
MINUTES 
TOWN OF QUARTZSITE 

HEARING OF THE 

BOARD OF APPEALS 

465 N. Plymouth Avenue, Quartzsite, Arizona 
WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 24, 2018, 2:00 p.m. 

CALL TO ORDER: 2:08 p.m. 

The meeting was called to order at 2:08 p.m. 

Pledge of Allegiance led by the Town Manager, Jim Ferguson. 

Town Manager Ferguson gave an overview of how the meeting would proceed. He explained that 
the hearing today has been requested by Pilot Travel Centers, LLC. 

ROLL CALL OF THE BOARD: 

Board Member: Mary Dickson, present 
Board Member: Mark Goldberg, present 
Board Member: Doug Ross, present 

BUSINESS 

1. Election of a Chairperson.

Board Member Ross nominated Mary Dickson as Chairperson and Board Member Goldberg 
seconded. The vote was unanimous. Board Member Dickson, aye; Board Member Goldberg, aye; 
and Board Member Ross, aye. Motion Passed. 

2. Consideration and adoption of Procedural Rules.

Proposed Procedural Rules are attached. 

Board Member Goldberg commented that the procedural rules are rather straightforward. He noted 
that the word 'burden' was spelled incorrectly on Page 2, Section 7 B. 

Board Member Goldberg moved to adopt the Procedural Rules and Board Member Ross seconded 
the motion. The vote was unanimous. Chairperson Dickson, aye; Board Member Goldberg, aye; 
and Board Member Ross, aye. Motion Passed. 

3. APPEAL HEARING NO. 18-01

Pilot Travel Centers, LLC. 

Appeal of the DENIAL of a Permanent Certificate of Occupancy by the Building Official until the 
Town receives the land owner's permission to construct/occupy the building at 1141 W. Main 
Street, Quartzsite, AZ. 
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Staff Report 
Appellant Presentation 
Public Comment 
Response of Staff 
Questions from the Board 
Discussion and Vote to (i) Uphold the Appeal and Issue the Permanent Certificate of 

Occupancy or (ii) Deny the Appeal and Not Issue the Permanent Certificate of 
Occupancy. 

Staff Report 

Town Attorney Trish Stuhan, along with Tracey Hess, Quartzsite Building Official, delivered the 
staff report to the Board of Appeals. Town Attorney Stuhan began with providing a brief overview 
of Section I 05, Permits, of the 2006 International Building Code, which the Town Council adopted 
as part of the Town Code. She explained that once adopted, it is the duty and obligation of the 
Building Inspector to adhere to that code. 

Town Attorney Stuhan read aloud from Subsection 105. I Required: "Any owner or authorized 
agent who intends to construct, enlarge, alter, repair, move, demolish, or change the occupancy of 
a building or structure, or to erect, install, enlarge, alter, repair, remove, convert or replace any 
electrical, gas, mechanical or plumbing system, the installation of which is regulated by this code, 
or to cause any such work to be done, shall first make application to the building official and obtain 
the required permit." 

Town Attorney Stuhan explained that the section encapsulates all different types of construction 
and make the point that the owner of a property needs to come in to the Town of Quartzsite and 
make an application for a building permit. She pointed out that it uses the word 'owner' or the 
owner's 'authorized agent'. The Town of Quartzsite has adopted the International Building Code 
(IBC) requirements and will only permit and authorize construction if the person actually has the 
right to put that building there; in other words, an owner's consent is required. 

Town Attorney Stuhan directed attention to Subsection 105.6 Suspension or revocation. It 
provides: "The building official is authorized to suspend or revoke a permit issued under the 
provisions of this code wherever the pennit is issued in error or on the basis of incorrect, inaccurate 
or incomplete infonnation, or in violation of any ordinance or regulation or any of the provisions 
of this code." She explained this Section recognizes the Town's obligation to follow the code, 
enforce it and make sure that applicants are meeting code requirements; but, it also recognizes that 
applications can be incomplete, in error, and the Town can rescind or suspend and revoke its 
approval when it learns of crucial errors. 

Town Attorney Stuhan next directed attention to Subsection 110.2 Certificate Issued. Under this 
provision, the Building Official is required to issue a certificate of occupancy after inspection 
where no violations of Code or other laws enforced by the Building Official are found. She 
explained that once a building has been constructed, the Building Official inspects the building 
and if there are no violations of code and it is a safe building, generally, the Town would issue the 
Certificate of Occupancy. 
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Town Attorney Stuhan noted that in Quartzsite's case, the Building Official utilizes La Paz 
County, by means of a contract, for commercial inspections. She stated that Tracey Hess' job is to 
be the Building Official and to coordinate with the contract inspector from La Paz County. 

Town Attorney Stuhan explained that in the case at hand, the Town issued a building pennit and 
a Temporary Certificate of Occupancy to Pilot Travel Centers for their truck repair shop, but it 
refused to issue a final Certificate of Occupancy because the Building Official and the Town 
learned that the building that was constructed, the repair shop, was located partially on leased 
property without owner permission. 

Town Attorney Stuhan said the building application listed Pilot as the owner and it did not show 
that it was on the leased property; there were errors in the application that the Town did not catch. 
The Town was subsequently contacted by the owner of the property which is in the Szukala Trust. 
She said they have stated, in writing, that they object, and they do not give permission for the 
building; at that point, it was the Town's obligation, under the IBC, not to issue a Permanent 
Certificate of Occupancy until the dispute between the tenant and the owner is resolved. In 
summary, the owner needs to give permission for this building. Procedurally, the application also 
needs to be corrected to show the correct parcel number and the correct ownership. 

Town Attorney Stuhan asked the Board whether she may ask questions of Tracey Hess, the Town's 
Building Official, to provide additional information about the process leading up to the denial of 
the certificate of occupancy. The Board agreed. 

Tracey Hess proceeded to answer questions directed to her by Town Attorney Stuhan. Ms. Hess 
explained the timeline for events at the Pilot Truck Care Facility and the confusion over the four 
parcels and where the truck shop would be located. Ms. Hess reviewed tabs in the Town of 
Quartzsite Board of Appeals Hearing notebook, including: emails related to the requirement for 
landlord approval, owner authorization for preliminary discussions, the building permit 
application, certificate of occupancy, and communications regarding expiration of the certificate 
of occupancy. Town Attorney Stuhan also asked whether Ms. Hess was familiar with litigation 
between the Trust and Pilot. Ms. Hess explained that she was familiar with litigation between the 
parties. Ms. Hess explained that there was a dispute between the owner, the Trust, and Pilot, the 
tenant as to whether there was permission in the lease documents for the truck shop. The Superior 
Court of La Paz County denied Pilot's request for injunctive relief because there was a dispute as 
to the interpretation of the lease and further court proceedings were required to determine the 
proper interpretation of the lease. 

Board Member Goldberg asked that Town Attorney Stuhan explain what the implications are of 
the Superior Court's action or lack thereof. 

Town Attorney Stuhan explained that when the Town did not issue a Permanent Certificate of 
Occupancy, at some point, the parties entered into a lawsuit. Pilot was asking that the Court let the 
truck stop stay open and operating while the parties litigate what the lease means and if they really 
have permission to build the truck shop and be on the property. She explained that a denial of a 
preliminary injunction does not mean the case is over, it just means the Court said, at this point, 
the Court needs more evidence and more time, in addition to further arguments or a trial. There is 
no final decision before the Court determining that there is permission for this truck repair shop. 
Further, the Town does not have any evidence, such as a letter from the Trust, to authorize the 

Quartzsite Board of Appeals 

Appeal Hearing No. 18-01 Page 3 of 11 

October 24, 2018 



shop. Without a letter from the Trust, or court order saying that the lease is sufficient permission, 
the Town determined that there was no owner authorization and a permanent certificate of 
occupancy could not be issued. 

Town Attorney Stuhan explained that without having some type of letter, affidavit or court order 
saying Pilot gets to have the shop there the Town must go back to the code and deny the certificate 
of occupancy. The code says an owner has to come in and get the application to construct; the 
owner is the Trust and they have said they do not want that shop there, they have not given 
permission and the Court has not said that they are wrong in doing that. 

Town Attorney Stuhan stated that there is private litigation and the Town is outside of that because 
it is a private civil dispute. The matter before the Board of Appeals is not to determine whether 
there is a breach of contract or resolve the litigation between the parties: it is that the code 
requirements must be met before issuing a permanent certificate of occupancy and to allow those 
appealing the denial of such certificate to explain their position on the matter. The Town's position 
is straightforward: Pilot does not have the required owner's permission to construct on leased 
property. 

Appellant Presentation 

Attorney David Potts, representing Pilot Travel Centers, LLC, introduced himself, Mike Hamel, a 
construction manager for Pilot and Darren Young, a shop supervisor. 

Attorney Potts announced that today, Pilot requests that the Board of Appeals reverse the 
determination of the Town of Quartzsite not to issue a Permanent Certificate of Occupancy for the 
truck shop at 1141 W. Main Street. He commented that the Town is taking an affirmative position 
that there is no consent to build this particular truck shop - that has already been built, in contrast 
to the Town's presentation during which it was stated that the Town is not taking a position. 

Attorney Potts cited Section 110.2 of the 2006 IBC, noting the requirement that a Pennanent 
Certificate of Occupancy be issued after the Building Official inspects the building or structure 
and finds no violations of the provisions of the code or other laws that are enforced by the 
Department of Building Safety. He advised that this is a safe building, has been inspected, has 
passed every relevant inspection and the Town has not alleged otherwise; the only basis for 
withholding this Permanent Certificate of Occupancy is this private dispute between the Trust and 
Pilot, which he said is not a violation under the IBC. He submitted that the Permanent Certificate 
of Occupancy should issue while Pilot and the Trust litigate their issues in Superior Court; the 
Trust will have the opportunity to obtain damages if they are right and Pilot will be able to obtain 
damages if they are right. He said that is the proper forum for this dispute, not a Certificate of 
Occupancy. 

Attorney Potts gave a PowerPoint presentation to provide background on the matter. 

Board Member Ross asked why it would be a problem for the lessor to sign off on the building 
permit. 

Attorney Potts replied that he believes, as he reads that paragraph in the original lease, it actually 
requires the landlord to cooperate in obtaining permits. He said it is part of their litigation, Pilot 
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having alleged that the Trust has not cooperated in getting the requisite pennits and has not 
cooperated in the electrical set-up and other things. He said, from Pilot's perspective, he does not 
know why they are seeking to block this; he noted that Pilot has received settlement demands that 
are far in excess of the value of the property. 

Attorney Potts stated the building application was filled out by Pilot's contractor, AnCor, which 
is pennissible, noting there is no nefarious reason that was done. He said the Town knew the truck 
shop was being built on the leased premises in some respect since at least April 2017. 

Chairperson Dickson asked for clarification on the project to be sure she heard Attorney Potts say 
that only a portion has not received the Certificate of Occupancy. 

Attorney Potts replied no. He explained Pilot already had a Travel Center on Pilot's own property. 
Pilot previously entered into this lease with Szukala and the amendment in 1995, that gave it 
permission to use the Trust property, a parcel adjacent to the Pilot property, and to complete the 
alterations as discussed in that paragraph; Pilot initially used the leased land as parking. Attorney 
Potts said Pilot elected to establish a service center in Quartzsite knowing they had the lease as 
well as the consent under the lease and proceeded accordingly. He said it got approval on the front 
end for the discussions and so forth from the landlord, but now we are here today. 

Board Member Ross asked where we are legally if the Town should issue the Certificate of 
Occupancy or even another temporary one for a period of time. 

Town Attorney Stuhan responded that the Town's legal position is that the 2006 IBC Section 105.1 
states that the owner's permission is required, and there is an owner dispute, so we cannot issue a 
Certificate of Occupancy without obtaining the owner permission. She explained that the Town 
would follow the direction of a court order. 

Attorney Potts said the Board of Appeals has the right to reverse the determination of the Building 
Official, meaning the Board can reverse the denial of the Certificate of Occupancy. He explained 
that as a representative of Pilot, he would be fine with a reversal that allows a temporary certificate 
while the litigation is ongoing. 

Town Attorney Stuhan stated the Board of Appeals has the discretion today to grant the appeal 
and to issue a Permanent Certificate of Occupancy, or take other action - temporary or not, to deny 
the appeal, which is the Town's recommendation. She noted that the 2006 IBC, Section 110.3 
addresses temporary certificates of occupancy stating: "The building official is authorized to issue 
a temporary certificate of occupancy before the completion of the entire work covered by the 
permit, provided that such portion or portions shall be occupied safely. The building official shall 
set a time period during which the temporary certificate of occupancy is valid." 

Town Attorney Stuhan explained that the Town's position would be that it would be very hard to 
set a specific time period for a Temporary Certificate of Occupancy during litigation that could go 
on for years and generally, it is only for before the completion of the work. She said the work is 
completed and there are no grounds for a Temporary Certificate of Occupancy. 

Attorney Potts said Pilot would not appeal the decision of the Board if a Temporary Certificate of 
Occupancy was issued for a year, which is the best solution he can see. 
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Board Member Ross asked what the Town's liability would be if the Town issues a Temporary 
Certificate of Occupancy for one year. 

Attorney Potts said the Town is seeking to intervene in the litigation between Pilot and the 
landlord, not necessarily for any affirmative purpose, but to be bound by the Court's decision and 
to make sure it is involved because it has an interest here. 

Town Attorney Stuhan said the Town has filed a Motion to Intervene in that litigation, with the 
Court's ruling pending. She said today we have a very narrow focus, the appeal. As to the question 
of the Town's liability if it overturns the Building Official's decision to deny the Certificate of 
Occupancy and either grants that Certificate of Occupancy or instructs the Building Inspector to 
grant a Temporary Certificate of Occupancy for a year, she said that the Town may get sued by 
the property owner on multiple grounds. 

Board Member Goldberg referenced the amendment to the lease agreement granted in 1995, 
between Pilot and the property owner and said it appears to clearly permit construction on the 
leased premises, which is the parcel in question. He asked Town Attorney Stuhan if the amendment 
is valid. 

Town Attorney Stuhan said she did not know if the amendment is valid. 

Attorney Potts said the Szukala Trust does not dispute the amendment's validity. 

Chairperson Dickson asked if the building is currently occupied. 

Attorney Potts answered that it is not currently operational; Pilot still has people who are inside at 
computers keeping things safe; but, Pilot operates a mobile truck repair service for which people 
are accessing the computers inside. He explained the truck bays themselves are closed and they 
are not servicing people inside, but people are going into the building because Pilot's fear is that 
the moment it is abandoned, it will be broken into and robbed. 

Chairperson Dickson opened the hearing for public comment. 

Joanna Rezendes, the Trustee of the Szukala Trust, commented that 'pursuant to' means to include, 
in reference to a statement made earlier. She said the Trust was notified over one year ago asking 
for permission to go to the Town for preliminary discussions and a site plan. She said Pilot 
reiterated to the Trust that the discussions do not commit the Trust to anything, and Pilot at no time 
contacted the Trust to obtain further consents required by the lease and the further consents that 
were required by the Town. She provided a definition of the word 'discussion'. She stated a year 
went by and no other contact was provided to the Trust, until Pilot contacted the Trust to grant the 
power easement; this is when the Trust realized that a building was constructed on the Trust's 
property. 

Ms. Rezendes noted that the Judge denied the temporary operating permit. She said nowhere on 
the building permit application does it say you may submit a lease for a Town to decide whether 
or not they have a right to construct a commercial building on your property. She said the Town 
needs the owner's independent written permission regardless of the validity of the lease; the Town 
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has policies and procedures in place to prevent these issues from ever arising, but it takes a 
corporation to be honest in filling out applications submitted to the Town. 

Board Member Goldberg commented that there is a lot of time and an approval process to get 
construction up to speed. He asked Ms. Rezendes why there were are all these lease issues arising 
now when the building sits there in full form, and why the issues were not addressed prior to the 
construction or in the early construction phases to stop the action so it would not proceed to the 
point it is at today. 

Ms. Rezendes explained that for a year she and her brother had been taking care of their father 
who recently passed away; when Pilot notified them that they would be building this or submitting 
the plans, they sent two emails stating it does not commit the Trust to anything. She said that not 
until the Trust was notified in April of this year did they know that Pilot had built the building on 
their property. 

Response of the Staff 

Town Attorney Stuhan said this is a straightforward narrow dispute, and the Board has heard from 
the owner of the property that they do not provide consent and are in litigation disputing that the 
lease is consent. 

Town Attorney Stuhan explained that it is the Board's duty now to decide after looking at this 
record and Tracey Hess' decision, and determine if Pilot met its burden in showing that her 
decision was in error. Town Attorney Stuhan stated that Tracey Hess testified that at the end of the 
day, when she was looking at granting a Permanent Certificate of Occupancy, she did not have a 
letter from the Trust authorizing and there is no court order saying that the lease is authorization, 
and under the IBC, you need an owner's authorization to get a permit and put up a structure. It was 
Ms. Hess' decision to deny the Certificate of Occupancy and the Town stands by that decision. 
She said the question before the Board is what the IBC requires and if Ms. Hess erred in her 
interpretation and enforcement of that. 

Town Attorney Stuhan said it is the Town's position that the IBC requires owner permission; the 
Town was provided inaccurate and incomplete information from Pilot and the Town believes its 
decision to deny the Permanent Certificate of Occupancy is correct and that this Board should 
uphold that decision. 

Questions from the Board 

None. 

Discussion and Vote to (i) Uphold the Appeal and Issue the Permanent Certificate of Occupancy 
or (ii) Deny the Appeal and Not Issue the Permanent Certificate of Occupancy 

Board Member Goldberg said the application was seriously flawed; it had the wrong parcel and it 
was not signed as to ownership. He asked if the Temporary Certificate of Occupancy was valid or 
invalid at this point. 

Building Official Hess answered invalid. 
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Board Member Goldberg said there are people in the building operating computers and so forth, 
and he asked if his understanding was correct in that they can have no occupancy in that building 
of any kind until occupancy is granted of some type. 

Building Official Hess responded that is correct. 

Board Member Goldberg said there should be nobody in the building doing anything. 

Building Official Hess responded that is correct. 

Board Member Goldberg asked for the status of the issue with the permanent power. 

Building Official Hess replied APS still has not been granted an easement onto the property, so 
there is no permanent power through APS. 

Board Member Goldberg asked for an explanation of the easement issue. 

Building Official Hess explained the easement issue is that APS requires property owner 
pennission to enter onto their property just to supply power; so, without the property owner giving 
permission for the easement, APS cannot enter the property. 

Board Member Goldberg said there is power hooked up to the building. 

Building Official Hess explained they are running a generator from what she understands, and 
apparently, they have pennanent power supplied from the truck stop. 

Board Member Goldberg asked if they could do that. 

Building Official Hess answered we spoke to APS regarding that and APS has no grounds once 
they supply it to the meter; APS stated that they could supply their neighbor or a person down the 
street with power if they wished to do that. 

Board Member Goldberg asked for information about an issue brought up about the electrical 
contractor being licensed or not. 

Building Official Hess replied any subcontractor is supposed to be licensed if it does not fall under 
the general contractor. 

Board Member Goldberg asked where we stand with that. 

Building Official Hess responded that she had made contact with them and they state that she told 
them they did not need that. 

Board Member Goldberg asked if they do need to have their own contractor's license. 

Building Official Hess said yes, they do have to have an Arizona Registrar of Contractors (ROC) 
number. 

Quartzsite Board of Appeals 

Appeal Hearing No. 18-01 Page 8 of 11 

October 24, 2018 



Board Member Goldberg asked what the fix is for having installed it without having the proper 
credentials. 

Building Official Hess answered that as far as she knows, there is no issue with the electrical for 
the building; the issue is that they did not provide us with an ROC number for Arizona. 

Board Member Goldberg noted that he felt one of the strongest issues is that of permission. He 
referenced a letter dated April 5, 2017, from the property owners' representative saying that she is 
authorizing Pilot to submit their site plan into the city for preliminary discussions. He said the 
lease amendment, made in 1995, seems to clearly permit construction and operation of activities 
related to Pilot Travel Center without further permission of the property owner, and that issue is 
between the property owner and the lessee. 

Board Member Goldberg commented that he thinks the Certificate of Occupancy is not the place 
to decide the ownership. Pilot met all health and safety requirements, zoning requirements and 
building code regulations; the facility meets all the city's requirements, and his feeling would be 
to grant permanent occupancy based on those facts. 

Board Member Ross said he agreed with Board Member Goldberg and with his interpretation of 
the lease. 

Chairperson Dickson asked, if that is the way it appears, why it is not just a simple step to get some 
legal person to make the statement and provide documentation that it is O.K. She agreed there 
were issues on the permit, and she referenced a statement on the permit that typically appears in 
any application for a building permit denoting the document is correct followed by a signature. 
She explained that is to protect the town from any inaccuracies that are on the application. 

Chairperson Dickson said she is a Building Official and not issuing a Certificate of Occupancy is 
one method commonly used to help make sure everything is buttoned up correctly. She explained 
that Temporary Certificates of Occupancy are typically issued for the installation of shelving, 
equipment and putting in the lifts to this type of facility; it is not to be used for permanent 
occupancy or occupancy of the public. She said she agrees with the Town in withholding the 
Certificate of Occupancy, and she feels that is the only thing they have to go on to secure their 
actions that have been taken through this whole process. 

Board Member Goldberg asked Chairperson Dickson what she feels is needed at this point for 
occupancy. 

Chairperson Dickson responded that a letter from a lawyer, from Pilot, or from the Trust that says 
this is our interpretation. 

Board Member Goldberg said his interpretation of the building code that requires property owner 
permission, was that permission was granted by the property owners' letter of April 5, for consent 
to file. 

Ms. Rezendes said that was just for a preliminary site plan. 
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Board Member Goldberg said that was coupled with the modifications to the lease agreement 
which take it further than that. 

Chairperson Dickson said she is not going to interpret the lease agreement and she does not think 
that is the point here. 

Board Member Goldberg said he thinks what he is saying is he feels that permission was granted; 
no attorney or court has adjudicated that it has been granted for sure or not. He said he does not 
see what will change in the future if we do or do not grant occupancy other than the building is 
just going to sit there and rot; he does not see anything constructive that is achieved by that because 
of how far it has gone to date. He said he does not see the occupancy as being a make or break 
function of the Town for a building that is functional. 

Chairperson Dickson asked if that condones the use of that building by the city, when the city 
knows that there is no permission for it to be there. She commented that opens the city up for 
lawsuits. 

Board Member Goldberg explained his feeling is that the amendment to their lease agreement that 
was granted significantly in advance of them granting any permission to look at the site, more than 
allows them to construct. 

Chairperson Dickson asked why an attorney could not write up something that says that. 

Board Member Goldberg asked Town Attorney Stuhan if she had any thoughts on the discussion 
as to the city's liability in granting it without what may constitute express pennission on that. 

Town Attorney Stuhan replied it is the staffs' position that we agree with the Chairperson that it is 
not the Town's position to interpret a lease, but the Town is responsible to follow the code which 
requires the landowner's permission. 

Attorney Potts said either decision opens the Town up to liability and he explained why he made 
this statement. 

Town Attorney Stuhan indicated that the question of which lawsuit, the one from Pilot or the one 
from the Trust, would be preferable is the real issue today. She stated the issue is an appeal of the 
Building Official's decision, if the Board thinks her decision was in error, and if Pilot has met its 
burden of showing her decision to deny Permanent Certificate of Occupancy was in error. 

Board Member Goldberg said he thought that clearly the Building Official has the right to deny 
the Certificate of Occupancy based on errors in the application which are clearly there. He said he 
thought she was well within her rights to deny the Certificate of Occupancy. He said he does not 
want the Board's decision to be based on the city's liability; he would rather have it based on the 
chain of events and documents, and based on that, he would uphold Tracey's right to deny this 
Certificate of Occupancy. 

Chairperson Dickson said she thought Quartzsite, in all their actions, including preliminary 
meetings, zoning applications, permit and the inspections that ensued, acted in good faith that this 
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was coming, and everything would be taken care of. She said she thought this was the only recourse 
they have, to withhold the Certificate of Occupancy. 

Board Member Goldberg said he would so move. Board Member Ross seconded the motion. 

Chairperson Dickson said she had a motion and a second to uphold the denial for the issuance of 
the Certificate of Occupancy. 

The vote was unanimous. Chairperson Dickson, aye; Board Member Goldberg, aye; and Board 
Member Ross, aye. Motion Passed. 

Chairperson Dickson adjourned the meeting at 3:42 p.m. 

ADJOURNMENT: 3:42 p.m. 

CERTIFICATION: 

I hereby certify that the foregoing minutes are a true and correct copy of the minutes of 
the meeting of October 24, 2018, of the Board of Appeals of the Town of Quartzsite, Arizona, 
held on October 24, 2018. 

I further certify that the meeting was duly called and held and that a quorum was present. 

DATED this 23 Rf;:> day of JAfr/ultlZ 'I 2019.

On behalf of the Board, 

Azt Chai;,,�1itL';, ✓ �
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