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City of Olmsted Falls 
Minutes of a Regular Council Meeting 

Tuesday, March 23, 2021 at 7:30 p.m. 

Conducted as a Virtual Meeting through Webex  
 

The Pledge of Allegiance was recited.  Council President Paul Stibich called the meeting to order at 

7:30 p.m.  Roll call was conducted.  Councilmen Lori Jones (arrived at 7:43 p.m.), Jennifer Jansen, 

Cornel Munteanu, Jay McFadden, Yvonne Buchholz, and Brian Chitester were present.   

 

Also, in attendance:  James Graven, Mayor, Andrew D. Bemer, Law Director, Matt Sheehan, Fire 

Chief, Cory Swaisgood, Finance Director, and Joe Borczuch, Service Director.  Audience: 10.  

 

Approval of Minutes  
Mr. Munteanu moved to approve the minutes from the Regular Council Meeting of March 9, 2021; 

Mr. McFadden seconded.  Poll: 6 ayes; 0 nays. Motion carried. 

 

Mr. Munteanu moved to approve the minutes from the Special Council Meeting of March 16, 2021; 

Mr. Chitester seconded.  Poll: 6 ayes; 0 nays. Motion carried. 

 

Consideration of Amendment to the Agenda - None 

 

Mayor’s Report and Appointments  

Mayor Graven would like to thank everyone in our city that was present last Saturday for our 

Community Parade, to show support for Emily Heine, a fifteen year old who is battling cancer. He 

was contacted by a family friend, and we were able to plan this wonderful event. Emily loves music, 

marching bands, and parades that include fire and police vehicles and we were able to quickly 

organize an event to show her community support. He would like to thank everyone who showed up 

for the parade as it was a great day. 

 

He stated that this Saturday at 11:00 a.m. we will hold the first annual Easter Bunny ride in the fire 

truck.  The route will be posted on our city Facebook page.  As you know our Santa ride was a big 

success last year and he is sure this will be another great event for all of the young children in the 

city. 

 

He would like to thank former Akron Finance Director Rick Merolla for his accounting practice 

review that was conducted for our city.  If Council did not receive a copy of the report late today you 

will tomorrow.  As you know Gateway Consulting and Rick Merolla were asked to review some of 

the potential financial irregularities in the accounting practices that were related to our debt service 

funds.  In summary, Mr. Merolla wrote that “this review specifically related to Fund 217, the current 

administrative team in the finance department is accounting for city expenses accurately. There was 

no finding of anything illegal or ridiculous.”  He stated that Mr. Merolla looks forward to discussing 

the report with Council after they have had time to review it.  He indicated that the finance director 

will also briefly discuss this report.  
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He stated regarding Ordinances 19, 20 and 21 concerning a barnaminium.  Obviously, as Mayor he 

does not get to vote on this issue.  Although, he would like everyone to know that he did read all the 

minutes, walked the property and completed his due diligence.  He is against this project because he 

believes it is not harmonious with the surrounding neighbors, actually it does not fit in that 

neighborhood, it is a commercial looking building in a residential area.  If he lived in this area, he 

would not want this type of structure behind his home either.  

 

The new Federal Coronavirus Relief bill was signed by the President on Thursday. We are still 

waiting for guidance from the federal government on how the money can be spent.  The federal 

government is expected to provide details soon including confirming funding amounts as well as 

providing rules that cities must follow when spending this money.  As soon as we receive the 

guidelines, he will share with everyone.  

 

Usually, every year the city sends out a Report to the Community twice per year, one in the spring 

and one in the fall. We did this in 2018 and 2019 but last year we did not due to COVID.  He would 

ask that Council approve a requisition for this project. The cost is slightly lower than in 2019 and is 

slightly over $6,000.  Mr. Stibich stated that the city did not send out any newsletters last year but has 

traditionally sent them twice a year.  Mayor Graven replies correct and the payment comes from the 

economic development fund.  Mr. Stibich stated the General Fund Economic Development 

Department. Mayor Graven replied yes.  

 

Mr. Munteanu moved to approve a requisition to Maximum Velocity in an amount not to exceed 

$6,300 for a Report to the Community, for design, print and mailing to 3,613 households; Mr. 

Chitester seconded.   

 

Ms. Jansen asked if there were any other bids.  Mayor Graven replied no, there were not, the city has 

used this firm before and they are very professional and do a great job.  Ms. Jansen stated so no bids.  

Mayor Graven replied no.  Mr. Stibich asked if there were other businesses that do this type of work.  

Mayor Graven replied yes.  Mr. Stibich stated that next time we should go out for bids.  Mayor 

Graven replied yes next time he will do that.  They do a good job and with something this important 

you want it professionally done.  Mr. Stibich asked if this was less than what they charged in 2019.  

Mayor Graven replied yes.  Mr. Stibich asked if it was the same project.  Mayor Graven replied yes.  

Ms. Jansen asked if it would push back the project if we waited two weeks until the next meeting so 

we could receive bids.  Mayor Graven replied yes so, he would ask that Council vote this evening.  

Mr. Stibich asked if the reasoning was to get the newsletter out.  Mayor Graven replied yes and 

indicated that this firm has done a professional job every other time.  Mr. Chitester asked if this 

administration or prior administrations had gone out for bids. He is trying to determine if this is a 

continual trend or if this was just one time.  He knows printing so the numbers are not shocking him 

but is curious or do we use this firm every single time.  Mayor Graven stated that we have been going 

to them.  Mr. Chitester asked the clerk if the previous administrations went out to bid.  The Clerk 

replied that when Ms. Donegan was the Mayor she used Mark Hannah for most of our newsletters.  

Mayor Graven stated that he does not have a problem going out to bid to look into some other firms.  

Mr. Chitester stated that he was just seeing if there were trends.  Mr. Stibich stated that he believes 

these are all good points and we should go out for bids every once in a while, on competitive stuff to 

keep people honest.  Mr. Munteanu indicated that the cost comes to $1.74, with the postage, per 

household.  Mr. Stibich indicated he was in the printing business and it would cost a lot more than 

that if you went to one of the larger printers probably double that cost.  A lot of these small printers 

don’t have the overhead and can get it done a lot cheaper.  He stated that if Council is reluctant to 
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approve this tonight and want to wait a couple weeks as Ms. Jansen suggested you can vote no.  Poll: 

5 ayes; 1 nay (Jansen). Motion carried.  

 

Communications from Residents  

 

Janet Tomasch, Chairman of the Architectural Board of Review, 7255 River Road, stated that 

she is present tonight because she understands that the first reading for ratifying the ABR Revised 

Guidelines is on the agenda.  She is present to answer and ask questions, when the time is 

appropriate.  She stated that Marianne Piterans is also in attendance and is the Vice-Chairman of 

Architectural Board of Review.  

 

Marianne Piterans, 7275 River Road, stated that she is present to support ABR with any questions 

that Council may have.   

 

Mr. Stibich indicated that he knows ABR worked hard on the guidelines and that Planning and 

Zoning Commission reviewed them.  There were a lot of people that had input on revising these 

guidelines.  

 

Ms. Tomasch stated that this has been a labor of good intentions and hopes to come out with a good 

project.  Mr. Stibich replied many years in the making and time for Council to finalize them.  

 

Approval of Bills: 
Mr. Munteanu moved to approve Pay Ordinance 2021-06; Mr. Chitester seconded.  Poll: 7 ayes; 0 

nays. Motion carried.   

 

Officials Reports: 
 

Joe Borczuch, Service Director  

Mr. Borczuch indicated that he has a requisition for Aero-Mark who will be completing the 

edgeline/centerline project.  The amount is $18,461.00 and the city only received two bids.  

 

Mr. McFadden moved to approve a requisition to Aero-Mark for edgeline/centerline for the 2021 

season in an amount not to exceed $18,461.00; Mr. Chitester seconded.  Poll: 7 ayes; 0 nays. Motion 

carried.  

 

Mr. Borczuch stated that he has a requisition for Southwest Sweeping for street sweeping on curbed 

streets only for the 2021 season.   

 

Mr. Munteanu moved to approve a requisition to Southwest Sweeping for the 2021 street sweeping 

in an amount not to exceed $10,000.00; Mr. McFadden seconded.  While making the motion Ms. 

Jones asked if she could ask a question.  Mr. Stibich stated that the proper way is to make the motion, 

receive a second and then open the floor for discussion.   

 

Ms. Jones stated that she did not receive any bid information.  Mr. Borczuch replied that this is the 

same amount it has been for years.  He stated that Reilly Sweeping send in a bid but their price was 

outrageous.  Ms. Jones stated that if she would have received that information she would have known.  

Mr. Stibich indicated that the bid amounts should be listed on the requisition.  Mr. Borczuch replied 
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that he thought another sheet was being sent out.  Mr. Borczuch replied that Reilly’s minimum was 

$200 per hour compared to $120 per hour for Southwest.  He indicated that Southwest has been the 

lowest bid for the last 30 years and have always done the city’s street sweeping.  The other sweeping 

companies no longer submit bids to the city.  Ms. Jansen asked how many days the city receives the 

service or how often the street sweeper comes into the city.  Mr. Borczuch replied that generally 

speaking this amount covers cleaning the city three times.  He usually does a Spring time cleaning, 

once he knows the snow season is over, then in the summer, and in the Fall before the snow starts.  

Mr. Stibich asked if that would be approximately 800 hours.  Mr. Borczuch replied that they put in 10 

to 12 hours per day and it takes a good portion of the week do complete the whole city.  Mr. Stibich 

replied that if you divide that by three then its 200 to 300 hours each time.  He asked if it took several 

weeks or several machines to complete the job.  Mr. Borczuch replied that there are times when they 

will send two or three machines, but usually there are two that are sent out but that is dependent on 

their schedule.  This is also weather related because if it does rain to heavily, they cannot sweep.  Mr. 

Stibich asked if the amount was the same as last year.  Mr. Borczuch replied yes, it has not changed.  

Poll: 7 ayes; 0 nays. Motion carried.  

 

Mr. Borczuch indicated that when he put the painting requisition in Council packets no other 

company had submitted a bid.  However, he received two bids late today with one actually coming in 

before 7:00 this evening.  The painting requisition will not be to Patton Painting he would ask that the 

company be changed to Advanced Painting as their quote was in the amount of $4,600 for the same 

work. The other bid was from Reading Painting Company in the amount of $5,750.  He will get a 

new corrected requisition to the Clerk for signature tomorrow.  Unfortunately, not that many people 

wanted to submit a bid because they are either too busy or because of the lead paint on the building.  

Ms. Jansen asked what building was being painted.  Mr. Borczuch replied the Wine Cellar, it is a city 

owned building that we lease to the Wine Cellar formerly the Jenkins Center.  The City is responsible 

for the exterior portion of the building, per the lease agreement.  Mr. Stibich asked if the law director 

reviewed the lease to determine that the city is responsible.  Mr. Borczuch replied yes, Mr. Bemer did 

review the lease and we are responsible for the exterior.  This building is an asset to the community 

and a vocal point at the corner and is beginning to peel.  Mr. Munteanu asked if it was the same scope 

of work.  Mr. Borczuch replied yes. He was shocked at the price, and went over the scope of work 

with each bidder.  He indicated that this will be the same color.  Mr. Stibich stated that this shows 

what competitive bidding can do.  Mr. Borczuch stated that trying to find people who can deal with 

lead based paint is difficult because smaller places can’t handle it.  Mr. Stibich replied saved the 

taxpayers $6,000.  MR. Borczuch replied yes.  

 

Ms. Buchholz moved to approve a requisition to Advanced Painting to powerwash, scrape, caulk, 

fill, prime and paint and seal the deck and carpentry work at the old Jenkins Center currently leased 

by the Wine Cellar in an amount not to exceed $4,600.00; Mr. Munteanu seconded.  Poll: 7 ayes; 0 

nays. Motion carried.  

 

Mr. Borczuch stated that within the next few weeks we will do a punch list with Mr. Sheehy for the 

Phase V Sewer Project and get this project wrapped up by late Spring or early Summer.   

 

Ms. Jansen stated that she saw there was some fencing material on the pay ordinance and was curious 

as to what fences were being repaired.  Mr. Stibich asked for a vendor name.  Ms. Jansen replied it 

states sign, post fencing.  Mr. Borczuch replied that would be for sign posts.  Mr. Stibich asked if it 

was stakes and signs.  Mr. Borczuch stated that he uses this company to purchase all of the rail fence 
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for our parks and street signs.  Ms. Jansen asked if it was for the wooden fence posts.  Mr. Borczuch 

replied it’s the metal posts for our signs.  This is the way it is labeled in the blanket requisition.   

 

Matt Sheehan, Fire Chief – No Report  

 

Councilman Jay McFadden, Ward I – No Report 

 

Councilwoman Yvonne Buchholz, Ward III  
Ms. Buchholz stated that the Park and Recreation Board is in the process of organizing the Memorial 

Day Parade and Celebration at the Village Green which will be held on May 31st.  Her husband and 

Ms. Lukes are organizing this event.  The next Park and Recreation meeting is scheduled for April 

12th at 7:00 p.m. in Council Chambers, she will have more details regarding summer events after that 

meeting.   

 

She stated that since Heritage Days is not a city event and the information is purely speculation, the 

individuals that were going to chair the event last year informed her that they have not planned on the 

event for this year, with COVID and not knowing what the state is going to do they decided not to 

hold the event.  Anything else you hear in the community is purely gossip.  

 

Mr. Stibich asked if the Park and Recreation Board would be discussing a 4th of July Parade.  Ms. 

Buchholz replied that no one has volunteered to chair that parade.  

 

Councilman Brian Chitester, Ward IV  
Mr. Chitester stated that he hopes Council will adopt the ABR Guidelines.  He stated that Ms. 

Tomasch, Ms. Piterans and the rest of the ABR Board worked tirelessly on these guidelines.  He is 

here to support the Board with those guidelines.  

 

Jennifer Jansen, Council-at-Large  

Ms. Jansen stated that she is still working and gathering information regarding the parking waivers in 

our downtown area.   

 

She stated that it was nice to read through the ABR Guidelines and see the sections that pertain to 

parking downtown in the Historic District, so it was perfect timing for her.  She would like to thank 

Ms. Tomasch and Ms. Piterans for their work with the guidelines as they are very detailed and she 

appreciates details.   

 

Also, this weekend and into next week, in addition to the Easter Bunny Parade there is also a free 

community event at Grace Church, which has become very popular within the community. The last 

time she checked there were 400 people registered. This event is being done by Grace Church and 

other entities and businesses inside of the city and will be held on Saturday after the parade.  The 

Parade will be from 11:00 a.m. until 12:00 p.m. and the Grace Church event is 1:00 p.m. until 4:00 

p.m. Next Week on April 1st Grand Pacific Junction will host an Easter event, and will be a version of 

an Easter Egg hunt.   

 

Lori Jones, Council-at-Large – No Report 
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Councilman Cornel Munteanu, Ward II  
Mr. Munteanu would like to thank the residents who came forward and spoke at the last Council 

meeting.  It is good to see that residents have concerns and bring those concerns to the Council.  He 

would like to commend them for doing their part of governance in our city.  

 

Council President Paul Stibich  
Mr. Stibich indicated that he sent a text to all of Council earlier today indicating that the city did 

receive Mr. Merolla’s report.  He would like to schedule a Council Work Session so that Mr. Merolla 

can address Council.  After discussion the meeting was scheduled for April 1st at 7:30 p.m.  He stated 

that Mr. Merolla will be contacted to see if he is available.  

 

Andrew Bemer, Law Director  
Mr. Bemer stated that regarding purchases and the conversation regarding so called bids, Council’s 

absolute primary responsibility is the fiscal management and prudent use of tax payers dollars.  He 

stated that there are no bids in this process, bidding is a formal process that involves specifications 

that are published in the newspaper, indicating which day they are due and then there is usually a 

round table opening. Pursuant to Ohio law the bidding process is only required for matters that are in 

excess of $50,000 and what Mr. Borczuch is doing is getting requests for proposals. It is important 

that the minutes reflect that we are talking about requests for proposals; there was no bidding 

involved as that is a very specific term and being an attorney, he can be as anal as anyone on that 

particular point.  When your doing requests for proposals obviously the amount goes in but it’s really 

the past history in dealing with a particular vendor or supplier. First and foremost, you want 

somebody who is responsible and is going to do a job in a timely fashion without a whole lot of 

supervision which is why cities find that over and over again they use the same vendor for the same 

thing. Again, for fiscal management you are receiving the same cost as prior years and its kind of 

hard to argue with that. That being said, he has seen these kinds of situations go on for six or seven 

years but after that timeframe then you begin wondering if the cost is still the same. Its real important 

that the city directors understand that the particular need is to be fiscally responsible and to find out 

the best deal; but on the other hand, you do want to get rid of the golden goose; so, if you have a 

vendor who you are familiar with and there has never been any issues and your experience is that they 

do good work and provide a good service it is kind of an understandable process. For something like 

painting which is mundane Mr. Borczuch will call three or four vendors and explain what needs to be 

done knowing that they have done the work before and see if they will do it for the same cost or give 

an idea of what the cost will be. That is an important distinction and we also have to be sensitive to 

the $50,000 figure. When you look at the services, there is another exception, that is for what is called 

unique and peculiar services which is usually your professionals and the distinction becomes quite 

difficult. The professionals are someone that has a reputation, has knowledge, and has a professional 

service. The two main examples are city planner and an engineer because there are not a lot of them 

around and if you find a good one you should stick with them. The most important aspect is your 

working relationship which is so important. This is kind of an overview of how you handle the 

finances and understand what has been going on. Again, it serves two purposes, absolute transparency 

is the utmost importance but also recognize the fiscal management and make sure that you are getting 

the best deal for the tax payers dollars.  

 

He spoke with Mrs. Tomasch within the last week and commended her on her work in putting the 

guidelines together on behalf of the city and ABR. There are a couple of codified ordinances that 

should be updated that he did mention to her in Chapter 1244 to reflect, assuming Council adopts the 

new guidelines. One point of clarification that needs to be made is that these guidelines are standards 
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and criteria for each and every item that comes before ABR. Again, he applauds ABR and the work 

that Mrs. Tomasch does in being its leader.  

 

Ms. Jansen stated that she happened to research the bidding process earlier today. In Ordinance 54-

2002 it is called bid requirements. In our codifieds in Section 248.02 entitled bid requirements it 

states that for a purchase over $2,500 and up to a maximum amount stated in 735.05. As Mr. Bemer 

stated it is $50,000 and states that three quotes shall accompany the requisition two of which shall be 

written. When Mr. Bemer discussed waivering that is also in there, it states waiver of multiple bid 

requirements; the department director can determine a waiver if only one can be obtained for 

particular goods or services. But it says that services would have had to have been purchased within 

the last 3 months, so if its more than 3 months he is supposed to still do it even it is something he has 

used before.  Mr. Bemer stated that the nomad cloture is an error because it is contrary to the Ohio 

Revised Code. Many cities have their bid requirements consistent with the Ohio Revised Code as a 

Charter provision and maybe that is something we should look at.  He asked Ms. Jansen when the 

ordinance was adopted.  Ms. Jansen replied 2002.  Mr. Bemer replied that it may be time to update 

because like he said bidding has a specific purpose and this was not a true bid but rather getting 

proposals. Ms. Jones replied whatever we want to call it competitive offers or whatever we should 

still do it.  Mr. Stibich asked if there were changes that the legislation committee should be 

reviewing.  Mr. Bemer replied that for ABR it is identifying the date of the recent adoption because 

what is identified are the 1995 guidelines. In his discussions with Ms. Tomasch, he mentioned that 

there was another section that we should make sure the guidelines are clearly identified as the 

standards in criteria for use and application.  There was a case in the Eighth District Court of Appeals 

within the last five or six years that basically said your criteria applied in any land use decision 

should be specifically stated in guidelines intent purpose clauses so these are not guidelines but rather 

criteria so it is a point of clarification.  We should do a systematic review, for example, the Board of 

Zoning Appeals was repealed by Charter provision four years ago but there is still a whole section 

that talks about the Board of Zoning Appeals and all the standards, fortunately the Charter was 

changed and the Charter trumps even codified ordinances. There are a number of things that should 

be reviewed but he does not believe it is necessarily a committee thing.  Mr. Stibich stated that this 

should start in the law department and either move to the legislative committee or Council. Mr. 

Bemer replied that was correct. 

 

Old Business  

 

Ordinance 10-2021 

AN ORDINANCE ESTABLISHING THE WAGES, BENEFITS AND OTHER 

CONDITIONS OF EMPLOYMENT FOR NON-UNION EMPLOYEES  Tabled on Third 

Reading (03/09/21) 

 

Remained on Table 

 

New Business  

 

Ordinance 19-2021 
AN ORDINANCE RATIFYING AND AFFIRMING THE DECISION OF THE 

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION REGARDING P&Z DOCKET NO: 

02-2021, AND DECLARING AN EMERGENCY   First Reading 
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Mr. Munteanu moved to suspend; Ms. Buchholz seconded.   

 

Mr. Stibich indicated that he would like to make comments regarding all three ordinances.  He stated 

that Council listened to eight residents who indicated that they did not want the barndominium.  He 

stated that the Planning and Zoning Commission approved a conditional use permit, a five foot height 

variance and a 3,920 foot garage variance.  It is important to remember that what they approved was 

a garage variance and it is Council’s job this evening to decide if we agree with those decisions.  The 

code in granting a conditional use states that the Commission should consider the criteria of the 

conditional use and it lists 12 standards and state that the Commission must find adequate evidence 

that the conditional use is harmonious.  There are three of the standards that he has concerns with and 

two of them use the word harmonious.  It is kind of a subjective term, what might be harmonious to 

one person might not be to another person, he does not believe there is any subjective criteria for 

determining what is harmonious.  In Section 1264.02(a) states it has to be harmonious with the code 

for the district and this is a D-3 Single Family Residential District.  Section (e) states it must be 

harmonious and appropriate in appearance with the existing or intended character of the general 

vicinity and will not essentially change the character.  He stated that this is the one he is having the 

most trouble with.  Lastly, in Section (e) it states the conditional use will not disturb the existing and 

future use joined with the property in the immediate vicinity.  It also states that it won’t diminish 

property values.  Council had an interesting discussion during the public hearing regarding property 

values and believes that is a non-issue as no one knows how it will affect the property values.  There 

were eight residents who basically stated that this was not harmonious and that the building does not 

belong.  The applicant pointed out that down the street is the boy’s home which has a large barn and 

he noticed that across the street from Mr. Clark’s property is a barn on the Williams property just 

opposite the tracks from Mr. Williams property is the Peger property which has a large out building.  

He distinguishes these buildings from the Mr. Clark’s building in that they were all there long before 

the Zoning Codes were established and they are for agricultural use which has a long history in our 

community.  The 4800 square feet building that Mr. Clark is proposing is for recreational and totally 

different.  He does not believe it is harmonious with the community.  He would also like to point out 

that years ago there was a red barn on the corner of Lindbergh and West Road, very rustic and kind 

of run downed, he remembers that the name “Barnum” was on the barn. He stated that Mr. Clint 

Williams purchased the property and built several houses on this lot and in his opinion that was an 

improvement from what was there.  He will be voting to reverse the decision of the Planning and 

Zoning Commission.  

 

Ms. Jansen stated that she appreciates all of the comments from the neighbors in the vicinity.  She 

believes this is a new trending thing that the city will see more of and believes that decisions should 

be made on a case-by-case basis.  Specifically, with this proposal and the reason she does not have an 

issue with it, is because it is going to be built on such a large piece of property and far off the road 

with tree coverage.  Perhaps, if Council added a modification stating that a certain number of trees 

have to remain on the property to enclose the structure.  She believes this is something that could be a 

solution.  

 

Ms. Jones stated that she had an emergency and was unable to attend the public meeting.  She has 

read the minutes but would like to review the video recording of the meeting again and would like to 

know if Council does not pass this tonight, could we have a special meeting so we could have more 

time to discuss it.  Mr. Stibich indicated that would be a decision for Council, we will vote on 

suspension and if Council agrees they can vote no on the suspension.  Ms. Jones stated that this 

would be so she could have more time personally to review the video again.  Ms. Jansen asked how 
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many letters were sent out to residents. We know that eight people came forward but how many 

people did not come forward because they had no concerns.  The clerk responded that 500-foot 

residents were notified which totaled approximately 90 people.  Ms. Jansen stated that she believes 

that is important to take into consideration.  Mr. Stibich replied that just because 90 people did not 

show up at the meeting does not mean they were in favor of it or that they didn’t have a problem with 

it; they might not have liked it but had other things going on and did not take the time to attend a 

meeting and voice their opinion.  His feeling has always been on these zoning appeals, if there is one 

resident that wants you to uphold the law, then you should uphold the law and stand by what the law 

says; if you start making exceptions to the law then everyone will want an exception and that can 

create problems down the road.  If the law is wrong and the city should allow this type of housing in 

this residential area, then we should change the zoning and the law.  

 

Voice Vote: 7 ayes; 0 nays. Motion carried.  Mr. Munteanu moved to waive the reading in its 

entirety; Mr. Chitester seconded.  Voice Vote: 7 ayes; 0 nays. Motion carried.  Ms. Jones asked 

which ordinance Council was voting on.  Mr. Stibich replied that Council voted on waiver for 

Ordinance 19-2021 to affirm the decision of the Planning and Zoning Commission.  Mr. Munteanu 

moved to adopt; Mr. Chitester seconded.  Mr. Stibich asked Ms. Jones if she had any comments.  

Ms. Jones asked if Council was voting to uphold Planning’s decision or overturn Planning’s decision.  

Mr. Stibich replied Council is voting on Ordinance 19-2021, an ordinance ratifying and affirming the 

decision of the Planning and Zoning Commission.  If you agree with the Planning & Zoning 

Commission’s decision you would vote yes on this adoption motion, if you do not agree with it then 

you would vote no or abstain.  Mr. Chitester asked if anyone was to abstain what would the vote need 

to be for each of the different ordinances.  The Clerk responded that these would require a super 

majority of Council.  Poll: 1 aye (Jansen); 5 nays; 1 abstain (Jones). Motion failed.  

 

Ordinance 20-2021 
AN ORDINANCE REVERSING THE DECISION OF THE PLANNING AND 

ZONING COMMISSION IN P&Z DOCKET NO. 02-2021, AND DECLARING AN 

EMERGENCY   First Reading 

 

Mr. Munteanu moved to suspend; Mr. Chitester seconded.  Voice Vote: 7 ayes; 0 nays. Motion 

carried.  Mr. Chitester moved to waive the reading in its entirety; Mr. Munteanu seconded.  Voice 

Vote: 7 ayes; 0 nays. Motion carried.  Mr. Chitester moved to adopt; Mr. Munteanu seconded.  

Poll: 5 ayes; 1 nay (Jansen); 1 abstain (Jones). Motion carried.  

 

Ordinance 21-2021 
AN ORDINANCE RATIFYING AND MODIFYING THE DECISION OF THE 

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION REGARDING P&Z DOCKET NO: 02-

2021, AND DECLARING AN EMERGENCY   First Reading  

 

Mr. Munteanu moved to suspend; Ms. Buchholz seconded.  Voice Vote: 7 ayes; 0 nays. Motion 

carried.  Mr. Munteanu moved to waive the reading in its entirety; Mr. Chitester seconded.  Voice 

Vote: 7 ayes; 0 nays. Motion carried.  Mr. Chitester moved to adopt; Ms. Buchholz seconded.  

Poll: 1 aye (Jansen); 5 nays; 1 abstain (Jones). Motion failed.  

 

Mr. Stibich asked when someone abstains is that considered a no count.  The clerk responded stated 

that usually the abstention usually goes with the majority.  Mr. Bemer indicated that was incorrect in 

this case, as 2/3’s of Council is needed to reject or modify, in other words five votes are needed to 
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approve.  Mr. Stibich stated that the abstention would then not count as one of the five.  Mr. Bemer 

replied that it counts towards a quorum but not as a yes or no vote.  

 

Ordinance 22-2021 

AN ORDINANCE APPROPRIATING FUNDS FOR CURRENT EXPENSES AND 

OTHER EXPENDITURES OF THE CITY OF OLMSTED FALLS, OHIO, FOR THE 

PERIOD COMMENCING JANUARY 1, 2021 AND ENDING DECEMBER 31, 

2021, AND DECLARING AN EMERGENCY   First Reading 

 

Mr. Munteanu moved to suspend; Mr. Chitester seconded.  Voice Vote: 7 ayes; 0 nays. Motion 

carried.  Mr. Munteanu moved to waive the reading in its entirety; Mr. Chitester seconded.   

 

Ms. Jones stated that at the last meeting Council discussed a couple of things with the finance 

director and asked if there were any updates.  Mr. Stibich replied that Mr. Swaisgood sent an email to 

all of Council answering the questions.  Ms. Jones indicated that she would need to check her email.  

Mr. Stibich replied that Council does not have all evening to wait; she has had all weekend to look at 

the information.  Ms. Jones stated that she worked this weekend.  Ms. Jansen stated that she noticed 

there were two things in packets, one was titled budget report which is what we have been using to 

establish the budget; then there is an appropriations report and she noticed that some of the numbers 

were not the same between the report and the appropriations. As she looked at in more in depth, she 

realized that police, fire, service, and building, the salary and wages numbers changed and it looks 

like it was because the clothing and uniform allowance was added.  The fire department actually 

decreased and she is assuming the clothing allowance will be taken from a different fund.  Mr. 

Swaisgood stated that after Thursday’s meeting he went through the items discussed and sent out the 

appropriation measure and the report to Council on Saturday showing a break out for clothing, 

training and education in a separate category on the budget report to show the comparison. This was 

included in the personnel services in the budget report initially which should not affect the total 

number.  The only thing added to the services column was an expense that was missed for one 

service department employee’s longevity we had the wrong dollar amount and that was maybe 

$1,000.  The actual appropriation measure before Council should match the updated report and, in his 

email, he outlined any specific changes that were made and also noted if there were any increases or 

decreases to the budget for each of those line items.  He triple checked the appropriation measure on 

Friday and had his staff check it as well to make sure it matched the final budget report that was 

included in packets.  He asked if there was anything specific.  Ms. Jansen replied she could give him 

specifics.  She stated that in the appropriations ordinance, under police in salary and wages the 

difference is $3,450 and when did the math earlier it was the same amount for uniform allowance.  

Mr. Stibich replied that in the appropriations Council does not have the detail that we are given with 

the budget and a lot of budget items are combined as either personnel costs or outside costs. You 

might think that the clothing allowance is an outside cost but it is considered personnel.  Mr. 

Swaisgood replied that the way the accounts are coded the uniform and clothing are added to the 

personnel services.  Mr. Stibich stated that one thing to remember about the appropriation is that this 

is an estimate of what we are going to be spending for the rest of the year. We all know that come 

December the appropriations are adjusted, sometimes up and sometimes down to meet the actual 

expenditures. This is just a guideline for the administration to operate the city until we get close to 

the end of the year. He asked Mr. Swaisgood if that was an accurate statement.  Mr. Swaisgood 

replied that is correct. This will change mainly because of two factors that we know of right now; one 

is the stimulus funds that we are supposed to receive and also the pending result of the police 

arbitration. These two items will change the budget and as we go along in the year and as he gets 
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more acclimated with the reporting there may be some areas that he will recommend small changes; 

this in every city because there are going to be changes as the year goes on.  Ms. Jansen stated that if 

you look at Exhibit “A” under fire the appropriations say salaries and wages $696,975 and then when 

you look at the budget report under personnel services it says $679,000. The difference is $17,200 

which is the same total as uniform and clothing so she thinks its separate in the budget but included 

as salary and wages in the appropriations.  Mr. Swaisgood replied that is correct. The appropriation 

measure before Council, according to ORC, has to be budgeted in the General Fund at the department 

level and the object level; so, the object level is personnel services and then other expenses which is 

why that line item is added into the personnel services.   

 

Ms. Jones stated that she still has an issue with spending $40,000 for plants, trees and mulch. She 

thinks that is a lot to spend because that area under the tracks already looks better than our parks. She 

does not think it needs more plants or trees as we need police cars.  Mayor Graven replied that we 

cannot use the money in that fund for police cars; usually Mr. Borczuch spends approximately 

$20,000 per year but every couple of years he has to spend more.  Mr. Borczuch replied again, this is 

just a budgeted dollar amount, it does not mean that is what will be spent. Every other year is when 

we do the mulching whether it’s there, city hall, fire station or wherever, we use the dyed mulch 

because it has a two-year lifespan. With that being said, this year the dollar amount will be higher 

than last year because over the course of the many years we lost quite a bit of product with the heavy 

snows in December and that is what he is looking to replace.  This is a gateway to the City from the 

south and we expect it to look nice and be kept up properly.  Ms. Jones stated that when she 

purchased her home the way they had it landscaped it looked fine and then everything grew and now 

its overbearing to each other and that is all that is going to happen there if they keep planting more 

because its pretty crowded after it grows and matures.  Mr. Borczuch replied that he understands and 

has been in this type of business for a long time, and we have to maintain this area to keep the plants 

at a certain size, but stuff does mature and will need to be replaced.  Mr. Stibich replied this hillside 

is a lot different than her home.  There is a huge slope and large amount of land that has to be 

mulched.  Mr. Borczuch replied that the individual that designed this area also designs interstate 

exchanges and on and off highway ramps as well as other underpasses. The whole process is to 

eventually have the smaller stuff grow together so there is less weeding and less maintenance and 

then there will be less mulch and so on and so forth. It is a little harder for the normal resident or 

council person to wrap their heads around that does not perform these types of functions.  Mr. Stibich 

asked if her objection was to the $40,000. Ms. Jones asked if Mr. Borczuch would get several 

different requests for proposal.  Mr. Borczuch replied he has already received two and is waiting on 

the third for mulching.  Mr. Stibich stated that Council will also receive a copy of a requisition and 

can ask questions like is it necessary, is it a reasonable price and the best deal.  Again, this is just a 

budget, this is what he thinks he will have to spend this year to maintain the hillside.  Ms. Jansen 

replied that she is in agreement with Ms. Jones. She does not see an ending in sight and thinks this 

account that was $403,000 in 2019 and is now down to $357,000 and at the end of this year it will be 

$317,000; it will just keep being used until it is gone and it will all be spent on landscaping.  Mr. 

Stibich asked if this was what the money is meant for.  Mr. Borczuch replied that the money is meant 

to take care of the underpass area; whether it’s the hillside or the sidewalks. At some point in time, 

which he does not know right now, the underside of the bridge will need painted; part of the letters 

that went on the bridge from the prior administration were paid for with this fund.  Ms. Jones stated 

that we are supposed to maintain the whole thing and what happens when we don’t have any money 

left to do the maintenance like the concrete or painting because all we did was mulch.  Mr. Borczuch 

replied asked if she wanted to just let the area just go to waste.  Ms. Jones replied no, but thinks it is 

excessive.  Mr. Borczuch replied that is an opinion.  Mr. Stibich replied that it has been duly noted. 
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Again, this is a budget we are not saying he is going to spent it; he will spend what he has to and 

Council will have to approval the requisitions because they are normally larger amounts and we can 

address it at that time. Ms. Jones asked Mr. Bemer to do some research to see if there is any way we 

can use any of this money to buy an ambulance or a police car.  Mr. Stibich replied that this is the 

railroad overpass fund.  Mayor Graven replied that it is illegal to do that.  Mr. Bemer stated that he 

will defer to Mr. Swaisgood as that is a very particular question regarding dedicated restricted funds. 

He has been bugging Mr. Borczuch for 3 ½ years to find some other way we could tap into that fund.  

Ms. Jones asked if there was a contract.  Mr. Stibich stated that finding out that information could be 

done during another time so Council can vote on this legislation. Ms. Jones asked Mr. Borczuch to 

send her a copy of the agreement with the railroad.  Mr. Stibich suggested that she call Mr. Borczuch 

during the day and ask for this information as it does not have to be handled at the Council meeting.  

 

Voice Vote: 7 ayes; 0 nays. Motion carried.  Mr. Chitester moved to adopt; Mr. Munteanu 

seconded.  Poll: 7 ayes; 0 nays. Motion carried.  

 

Ordinance 23-2021 

AN ORDINANCE RATIFYING AND AFFIRMING THE REVISED DESIGN 

GUIDELINES AND HISTORIC DESIGN GUIDELINES ADOPTED BY THE 

CITY’S ARCHITECTURAL BOARD OF REVIEW    First Reading 

 

Mr. Munteanu moved to suspend; Mr. Chitester seconded.  Mr. Chitester stated that if everyone has 

reviewed the guidelines, he would ask that this be adopted so that the board can move along with all 

the hard work they have done. Once this is adopted, he will work with Ms. Tomasch to obtain some 

beautiful photographs to go along with it.  Voice Vote: 7 ayes; 0 nays. Motion carried.  Mr. 

Chitester moved to waive the reading in its entirety; Mr. Munteanu seconded.  Voice Vote: 7 ayes; 0 

nays. Motion carried.  Mr. Munteanu moved to adopt; Mr. Chitester seconded.  Poll: 7 ayes; 0 

nays. Motion carried.  

 

Miscellaneous New Business - None 

 

Such other business that may come before Council - None 

 

 

Mr. Munteanu moved to adjourn; Mr. Chitester seconded.  Poll: 7 ayes; 0 nays. Motion carried.  

 

The meeting adjourned at 8:54 p.m.  

 

 

 

              ____________________________ 

Paul Stibich, Council President  Angela Mancini, Clerk of Council 
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