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Advisory Neighborhood Commission 4B takes note of the following: 
 

• Advisory Neighborhood Commissions serve an essential function in our 
local democracy, providing the most direct line of access to and 
assistance for residents from an elected representative. Advisory 
Neighborhood Commissioners spend many hours as volunteer elected 
representatives assisting residents with government services, engaging 
the community, providing feedback on actions subject to agency review, 
and weighing in on public policy affecting our neighborhoods. 
Commissioners are dedicated, hardworking public servants. Yet, 
Commissioners often lack resources and necessary support in carrying 
out the basic functions of the office of Advisory Neighborhood 
Commissioner. Advisory Neighborhood Commission 4B believes that 
enhanced administrative support and infrastructure would allow the 
Commission to better satisfy its functions and ensure consistently 
efficient, effective, and responsive Commissions across the city. 
 

• Advisory Neighborhood Commission 4B appreciates recent legislative and 
budgetary efforts to support Advisory Neighborhood Commissions, 
including providing for reimbursement of childcare and travel expenses; 
expanding language access for non-English speakers and individuals 
who are deaf or hard of hearing; funding implicit bias training for 
Advisory Neighborhood Commissioners; ensuring Advisory Neighborhood 
Commissions are afforded great weight in the Comprehensive Plan 
process; providing expert assistance to Commissions, including legal 
assistance, in negotiating with developers; requiring the Office of 
Advisory Neighborhood Commissions to maintain a public database of all 
community benefit agreements to empower Commissions to negotiate 
with developers in support of their Commissions; expanding the Office of 
Advisory Neighborhood Commissions to include a Technical Support 
Director/Specialist and establishing a Technical Assistance Fund for 
hybrid meetings and other technology needs; and increasing the Advisory 
Neighborhood Commission allocation. While these are meaningful 
improvements for Advisory Neighborhood Commissions, they have not 

https://lims.dccouncil.gov/Legislation/B21-0697
https://anc.dc.gov/page/oanc-assistance-funds
https://anc.dc.gov/page/oanc-assistance-funds
https://lims.dccouncil.gov/Legislation/B23-0245
https://lims.dccouncil.gov/Legislation/B23-0245
https://anc.dc.gov/page/oanc-assistance-funds
https://lims.dccouncil.gov/Legislation/B23-0245
https://lims.dccouncil.gov/Legislation/B23-0245
https://anc.dc.gov/page/oanc-assistance-funds
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been implemented faithfully. For example, across Fiscal Years 2019, 
2020, 2021, and 2022, it appears that zero Commissioners (or possibly 
one) have been reimbursed for childcare expenses and one Commissioner 
(or possibly two) have been reimbursed for travel expenses, which may be 
due to limiting requirements that make it not functionally possible to 
access and use the service. The public database of community benefit 
agreements does not exist – an essential resource for navigating what are 
often complicated Planned Unit Developments. And to the Commission’s 
knowledge, while the Office of Advisory Neighborhood Commissions 
briefly employed a Technical Support Director/Specialist, that position is 
currently unoccupied or any employed individual has not been 
introduced to the Commission. 
 

• The District recently underwent redistricting – a once-in-a-decade 
redrawing of the city’s political boundaries based on the latest census 
population data – which only increases Commission needs due to the 
growing number of Commissioners and Commissions. See Letter 
regarding Ensuring Adequate Resources for Successful Advisory 
Neighborhood Commissions (Jan. 25, 2021) (“Any such growth in the 
number of Single Member Districts and Commissions [from redistricting] 
will inevitably require significant administrative and other support. 
Advisory Neighborhood Commission 4B recommends consideration of 
mechanisms to assure sufficient administrative and infrastructure 
support for any growth in Single Member Districts and Commissions.”). 
Yet, instead of expanding resources to meet growing needs, Commissions 
have seen diminishing resources. For example, despite sustained 
advocacy for better technology supports for Commissions, the DC 
Council approved in October 2022 legislation removing money from the 
Technical Assistance Fund to fund newly formed Commissions. To be 
clear, if the justification for moving this money is that it is unused, any 
such unused money for technology is unrelated to need, as technology 
needs for Commissions are ample and unmet. Rather, any “extra” money 
is reflective of ineffectiveness in educating and training Commissions to 
use this fund and/or moving to the centralized provision of technology 
services. As a result, Commissions have been relegated to figuring out 
technology solutions on their own. 
 

• The lack of funding and centralized administrative support for Advisory 
Neighborhood Commissions not only presents challenges for Commission 
operations, but also serves as a barrier to entry for individuals interested 
in serving on the Commission. Based on informal calculations, the 
number of women Commissioners is set to dramatically decline in the 
2023 term from approximately 65% to 41% of Commissioners serving. 
This is just one demographic that is likely experiencing barriers to entry 
and continued service, and Advisory Neighborhood Commissions citywide 
would benefit from more analysis regarding demographic representation 
to ensure diversity, inclusion, and accessibility across Commissions. 
 

https://dccouncil.gov/wp-content/uploads/2020/01/2020-Pre-Hearing-Questions-Answers-OANC.pdf
https://dccouncil.gov/wp-content/uploads/2020/01/2020-Pre-Hearing-Questions-Answers-OANC.pdf
https://dccouncil.gov/wp-content/uploads/2022/01/Pre-Hearing-Responses-OANC.pdf
https://resolutions.anc.dc.gov/ViewResolution.aspx?Id=YLsmEu60apXyqJbUfojGZA==
https://lims.dccouncil.gov/Legislation/B24-1017
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• Advisory Neighborhood Commission 4B has persistently advocated for 
improved centralized support and infrastructure for Commissions to 
“allow the Commission to better satisfy its functions and ensure 
consistently efficient, effective, and responsive Commissions across the 
city.” These efforts include the following:  
 

- Resolution 4B-21-0903, Encouraging Enhancements to and 
Formalized Use of ANC Resolution Portal (Sept. 27, 2021);  
 

- Resolution 4B-21-0703, Requesting Centralized Funding and 
Support for Advisory Neighborhood Commission Technology and 
Printing Needs (July 26, 2021);  

 
- Resolution 4B-21-0601, Calling for Virtual Testimony Option for 

DC Government Hearings (June 28, 2021);  
 

- Citywide Letter to the DC Council, Calling for Hybrid (Virtual and 
In-Person) Meetings for Advisory Neighborhood Commissions (June 
10, 2021) (signed by all Advisory Neighborhood Commission 4B 
Commissioners); 

 
- Testimony by Commissioner Erin Palmer (4B02) before the DC 

Council’s Committee on Government Operations and Facilities, 
Office of Advisory Neighborhood Commissions Budget Oversight 
Hearing (June 4, 2021);  

 
- Resolution 4B-21-0509, Calling for Legislative Revisions and 

Supports to Allow Hybrid (Virtual and In-Person) Meetings for 
Advisory Neighborhood Commissions (May 24, 2021);  

 
- Letter regarding Ensuring Adequate Resources for Successful 

Advisory Neighborhood Commissions (Jan. 25, 2021);  
 

- Resolution 4B-21-0104, Calling for Fair and Equitable Elections 
Procedures and Improved Mechanisms to Fill Advisory 
Neighborhood Commission Vacancies (Jan. 25, 2021);  

 
- Resolution 4B-20-1002, Encouraging Best Practices to Assure 

Broad Inclusivity and Robust Participation in DC Government 
Hearings at the Commission’s (Oct. 26, 2020);  

 
- Testimony by Commissioner Alison Brooks (4B08) and Testimony 

by Commissioner Erin Palmer (4B02) before the DC Council’s 
Committee on Facilities and Procurement, Advisory Neighborhood 
Commissions for Wards 3 & 4 Public Oversight Roundtable (Sept. 
25, 2019);  

 
- Letter regarding Administrative Support and Infrastructure for 

Advisory Neighborhood Commissions (Sept. 24, 2019); and  

https://resolutions.anc.dc.gov/ViewResolution.aspx?Id=N4Fb2tnSD6CVkFWjGj1j3Q==
https://resolutions.anc.dc.gov/ViewResolution.aspx?Id=7SnBMHKUNgsfRdnAo4IKpw==
https://resolutions.anc.dc.gov/ViewResolution.aspx?Id=bXjlB3lZTn4uulTKkO7hUw==
https://docs.google.com/document/d/1wNoF-6VT8h117GxT1OHDJpmfwS2iold2oZMxTAjU4SI/edit
https://resolutions.anc.dc.gov/ViewResolution.aspx?Id=ZXOt75T2c19KJUpikBqtSQ==
https://resolutions.anc.dc.gov/ViewResolution.aspx?Id=YLsmEu60apXyqJbUfojGZA==
https://resolutions.anc.dc.gov/ViewResolution.aspx?Id=3AMLFsN9nQxsKtvHlACKSw==
https://resolutions.anc.dc.gov/ViewResolution.aspx?Id=nOZinTivZYdE7GYHiM09Mg==
https://dcist.com/story/19/09/26/d-c-s-most-hyperlocal-elected-officials-want-more-support-for-their-neighborhoods/
https://resolutions.anc.dc.gov/ViewResolution.aspx?Id=/lH5kqf4rLCVN5347vtbFQ==
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- Resolution 4B-19-0403, Supporting Implicit and Unconscious Bias 

Training and Diversity, Equity, & Inclusion Initiatives for Advisory 
Neighborhood Commissions (Apr. 22, 2019). 

 
● Advisory Neighborhood Commission 4B is hopeful the newly appointed 

Director of the Office of Advisory Neighborhood Commissions will bring 
renewed energy toward meeting the needs of Commissions for centralized 
supports and services and highlights the following specific needs: 
 

– Hybrid Meetings. Advisory Neighborhood Commission 4B began 
holding virtual meetings in April 2020 in response to the COVID-
19 (coronavirus) public health emergency and received little-to-no 
technical assistance in making the transition to virtual meetings. 
Despite the lack of support, the Commission successfully 
implemented virtual meetings, and overall, the Commission has 
seen an increase in the number of meeting attendees. The 
Commission has advocated – along with over 100 Commissioners 
across the District – for a continued virtual option to attend and 
participate in Commission meetings, among other measures, to 
continue to improve the inclusivity and accessibility of Commission 
meetings. See Citywide Letter Calling for Hybrid (Virtual and In-
Person Meetings for Advisory Neighborhood Commissions (June 
10, 2021).  
 
These efforts have not been supported by the District government, 
however, and have slowed the adoption of fully hybrid meetings as 
other parts of the District government have moved to in-person 
operations with a hybrid component. While there have been 
discussions about the technological support needed for hybrid 
meetings, including indications that there would be technology kits 
provided to Commissions for such meetings, there have been no 
formal communications, advice, or support for hybrid meetings 
from the Office of Advisory Neighborhood Commissions. In 
addition, while the Office of Advisory Neighborhood Commissions 
offered use of the WebEx platform, the Commission has found 
WebEx less user friendly and there are questions regarding 
whether the Office has secured continued use of WebEx licenses, 
with some Commissioners reporting that the licenses have been 
quietly discontinued without communication from the Office or the 
Office of the Chief Technology Officer. Worse yet, the Office of 
Advisory Neighborhood Commissions indicated to the DC Council 
in its Fiscal Year 2021 performance oversight responses that 
Commissions did not need supports to transition from the COVID-
19 (coronavirus) public health emergency, stating: “Absent the 
conditions that created the health emergencies, it is not apparent 
that legislation is need to support a return to rules and procedures 
previously in affect.” The lack of continuity and unclear 

https://resolutions.anc.dc.gov/ViewResolution.aspx?Id=zEaVwtTY6Bg9vvr48j+i4Q==
https://docs.google.com/document/d/1wNoF-6VT8h117GxT1OHDJpmfwS2iold2oZMxTAjU4SI/edit
https://dccouncil.gov/wp-content/uploads/2022/01/Pre-Hearing-Responses-OANC.pdf
https://twitter.com/ANCJonah/status/1575155608231329799
https://dccouncil.gov/wp-content/uploads/2021/02/2.5.2021-OANC-Pre-Hearing-Responses.pdf


 

R4B-23-0102– Centralized Resources for Successful ANCs                                             Page 5 
 

communications have reinforced a general sense that Commissions 
have been left to fend for themselves.  
 
Furthermore, as noted above, funding that Commissions could 
have used – even absent centralized technical support – has been 
shifted from the Technical Assistance Fund (which the Office of 
Advisory Neighborhood Commissions described as one of its top 
priorities) to newly-formed Advisory Neighborhood Commissions. 
Advisory Neighborhood Commission 4B is extremely disappointed 
not just at the lack of centralized support to successfully offer hybrid 
meetings, but that funding would be taken away from such a crucial 
need and calls for a renewed focus on adequately funding and 
supporting the implementation of hybrid Commission meetings.  
 

– Technology Basics. Some of Advisory Neighborhood Commission 
4B’s biggest challenges have been the lack of sufficient centralized 
website support and other technology services. The Commission 
believes lack of standardization of communications infrastructure 
among Advisory Neighborhood Commissions is detrimental to 
public understanding and engagement. For example, 
Commissioner Evan Yeats (4B04) built and maintains the 
Commission’s website without assistance from the Office of 
Advisory Neighborhood Commissions, and the Commission pays 
for hosting and registration fees. The website template provided by 
the Office of Advisory Neighborhood Commissions is 
technologically dated and beyond repair. It does not function to 
modern standards or meet the most basic needs of accessibility by 
constituents, such as mobile device functionality or the ability to 
be updated through a web-based content management system. 
Requiring the use of a desktop or laptop computer to access 
government information, like the template does, is fundamentally 
dated and exclusionary.  
 
Currently, the Commission depends on the willingness of former 
Commissioners to redirect domains because the primary 
Commission domain (anc4b.org) is controlled by a former 
Commissioner (last in office in 2005) who has been unwilling to 
return it to Commission control for more than fifteen years. The 
Commission also owns two additional domains – anc4b.info (a 
legacy of a previous Commission being unable to retain anc4b.org) 
and anc4b.com (purchased by the current Commission). In 
addition, centralized issuance of .gov domains would enable the 
creation of additional Advisory Neighborhood Commission-specific 
emails (such as for a committee or topic). The DC Council 
recognized this need with its own recent migration from a .us 
domain to a .gov domain to increase trust in its own websites. A 
modern content management system would continue to allow 
significant independence in the operation of Commission websites 
while providing for centralized support and security. Advisory 

https://lims.dccouncil.gov/Legislation/B24-1017
https://lims.dccouncil.gov/Legislation/B24-1017
https://dccouncil.gov/wp-content/uploads/2021/02/2.5.2021-OANC-Pre-Hearing-Responses.pdf
https://dccouncil.gov/wp-content/uploads/2021/02/2.5.2021-OANC-Pre-Hearing-Responses.pdf
https://dccouncil.gov/dc-council-to-switch-over-to-gov-domain-name/
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Neighborhood Commission 4B requests centralized technical support 
that would allow for the issuance of .gov domain names, increasing 
the trust and reliability of Commission websites. 
 
Finally, the Commission notes significant time, energy, and money 
that the Office of Advisory Neighborhood Commissions has put into 
developing a mobile application to assist Commissions in outreach 
and engagement with constituents. The Commission and other 
Commissions have opposed advancing this effort when 
Commissions citywide have so many more pressing unmet basic 
technology needs. Advisory Neighborhood Commission 4B 
encourages better and more thoughtful outreach to Commissions 
and consideration of Commission needs before pursuing projects like 
a mobile communications application. Furthermore, Advisory 
Neighborhood Commission 4B calls for a return of funding to the 
Technical Assistance Fund (and consideration of additional funding) 
to fully meet the basic, core technology needs of Advisory 
Neighborhood Commissions. 
 

– Shared Resources. Many Commissions have continually 
expressed the need for specific resources like office space and 
printing, and Commissions could benefit – and the DC government 
could achieve economies of scale – through centralized provision of 
these services. Advisory Neighborhood Commission 4B, for 
example, has not had physical office space since December 2018, 
when its previous below-market office rent was ended by the 
developer who had business before the Commission. The District 
provided allotment is not sufficient to hire administrative staff and 
technical support necessary for virtual or hybrid meetings and rent 
a private office at market rates. While some Commissions have 
obtained office space through negotiations with developers, not 
every Commission has that opportunity, nor is a benefit for a 
Commission necessarily the highest “community benefit” a 
Commission could receive.  
 
The Commission believes that District-owned or leased office space 
is essential to further the Commission’s work, including for 
physical recordkeeping, printing, and holding meetings. To that 
end, the Commission has continued to pursue District-owned 
office space or the reprogramming of funds as authorized under 
Resolution 4B-18-1101, Requesting Office Space for Advisory 
Neighborhood Commission 4B (Nov. 13, 2018) and DC Code § 1 
309.13(q). Unfortunately, the District government has still not met 
its obligation under that statutory provision and has not provided 
the Commission with office space or reprogrammed funds. 
Advisory Neighborhood Commission 4B calls for the District 
government to meet its statutory obligations regarding Commission 
office space and requests meaningful consideration of the possibility 
of shared office space and printers (possibly at the Ward level) to 

https://drive.google.com/file/d/18-SvuVR5Cybzl_JLH7yETfeBroeE8V6k/view
https://drive.google.com/file/d/18-SvuVR5Cybzl_JLH7yETfeBroeE8V6k/view
https://resolutions.anc.dc.gov/ViewResolution.aspx?Id=3KaM/SfPFaXzuAG2lj+8BQ==
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allow the DC government to more easily and more economically 
provide these services, and to make sure every Commission has 
access to the same basic resources like office space and printing. 
 

– Grants. Grants are a continual area of frustration across Advisory 
Neighborhood Commissions with some Commissioners expressing 
that providing grants is not worth the effort because they are too 
complicated. Current formal advice regarding grantmaking is 
inconsistent and contradictory, requiring that grants must “benefit 
persons who reside or work within the Commission area” but also 
not be limited in the number of people they can serve. Compare 
Letter from Legal Counsel Division, Office of Attorney General to 
Advisory Neighborhood Commission 4D (July 19, 2022) (noting a 
proposed grant for professional development for teachers at a 
school in Ward 4 would not satisfy the public purpose requirement 
because “[t]he immediate benefits of this grant … accrue only to 
the teachers who participate in the program. Even if we take into 
account the indirect benefits that this program is expected to bring 
to the school’s students, that still would not be sufficient.”) with 
Letter from Legal Counsel Division, Office of Attorney General to 
Advisory Neighborhood Commission 4A (May 6, 2011) (concluding 
that the purchase of boats for a four-person high school crew team 
in another Ward would “benefit generations of students, as well as 
their families and the broader community who could attend crew 
events.”) (cited favorably by the Legal Counsel Division in 2022). 
Advisory Neighborhood Commission 4B seeks greater education, 
information sharing, and transparency from the Office of Advisory 
Neighborhood Commissions regarding best practices for 
Commissions with regard to community grants, as well as legislative 
changes (if necessary) to the Commission grantmaking authority to 
facilitate Commission grantmaking. In its Fiscal Year 2019 
performance oversight documents, the Office of Advisory 
Neighborhood Commissions said a database of allowed and 
disallowed grants “is not necessary for our day-to-day operations.” 
Advisory Neighborhood Commission 4B disagrees. 

 
– Training. Advisory Neighborhood Commission 4B appreciates 

recent changes to the Office of Advisory Neighborhood 
Commissions’ website that includes a list of some Commission 
trainings, and the Commission is hopeful that list will be expanded 
substantially with both substantive training and resources for 
accessing services for Commissions. With regard to the latter, there 
are services available that Commissions do not utilize – like the 
aforementioned reimbursement for childcare. Advisory 
Neighborhood Commission 4B encourages the Office of Advisory 
Neighborhood Commissions to expand its website to include one-
page instructional handouts for how to access resources like 
reimbursement for childcare and travel expenses, hybrid meeting 
technology and supports, and accessing and implementing American 

https://oag.dc.gov/legal-advice-ancs/anc-4d-letter-commissioner-israel-re-proposed-anc
https://oag.dc.gov/legal-advice-ancs/anc-4a-grant-3000-towards-payment-crew-boat
https://dccouncil.gov/wp-content/uploads/2020/01/2020-Pre-Hearing-Questions-Answers-OANC.pdf
https://dccouncil.gov/wp-content/uploads/2020/01/2020-Pre-Hearing-Questions-Answers-OANC.pdf
https://anc.dc.gov/page/training-resources-0
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Sign-Language or language interpretation services for meetings 
and/or websites, and any other commonly sought resources and 
services for Commission operations.  

 
Historically, the provision of training by the Office of Advisory 
Neighborhood Commissions has been minimal. From Fiscal Year 
2019 through the present, “new programming and services” from 
the Office included only FOIA training in conjunction with the 
Office of Open Government; access to WebEx for all 40 ANCs and 
related training (which is of questionable value given the uncertain 
status of these licenses); a training on the budget process in 
conjunction with the DC Council’s Budget Office; a training on 
government ethics in conduction with the Office of Government 
Ethics; and implicit bias training. The needs of Commissions – 
particularly as to substantive training related to the work of being 
a Commissioner – are clearly lacking. 

 
Recently, all Commissioners received an email communication 
from the Director of the Office of Government Ethics, Board of 
Ethics and Government Accountability, advising that 
Commissioners could not attend a training provided by Greater 
Greater Washington because such a training is “clearly a gift that 
is given because of Commissioners’ official title or duties.” The 
Commission does not express a view on this interpretation of the 
ethics rules but rather highlights that outside trainings are 
commonly provided and Commissions both want and are entitled 
to trainings specifically tailored to the work of being an Advisory 
Neighborhood Commissioner. There continue to be notable gaps in 
training materials and presentations, filled in part through 
individual Commissioners, groups of Commissioners, and outside 
group efforts. Advisory Neighborhood Commission 4B seeks broader 
guidance  about what type of outside or informal trainings are 
acceptable and how the Office of Advisory Neighborhood 
Commissions will fill all training gaps. 

 
– An Advisory Neighborhood Commission Advocate. Advisory 

Neighborhood Commissions lack both financial support and 
centralized services, face challenges maintaining institutionalized 
knowledge, and are often left to fend for themselves with 
allotments that have not kept up with the pace of inflation. Much 
of the communication Commissioners do receive is related to what 
they cannot do and denials of the ability of Commissions and 
Commissioners to expand their work. The Office of Advisory 
Neighborhood Commissions occupies both a regulatory and 
advocacy role, but in the past has largely focused on the regulatory 
portion of their work. Advisory Neighborhood Commission 4B calls 
for a renewed focus on empowering Commissions, educating them 
on what they can do and how they can do it well, and providing 
Commissions with the tools and resources necessary to succeed. 

https://docs.wixstatic.com/ugd/3c9e19_6ee6305a77704095911349858bb5520f.pdf
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The Commission seeks an advocate for the Commission’s work, and 
is hopeful the Office of Advisory Neighborhood Commissions will 
serve in this role to help Commissions provide the highest level of 
services to residents. 

 

RESOLVED: 
 

➢ That Advisory Neighborhood Commission 4B calls on the Office of 
Advisory Neighborhood Commissions, in coordination with the DC 
Council and any other relevant entities, to provide the funding, 
resources, and training necessary for Commissions to implement hybrid 
meetings (including technological guidance and physical equipment); 
provide needed technology and technological supports; seek to provide 
shared resources to Commissions as makes sense and as is possible, 
including regarding office space and printing; provide clarity regarding 
Commission grantmaking and consider possible legislative changes to 
facilitate and make easier grantmaking; and expand substantive training 
to Commissions and provide easy-to-understand information about how 
to access Commission services. 
 

➢ That Advisory Neighborhood Commission 4B calls on the Office of the 
Advisory Neighborhood Commissions to increase its focus on advocacy 
on behalf of Commissions and resources for Commissions so that 
Commissions can build and enhance their capabilities and services to 
the community, as well as build institutional knowledge that lasts 
beyond the tenure of individual Commissioners. 

 

FURTHER RESOLVED: 
 
That the Commission designates Commissioner Alison Brooks, ANC 4B08; 
Commissioner Erin Palmer, ANC 4B02; Commissioner Kevin Gilligan, ANC 
4B05; Commissioner Audrey Walker, ANC 4B09; and Commissioner Evan 
Yeats, ANC 4B01, represent the Commission in all matters relating to this 
Resolution. 
 

FURTHER RESOLVED: 
 
That, in the event the designated representative Commissioners cannot carry 
out their representative duties for any reason, the Commission authorizes the 
Chair to designate another Commissioner to represent the Commission in all 
matter relating to this Resolution. 
 

FURTHER RESOLVED: 
 
That, consistent with DC Code § 1-309, only actions of the full Commission 
voting in a properly noticed public meeting have standing and carry great 
weight. The actions, positions, and opinions of individual commissioners, 
insofar as they may be contradictory to or otherwise inconsistent with the 
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expressed position of the full Commission in a properly adopted resolution or 
letter, have no standing and cannot be considered as in any way associated 
with the Commission. 
 
ADOPTED by voice vote at a regular public meeting (notice of which was 
properly given, and at which a quorum of __ members was present) on January 
23, 2023, by a vote of _ yes, _ no, _ abstentions. 


