard 

size and that at some point all the spaces could not be compact size. CHAIRMAN SHAW he would be comfortable with 

more spaces and asked for thoughts from the Commissioners on the size of the spaces.  Kimberly Clarke, Planning Manager 

noted the spaces could be changed as needed in the future as well. 

 

COMMISSIONER GATTO inquired what the reasoning is for rental units rather than Condo units. Mr. Tessitore replied 

the market is gearing more towards the millennial or the empty nester that would like to not make a commitment.  There is 

no condo market in Tinley Park at the moment that would allow for financing of a condo building. These units could be 

converted to condos at a later date, but there is no market for that now.  Mr. Chi noted that this project and most of the 

buildings being designed by his firm are for rental rather than condo but are still designed to be high-quality so that they 

can be converted to condos as necessary. CHAIRMAN SHAW noted that the smaller size of this development made that 

condo conversion more likely because there is only 39 units. 

 

COMMISSIONER VICK noted for safety sake the exit from the garage needs to have something visible like a flashing 

light as cars are exiting the building to warn other cars or pedestrians. There needs to be something more than mirrors 

although any audible sounds are not a good option near residences. Mr. Chi noted a window on either side of the garage 

door could be added for visibility and might also help the first floor appeal on that facade. They would look into a potential 

light to warn pedestrians. COMMISSIONER VICK noted he was pleased with the lighter colors being added on the lower 

section of the building. He also noted a trellis or landscaping should be added on the terrace area. Mr. Chi replied a vertical 

element and covered area could be added for more interest.  COMMISSION VICK noted the special use to have the 

entrance to the apartments on South Street is okay and it is not necessary to move it to 67th Court in his opinion. 
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COMMISSIONER GRAY inquired about the signage and the location of the trucks for trash and unloading.  Mr. Chi 

replied the signage would be for the apartment entrance and similar in style to the commercial space. He also noted the 

truck loading would be addressed at a later date with staff and presented prior to the public hearing. Mr. Ritter replied there 

would be a staging area for both garbage and loading determined. 

 

COMMISSIONER STANTON inquired about security cameras.  Mr. Chi replied it is part of the design for all his residential 

units.   

 

CHAIRMAN SHAW inquired about the signs and if there is potential to use blade signs and would any of the signs be 

eligible for the Oak Park Avenue playbook funding.  Ms. Clarke noted there is an incentive being worked on and is not 

finalized at this time.  CHAIRMAN SHAW asked about the vacated lot as part of the incentive.  Mr. Ritter replied this 

would be considered as part of the incentive. CHAIRMAN SHAW inquired about a vacated alley on the plat.  Mr. Ritter 

replied this is an old alley and was part of the original Village of Bremen that went back to the 1800’s. The Village did not 

have use for it and vacated it long ago and was given back to the two adjacent lots. It does not have any effect on the current 

project and no alley dedication is required. CHAIRMAN SHAW is comfortable with the 1 story (4 foot) height.  On the 

east side the balconies are flush and asked if there was any potential for some or all being changed. Mr. Chi noted those 

are right up against the property line and abut the public sidewalk which is why they kept them flush. Functionally the 

apartments are large enough to be able to keep them flush.   CHAIRMAN SHAW inquired if there was any way they could 

use the columns from the original Bremen Cash Store.  Using some of the elements of the original design would be good.  

Adding windows or faux windows or doorways would also be good.  Mr. Chi noted that has been used on the main floor 

around the garage.  Using limestone on the building would also be good.  The later renderings are far improved from the 

original ones.  On the Citi Bank side of the building, the lighting needs to be addressed for a public safety concern. The 

dividing wall between the two resident patios on the terrace could possibly made higher for personal privacy.  He inquired 

about adding an outdoor restaurant on the terrace.  Mr. Chi noted that is not possible as there are concerns about food safety 

issues, ADA issues and an elevator would have to be installed to that area for ingress and egress.   That area will be used 

for resident gatherings, events and parties. It is expected to be a draw and space that is used heavily during downtown 

events. 

 

CHAIRMAN SHAW inquired if any Commissioners had concerns about the concrete bumpers remaining. 

 

No concerns at this time.   

 

CHAIRMAN SHAW asked for comments from the public. 

 

Mr. Bernard Brady spoke and noted he is a resident of Tinley Park and owns the business to the east for 25 years.  His 

business is right across 67th Court. 

 

He has concerns about: 

 How many customers the restaurant will have and where parking for restaurant customers would occur. Restaurant 

customers might use his property. 

 Concerns about the loading/receiving areas and that the issues they could cause if stopped on the street. 

 Site Plan showing where the restaurant trash area and delivery door would line up with 174th Street and create a 

dangerous area if trucks are stopped there. 

 The staging for the construction for a 5-story building and the possibility of streets being shut down again on 67th 

Court or South Street. This could become a major issue with the amount of work proposed on South Street as well. 

This limits access to his property and causes customers’ confusion and to walk far. 

 Location of the access to the parking garage, his parking lot is directly across the street and could traffic conflicts. 

 He understands there would be inconvenience, but does not want to have to shut down the roads completely like 

they are right now because it hurts his business. 
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CHAIRMAN SHAW inquired about the planned staging process. 

Ms. Clarke noted she would consider having a workshop for the neighbors when both projects of The Boulevard and 

Bremen Station are close to starting. This could clarify concerns and coordination phasing. 

GOOD OF THE ORDER: 

 

1. Fair Housing Training being done – last class on 10/25 and everyone should have attended one by then. 

2. The Boulevard going to 11/6/2018 Village Board for the adoption of the variances and incentive. 

3. The Vet Clinic was approved this week. 

4. The Residences of Brookside Glen have been doing site work and grading.  Permits applied for.   

 

COMMENTS FROM THE COMMISSION 

 

None at this time. 

 

PUBLIC COMMENT: 

None at this time. 

ADJOURNMENT: 

There being no further business, a Motion was made by PLAN COMMISSIONER STANTON, seconded by PLAN 

COMMISSIONER GRAY to adjourn the Regular Meeting of the Plan Commission of October 18, 2018 at                                                                                             

9:26 p.m. The Motion was unanimously approved by voice call.  PLAN COMMISSION CHAIRMAN SHAW declared the 

meeting adjourned. 


