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SHASTA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
 
 
Tuesday, April 22, 2008 
 
 

REGULAR MEETING 
 
 
  9:01 a.m.: Chairman Hartman called the Regular Session of the Board of Supervisors to 

order on the above date with the following present: 
 
   District No. 1  -  Supervisor Kehoe 
   District No. 2  -  Supervisor Cibula 
   District No. 3  -  Supervisor Hawes 
   District No. 4  -  Supervisor Hartman 
   District No. 5  -  Supervisor Baugh 
 
   County Administrative Officer  -  Larry Lees 
   County Counsel  -  Karen Jahr 
   Deputy Clerk of the Board  -  Valerie Ibarra 
   Deputy Clerk of the Board  -  Linda Mekelburg 
   Deputy Clerk of the Board  -  Diane Colson 
 
 

INVOCATION 
 
 
 Invocation was given by Pastor Don Duff, Timothy Lutheran Church. 
 
 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 
 
 Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag was led by Supervisor Hawes. 
 
 

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD - OPEN TIME 
 
 
 Bruce Waggoner and Davis Hydro representative Kelly Sackheim expressed their 
concern regarding the dismantling of the Kilarc Reservoir facility by PG&E.  PG&E has 
requested that statements of interest for the facility be submitted by April 24, 2008, and they 
urged the County to express interest in the facility. 
 
 Robert Pearce stated the notice requesting applications to serve on the Shasta-Tehama 
Watermaster District Board did not comply with Senate Bill 516 (Aanestad), specifying that 
members are to be landowners.  He requested that members be required to submit a Statement of 
Economic Interest (Form 700) to publicly report any conflict of interest. 
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BOARD MATTERS 
 

 
PROCLAMATION:  MOTORCYCLE AWARENESS WEEK 
 
 By motion made, seconded (Hawes/Cibula), and unanimously carried, the Board of 
Supervisors adopted a proclamation which designates May 2008 as Motorcycle Awareness 
Month in Shasta County.  American Bikers Aimed Toward Education (ABATE) of 
Shasta County Secretary/Treasurer Camille Huntley accepted the proclamation. 
 
 

ITEMS PULLED FROM CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
 
 Chairman Hartman announced that the following items were pulled for discussion:  the 
amendment to the Work and Financial Plan with the U.S. Department of Agriculture, the 
agreement with AT&T for the Opportunity Center, and the retroactive step advances in the 
Sheriff’s Office. 
 
 Supervisor Baugh stated that paragraphs six and seven on page 94 of the April 14, 2008 
minutes shall be amended to reflect discussion of mail-in ballots and not electronic voting 
machines. 
 
 

CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
 
 By motion made, seconded (Hawes/Cibula), and unanimously carried, the Board of 
Supervisors took the following actions, which were listed on the Consent Calendar, as amended  
(Supervisor Cibula abstained on the item relating to the Public Safety Building HVAC project 
due to real property holdings, and Supervisor Hartman abstained on the April 15, 2008 minutes 
since she was not in attendance on that date.): 
 
 Approved the minutes of the meeting held on April 15, 2008, as amended.  (Clerk of the 
Board) 
 
 Reappointed Dennis Jacobsen to the Pine Grove Mosquito Abatement District Board of 
Directors for a two-year term to January 2010.  (Clerk of the Board) 
 
 Directed the Clerk of the Board to provide notice to the Shasta-Tehama-Trinity Joint 
Community College District that the Board of Supervisors will not authorize issuance of tax and 
revenue anticipation notes on behalf of the District so the District can issue notes independent of 
Shasta County.  (County Counsel) 
 
 Approved and authorized the Chairman to sign an amendment to the contract with 
RIOH Medical Clinic, Inc. to include collecting specimens for transfer to the Public Health 
Department for drug and alcohol testing and retaining the term of April 12, 2005 through 
April 12, 2008, with two automatic one-year renewals.  (Support Services) 
 
 Approved and authorized the Chairman to sign an amendment to the agreement with 
Willow Glen Care Center increasing the maximum compensation by $20,000 (for a total not to 
exceed $93,800) to continue providing community residential treatment services for mentally 
disabled older adults and retaining the term of July 1, 2007 through June 30, 2008, with two 
automatic one-year renewals.  (Mental Health) 
 
 Approved and authorized the Chairman to sign a renewal agreement with the Regents of 
the University of California in the amount of $2,400 for continued computer technical assistance 
associated with the Automated Vital Statistics System for services from July 1, 2007 through 
June 30, 2008.  (Public Health) 
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 Approved and authorized the Chairman to sign agreements with AT&T to provide 
advertising for the adoptions and foster care services of the Children and Family Services 
Division in the amount of $185 per month for Yellow Pages advertising commencing with the 
July 2008 edition; and in the amount of $29 per month for Internet YELLOWPAGES.COM 
advertising for 12 months from the date of signing, with month-to-month renewals thereafter.  
(Social Services) 
 
 Approved and authorized the Chairman to sign an amendment to the agreement with 
Victor Treatment Centers, Inc. increasing the maximum compensation by $45,150 (for a new 
total not to exceed $364,525) to continue providing intensive day treatment and rehabilitation 
services for seriously emotionally disturbed youth and retaining the term July 1, 2007 through 
June 30, 2008.  (Social Services) 
 
 Approved a budget amendment in the County Indigent Cases Fiscal Year 2007-08 final 
budget increasing appropriations in support and care of persons in the amount of $190,000 and 
decreasing appropriations in professional services by $80,000 and decreasing fund balance by 
$110,000 to reflect an unanticipated increase in county indigent assistance cases.  
(Social Services) 
 
 Approved and authorized the Public Works Director to sign a Notice of Completion for 
the Public Safety Building HVAC project and record it within ten days of actual completion of 
the work.  (Public Works) 
 
 Approved and authorized the Public Works Director to sign a Notice of Completion for 
the Clair Engle Park Band Shell project and record it within ten days of actual completion of the 
work.  (Public Works) 
 
 Found the West Central Landfill Tipping Pad Project categorically exempt in 
conformance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); approved plans and 
specifications, and directed the Public Works Director to advertise for bids; authorized the 
opening of bids on or after May 22, 2008, at 11:00 a.m.; and approved a budget amendment 
increasing appropriations by $400,000 for a fixed asset in the Solid Waste budget unit offset by a 
decrease in Services and Supplies.  (Public Works) 
 
 

ACTION ON ITEMS PULLED FROM CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
 
WORK AND FINANCIAL PLAN 
ANIMAL AND PLANT HEALTH INSPECTION SERVICE/WILDLIFE SERVICES 
BUDGET AMENDMENT 
 
 In response to a question by Supervisor Baugh, Agricultural Commissioner/Sealer of 
Weights and Measures Mary Pfeiffer explained the funds requested to purchase two replacement 
vehicles are agricultural funds and confirmed this is an appropriate use of funds. 
 
 By motion made, seconded (Baugh/Hawes), and unanimously carried, the Board of 
Supervisors approved a budget amendment which recognizes revenue and increases 
appropriations in the amount of $63,310 in the Agricultural Commissioner/Sealer of Weights and 
Measures budget unit, and transfers $19,490 from Extra Help to Professional and Specialized 
Services; approved and authorized the Chairman to sign an amendment to the Work and 
Financial Plan with the U.S. Department of Agriculture Animal and Plant Health Inspection 
Service/Wildlife Services; authorized Fleet Management to purchase two replacement vehicles; 
and authorized the Auditor-Controller to create two fixed asset accounts for the vehicles and pay 
associated claims.  (Agricultural Commissioner/Sealer of Weights and Measures) 
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AGREEMENT:  AT&T 
OPPORTUNITY CENTER’S SERVICES ADVERTISING 
 
 In response to a question by Supervisor Baugh, Health and Human Services Agency 
Business and Support Services Director Leanne Link stated the Opportunity Center’s revenue 
directly supports its program costs. 
 
 By motion made, seconded (Baugh/Hawes), and unanimously carried, the Board of 
Supervisors approved and authorized the Chairman to sign agreements with AT&T to provide 
advertising for the Opportunity Center’s mailing and packaging services in the amount of 
$161 per month for Yellow Pages advertising commencing with the July 2008 edition; and in the 
amount of $42 per month for Internet YELLOWPAGES.COM advertising for 12 months from 
the date of signing, with month-to-month renewals thereafter.  (Social Services) 
 
RETROACTIVE STEP ADVANCES 
 
 In response to a question from Supervisor Kehoe, Sheriff Tom Bosenko confirmed that 
there are now procedures in place to ensure personnel evaluations are completed in a timely 
manner. 
 
 By motion made, seconded (Kehoe/Baugh), and unanimously carried, the Board of 
Supervisors authorized the Auditor-Controller to pay retroactive step advances to two 
Sheriff’s Office employees in accordance with Chapter 35 of the Personnel Rules.  (Sheriff) 
 
 

REGULAR CALENDAR 
 

PRESENTATIONS 
 
 
PRESENTATION:  “HEALTHY FOR LIFE” CHALLENGE 
 
 Director of Public Health Donnell Ewert introduced Workplace Wellness Specialist 
Sherrie Brookes, who discussed the success of the Healthy for Life Challenge, including 
increased activity, healthy eating, and Supervisor Baugh as a role model. 
 
 Ms. Brookes stated that there were over 500 people who accepted the challenge, and 
recognized Information Technology (IT) and the Assessor’s Office for their large number of 
participants and involvement.  Chief Technology Officer Charlie Haase noted that IT had a total 
of three teams; one member quit smoking, participants lost a total of more than 90 pounds, and 
as a result, participants showed increased morale and productivity.  Senior Special Real Property 
Appraiser Deborah Baldwin-Pulcini stated that the Assessor’s Office had a total of four teams, 
and the Buddha Bellies won the challenge. 
 
 Sheriff Tom Bosenko said the Sheriff’s Office had several teams and thanked Supervisor 
Baugh for encouraging a healthier lifestyle. 
 
 Supervisor Baugh thanked Public Health and staff for their involvement and leadership. 
 
 

GENERAL GOVERNMENT 
 

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE/BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
 
 
LEGISLATIVE UPDATE/SUPERVISORS’ REPORTS 
 
 County Administrative Officer (CAO) Larry Lees had no legislative report. 
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 Supervisor Kehoe recently attended the Redding Area Bus Authority board meeting. 
 
 Supervisors reported on issues of countywide interest. 
 
  9:45 a.m.: The Board of Supervisors recessed. 
 
  9:53 a.m.: The Board of Supervisors reconvened. 
 
 

SCHEDULED HEARINGS 
 

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 
 
 
PRESENTATION:  INDEPENDENT LEGAL ANALYSIS 
PUBLIC FACILITIES IMPACT FEE STUDY 
 
 This was the time set to conduct a public hearing and receive a presentation of the 
findings of an independent legal analysis as requested at the November 6, 2007 Proposed 
Development Impact Fees Workshop and consider the Shasta County and City of Redding Public 
Facilities Impact Fee Study.  The Affidavit of Publication and Notice of Hearing are on file with 
the Clerk of the Board. 
 
 CAO Lees provided an overview of changes to the ordinance, including language which 
states that the County will not collect impact fees for the City of Redding until the City of 
Redding commences collection for the County.  No collection of fees in the Redding area will 
commence until a Memorandum of Understanding or Joint Power of Agreement is created 
between the City of Redding and Shasta County. 
 
 The parks and trails fee for the unincorporated areas was also removed from the 
ordinance.  Although the fee was part of the MuniFinancial study and was appropriate, based on 
legal input, it was not justified without having a parks and trails plan in place.  The County is 
partnering with organizations to fund a study plan. 
 
 Abbot & Kindermann Attorney Kate Hart advised she had independently reviewed the 
MuniFinancial Study against the Mitigation Fee Act requirements, and in accordance with 
statute, the study clearly: 
 
1. Identifies the purpose of the fees; 
 
2. Identifies the uses of the fees; 
 
3. Shows the reasonable relationship between the fees use and the type of development 

projects on which the fees will be imposed; 
 
4. Shows the reasonable relationship between the need for the public facilities and the type 

of development upon which the fees will be imposed; and 
 
5. Shows the reasonable relationship between the amount of the fee and the cost of the 

public facility attributable to the development on which the fee is imposed. 
 
 Ms. Hart also stressed that the fees will go to new development, not existing deficiencies 
in facilities, and the proposed fees do not exceed any estimated costs of the required construction 
of the facilities to serve new development. 
 
 In response to questions by Supervisors, Ms. Hart confirmed that the ordinance is legally 
supportable and sufficient. 
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 CAO Lees has received feedback from many people, including members of the 
Shasta Builders’ Exchange, developers, library proponents, and animal shelter proponents.  He 
recommended approval of the ordinance, which would be effective July 1, 2008, and the 
tentative approval of the joint impact fee collection with the City of Redding upon approval of a 
City of Redding ordinance by the Redding City Council, with the understanding that fees would 
only be collected in the unincorporated areas until a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) or 
Joint Powers Agreement (JPA) is approved between the City of Redding and Shasta County for 
fees in City of Redding. 
 
 In response to questions by Supervisors, CAO Lees explained that if no agreement is 
reached with the City of Redding, the regional park fees for the City of Redding would be 
abandoned, and only fees in the unincorporated areas would be collected.  Due to the 
complications of coordinating with four government entities, only the City with the largest 
population was contacted.  The proposal will be presented to the Cities of Anderson and 
Shasta Lake at a later time. 
 
 The public hearing was opened, at which time Attorney for Shasta County Tax Payers’ 
Association (Shastax) and Shasta VOICES Walt McNeill stated his clients are not 
philosophically opposed to development impact fees for needed items, but they support 
development impact fees that are fair, limited to the unincorporated areas, directed to facilities 
that are actually needed, and which are legally adopted. 
 
 Mr. McNeil contended that: 
 
1. The County has no legal authority to create this cross-agency fee; 
 
2. The County has no authority to charge a fee outside the unincorporated areas of the 

County; 
 
3. The ordinance attempts to require a transportation impact fee outside the County within 

the south county region; 
 
4. The ad hoc manner of handling the ordinance is not a legally appropriate method since 

collecting fees was on the premise of a joint City/County study; 
 
5. The methodology in the study is inappropriate and illegal as it is based on facilities 

standards that do not identify the public facilities to be built with fee revenue.  The 
Mitigation Fee Act requires the facilities to be built be identified; otherwise, collecting 
money for future, unidentified facilities is a tax and not an impact fee; 

 
6. The Cities of Shasta Lake and Anderson benefit from facilities built but are not a part of 

the process.  He acknowledged that revenues must be collected from other sources to 
make up for their absence, but it is not specified where that revenue will come from, 
which is a requirement under the Mitigation Fee Act. 

 
 Mr. McNeil stated that the ordinance could not be adopted today because the 
Government Code requires a sequence of processes which have not been followed.  He alleged 
that today’s meeting is a public meeting and not a public hearing.  He contended that the 
proposed ordinance is subject to environmental review under the California Environmental Act 
(CEQA), which has not occurred, and the ordinance contains many operational fees which 
cannot be charged.  He asserted that the transportation impact fee is not clear to the public and is 
only a Knighton Road Interchange fee. 
 
 President of Shasta Library Foundation Judy Salter and President of Friends of Redding 
Library Jim Ceragioli discussed the effects of illiteracy and the need for more funding for the 
Redding Library. 
 
 Shasta VOICES board member John Dunlap presented a resolution of the 
Shasta VOICES board opposing the proposed ordinance. 
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 Tom O’Mara asked that the Board of Supervisors to go forward with the parks, trails, and 
open spaces plan to provide development of new sources of recreation. 
 
 Charles Alexander stated that if Shasta County receives grant funding for a new jail, it 
will be insufficient, and additional funding will be needed in the form of local fees and taxes. 
 
 Ron Largent; Sharrah Dunlap Sawyer Chief Executive Officer Greg Dunbar; Shastax 
President Willie Preston; Ochoa & Shehan Builders, Inc. President Jerry Wagar; Mike Quinn; 
Shasta Builders’ Exchange CEO Kent Dagg; Diaz Associates representative Eihnard Diaz; 
Greater Redding Chamber of Commerce President and Chief Executive Officer 
Frank Strazzarino; and Gary Cadd opposed the proposed impact fees due to the effect it will have 
on the construction industry. 
 
 Citizens for Smart Growth representative Ron Reece and Happy Valley Park Committee 
Co-Chair Barbara Jackson supported the impact fees in order to fund needed county services. 
 
11:32 a.m.: The Board of Supervisors recessed. 
 
11:39 a.m.: The Board of Supervisors reconvened. 
 
 In response to questions by Supervisors, Ms. Hart stated her firm objectively reviewed 
the proposal, and she has no personal interest that would color her legal advice.  She confirmed 
that the ordinance is legal and in concordance with the Mitigation Fee Act.  She addressed the 
following legal issues: 
 
1. With respect to CEQA, based on Kaufman & Broad v. Morgan Hill Unified 

School District (1992)(9 Cal.App.4th 464), the adoption of this ordinance is not a project 
under CEQA and, therefore, is exempt.  She recommended adding a reference to CEQA 
Guideline section 16051(b)(3) to the “Findings” section of the ordinance and to direct 
staff to file a notice of exemption. 

 
 In response to questions by Supervisors, Ms. Hart stated that Abbot & Kindermann has 

provided counsel for development impact fees numerous times.  She pointed out that only 
the fees for new projects in the Capital Improvement Plan are included in the ordinance.  
Each project would be subject to environmental review. 

 
2. There is no requirement that Shasta County enter into a JPA with the City of Redding; an 

MOU is sufficient. 
 
3. There is sufficient relationship among the facilities fees in the ordinance and the facilities 

as outlined in the MuniFinancial study. 
 
4. Shasta County has complied with the legal requirements of noticing of public hearings. 
 
 In response to questions by Supervisors, Director of Resource Management Russ Mull 
stated the Knighton Road Interchange impact fee is comprised of three fees within the City of 
Redding and one within the County.  The County fee can stand alone.  He does not believe the 
proposal is illegal in any manner and counsel has not indicated so.  He also explained that these 
impact fees cannot fund existing operations for residents, such as the Redding Library.  These 
fees can only service future development. 
 
 MuniFinancial Project Manager Jeff Kay stated the Quinby Act, which provides for the 
dedication of fees and/or parkland through the Subdivision Map Act, is nullified since the 
County is no longer pursuing the parks, trails, and open spaces fee at this time. 
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 In response to questions by Supervisor Cibula, Mr. Mull stated that if no fees are 
approved, Shasta County residents will pay the costs in another manner.  As the population 
increases, the demands for services and space will increase.  CAO Lees confirmed that there is 
nothing in the current proposal to allow collection of fees outside Shasta County. 
 
 In response to a question by Supervisor Hawes, Mr. Mull agreed that phasing the fee in 
over three years is the most practical implementation.  He does not recommend holding the 
ordinance until January 2009 for approval as that would create a rush to submit plans before the 
implementation deadline. 
 
 In response to questions by Supervisor Kehoe, CAO Lees stated that if the County does 
not implement impact fees, funding will be sought elsewhere, either by cutting operational costs, 
eliminating positions, or increasing sales taxes.  Mr. Kay stated that it would benefit the County 
to have all three cities involved, but it would not be a fatal flaw to go forward with just one city 
at this time. 
 
 In response to a question by Supervisor Kehoe, Mr. McNeil re-stated the reasons for his 
continued opposition to the proposal: 
 
1. The ordinance must be read, introduced, and at a later meeting acted upon; 
 
2. CEQA exemption applies since three fees increase service levels; 
 
3. Fees are attempting to pay for existing facilities.  There is no authority in the Mitigation 

Fee Act to reimburse public agencies for the costs of existing facilities. 
 
4. There is no authority in the Mitigation Fee Act to use a JPA or MOU for cross-agency 

fees. 
 
5. The County must identify the cost for the public facility and funding sources. 
 
6. The County cannot charge development fees for operational expenses. 
 
7. It is not legal to apply all collected fees for the County to the Knighton Road Interchange. 
 
 In response to a question by Supervisor Cibula, County Counsel Karen Jahr stated she is 
confident in the legal advice provided by Abbott & Kindermann.  There are no known issues 
with the phasing in of the fees.  She had no issues which would constitute a legal impediment. 
 
 Supervisor Kehoe suggested that the Board of Supervisors appoint Chairman Hartman, 
Vice Chairman Hawes, and CAO Lees to consult with the public to come to an agreeable 
phase-in period, and then bring the proposal back in two to three weeks. 
 
 By consensus, the Board of Supervisors agreed to recess to closed session to allow staff 
to rewrite the ordinance with proposed phase-in language. 
 
 

CLOSED SESSION ANNOUNCEMENT 
 
 
 Chairman Hartman announced that the Board of Supervisors would recess to a Closed 
Session to take the following actions: 
 
1. Consider a public employee appointment (County Counsel), pursuant to Government 

Code section 54957.6; and 
 
2. Confer with its Labor Negotiators, County Administrative Officer Larry Lees, 

Personnel Director Michelle Schafer, and Labor Consultant Becker and Bell, to discuss 
the following employee organizations:  Shasta County Employees Association, 



106  April 22, 2008 
 
 

Shasta County Mid-Management Association, Deputy Sheriffs Association, 
Deputy Sheriffs Association-Correctional Officers, Sheriffs Administrative Association, 
Professional Peace Officers Association, Unrepresented Employees, United Public 
Employees of California-General Unit, United Public Employees of California-
Professional Unit, and Teamsters-Trades and Crafts, pursuant to Government Code 
section 54957.6. 

 
12:54 p.m.: The Board of Supervisors recessed to Closed Session. 
 
  1:41 p.m.: The Board of Supervisors recessed from Closed Session and reconvened in Open 

Session with all Supervisors, County Administrative Officer Larry Lees, 
County Counsel Karen Jahr, and Deputy Clerks of the Board Valerie Ibarra, 
Linda Mekelburg and Diane Colson present. 

 
 

REPORT OF CLOSED SESSION ACTIONS 
 
 
 County Counsel Karen Jahr reported that the Board of Supervisors met in Closed Session 
to discuss personnel matters and labor relations; however, no reportable action was taken. 
 
 

SCHEDULED HEARINGS, CONTINUED 
 

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 
 
 
PRESENTATION:  INDEPENDENT LEGAL ANALYSIS 
PUBLIC FACILITIES IMPACT FEE STUDY 
 
 Mr. Mull provided an overview of the changes to the ordinance, including the addition of 
the following language 
 
1. Page 2, section 2(E), “This ordinance is exempt from CEQA pursuant to Guideline 

15061(b)(3) and staff shall file a notice of exemption.” 
 
2. Page 3, section 7, “Development impact fees . . . as follows:  effective July 1, 2008 the fee 

shall be 34 percent of the fees shown on Exhibit 1; effective July 1, 2009 the fee shall be 
67 percent of the fees shown on Exhibit 1; effective July 1, 2010 the fee shall be 
100 percent of the fees shown on Exhibit 1.  The Annual Adjustment Rate contained in 
Section 8 below, shall apply to the base fees shown in Exhibit 1 and shall be in addition 
to those fees effective July 1, 2009 and July 1, 2010.” 

 
 In response to a question by Supervisor Baugh, County Counsel Karen Jahr called 
attention to an additional change to Page 3, section 8, “The administrator shall publish, in a 
newspaper of general circulation, the adjusted fee every May 1.”  She stated all changes are 
appropriate and legal. 
 
 Supervisor Baugh moved that the Board of Supervisors approve an ordinance which sets 
public facility fees for all new development within the County, outside the incorporated areas, 
including the phase in of fees as follows:  Effective July 1, 2008, the fee shall be 34 percent of 
the fees shown on Exhibit 1; effective July 1, 2009, the fee shall be 67 percent of the fees shown 
on Exhibit 1; and effective July 1, 2010, the fee shall be 100 percent of the fees shown on 
Exhibit 1; the Annual Adjustment Rate contained in Section 8 shall apply to the base fees shown 
in Exhibit 1 and shall be in addition to those fees effective July 1, 2009 and July 1, 2010, as 
amended.  Supervisor Hawes seconded the motion. 
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 In response to a question by Supervisor Kehoe, Mr. McNeil stated the phase in of the fees 
is better, but it does not change his client’s position.  He stated that the Board of Supervisors 
cannot adopt an amendment without notice. 
 
 Ms. Hart stated that the Government Code allows the County to amend the ordinance 
prior to its introduction. 
 
 At the recommendation of County Counsel Karen Jahr for clarification, 
Supervisor Baugh withdrew his motion and Supervisor Hawes withdrew his second to the 
motion. 
 
 By motion made, seconded (Baugh/Hawes), and unanimously carried, the Board of 
Supervisors introduced and waived the reading of an ordinance which sets public facilities fees, 
as amended. 
 
  1:50 p.m.: The Board of Supervisors adjourned. 
 
 
 
              
            Chairman 
 
ATTEST: 
 
LAWRENCE G. LEES 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
 
 
 
By       
        Deputy 
 


