
Hi Tyler. 

I don't know about a Facebook Messenger thread. I think what you are referencing is a 

text thread between Greg Parker and David Bajorin. In it, Greg references me, and we 

were indeed in touch before the Jan. 5 meeting about the Planning Commission 

appointments. It also referenced Sarah, which brings the number included to four, which 

would be a public meeting violation IF it actually included Sarah, which it didn't. Rather, 

Greg said Sarah is abstaining, but he told me that he got that information 

from Chris Calkins, not from Sarah. There was also a reference to Shawn Varwig, in 

which Greg said he has asked Shawn for some information about the appointment 

process, but Shawn was not included in these discussions. Therefore, it was not a 

public meetings violation, but in Joe Lindsay's mind, it carried the appearance of such 

and the ideal remedy was to revote the matter. That is what we did on Wednesday. 

Shawn Varwig and Traci Hensley opposed us revoting the same slate of commissioners 

and put up a spirited defense of public meeting law. I made the motion to approve those 

picks and Greg seconded it. During the discussion of that motion, several people in the 

audience were allowed to speak, despite that I objected as Robert's Rules of Order do 

not allow non-members the opportunity to debate bills. Brian Hodson allowed it 

nonetheless. The speakers included Dawn Depner, Tyler Smith, and Larry Boatright, 

who collectively opposed our approving those appointments on the grounds that our 

actions on Jan. 5 were "political." Hensley and Smith argued that if the four of us 

(Parker, Bajorin, Spoon and I) participated in the vote, it would constitute an ethics 

violation due to a conflict of interest since we could be held liable if we were sued over 

the public meetings law violation. The entire event took about an hour to settle. 

It is rather unfortunate that the city has so far been unable to make the meeting 

recording available.  I would think at minimum that the zoom would have been recorded, 

but I'm not terribly technical so don't know. There were a series of pretty inflammatory 

charges brought against us through this. In the end, Parker, Bajorin and I voted to 

approve the slate of commissioners, Hensley and Varwig voted no, and Sarah Spoon 

abstained.  

As for a statement, I would say this: All along, the issue I had was that the process had 

been violated by extending the deadline to enable Varwig's preferred candidates to 

apply. This came after James Padden's application languished for nearly two months 

while a vacancy remained unfilled in the fall, only to have James Hieb apply and get the 

position. I remain confident that the two candidates Varwig recommended would also 

make fine Planning Commissioners. I have not heard anything bad about either, and to 

the contrary, I have heard good things about both. My whole deal was about process. 

- Chris 

 


