
      EASTLAKE CITY COUNCIL

                                       REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES

                                                                  JUNE 26, 2007

The Regular Meeting of the Eastlake City Council was held at Eastlake City Hall, 35150 Lake Shore Boulevard.  The Meeting was called to order by Council President Mr. Elshaw at approximately 8:05 p.m.  

The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Mr. Lajeunesse.

ATTENDEES

Members of Council in attendance were Mr. Lajeunesse, Mr. Morley, Mr. D’Ambrosio, Mr. Razov, Mr. Knuchel, Mr. Zontini and Council President Mr. Elshaw. Also attending was Council Clerk Mrs. Cendroski.  

Those attending from the Administration were Mayor Andrzejewski, Finance Director Mr. Condron, Law Director Mr. Klammer, CBO Mr. Voros, and City Engineer Mr. Gwydir.  

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Public Hearing Minutes – June 12, 2007


Re:
Rezoning Request: 

S-1 (Suburban) to R-60 (Residential) 

#P.P. 34B-24H-28 Green Drive, Eastlake

MOTION: Mr. Zontini moved to approve the minutes of the Public Hearing of June 12, 2007 regarding the Rezone Request for #P.P. 34B-24H-28 Green Drive, Eastlake.  Mr. Lajeunesse seconded.

ROLL CALL:
 Yeas unanimous.

Motion carried.  The minutes were approved.

_     _      _
_
_
_
_ 
_
_
_
_
_
_

Re: Conditional Use Permits: 

All Season Raceway, 1580 E. 332nd Street, Eastlake

Trader Jack’s Riverside Grille, 35901 Lakeshore Blvd., Eastlake 



Cheer World of Ohio, 35886 Lakeland Blvd., Unit A, Eastlake



Thru Mart, 35752 Vine Street, Eastlake

DISCUSSION:  

Mr. Morley:  Regarding All Season Raceway, are they leaving?

Mr. Voros:  They are gone.

MOTION: Mr. Morley moved to approve the minutes of the Public Hearing of June 12, 2007 regarding Conditional Use Permit Request.  D’Ambrosio seconded.

ROLL CALL:
 Yeas unanimous.

Motion carried.  The minutes were approved.

_     _      _
_
_
_
_ 
_
_
_
_
_
_


Re:  2008 Tax Budget

MOTION: Mr. Knuchel moved to approve the minutes of the Public Hearing of June 12, 2007 regarding the 2008 Tax Budget.  Mr. Lajeunesse seconded.

ROLL CALL:
 Yeas unanimous.

Motion carried.  The minutes were approved.

_     _      _
_
_
_
_ 
_
_
_
_
_
_

Regular Council Meeting – JUNE 12, 2007

MOTION: Mr. Lajeunesse moved to approve the minutes of the Regular Council Meeting of June 12, 2007.  Mr. Zontini seconded.

ROLL CALL:
 Yeas unanimous.

Motion carried.  The minutes were approved.

COUNCIL PRESIDENT’S REPORT – Mr. Elshaw

Meetings Scheduled

Mr. Elshaw:   The Council-as-a-Whole Committee Meeting is scheduled for Tuesday, July 10, 2007 at 7:00 p.m. and the Regular Council Meeting is scheduled for Tuesday, July 10, 2007 at 7:30 p.m. These will be the last meetings before Council break.

COMMUNICATIONS & CONDUCT SESSION

Mr. Elshaw:  I would like to open the floor for the Communications and Conduct Session.  There were concerns expressed by members of Council and the Mayor regarding appropriate communications and rules of etiquette during public meetings.  You can see how that would have been useful in our previous meeting.  I believe this is the opportune time to address these issues or concerns, put them behind us and allow us to move forward in a positive manner.

There are a few rules:

Rules for the Session:  Let’s please stay on topic – the topic is appropriate communications and conduct.  I would ask all to remain diplomatic when addressing each concern and he would remind everyone it is your responsibility to conduct yourself in a professional manner.  Lastly, I encourage everyone to follow the Golden Rule  “Treat others as you would wish to be treated”

Is there anyone wishing to begin our discussion?

There was no one who wished to begin the discussions.

Mr. Elshaw:  There were some concerns forwarded to his attention.  Mr. Zontini, you had forwarded concerns to my attention – would you like to address any of those concerns?

Mr. Zontini:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  We had discussed this previously – I think the time to actually discuss the concerns and what is and what is not professional or acceptable was before we passed the Ordinance at the last Council meeting.  It is a mute point as we have always operated under Roberts Rules and now the Ordinance that you proposed with regard to conduct pretty much mirrored Roberts Rules.  So, I think what needs to be discussed tonight is the enforcement and the interpretation and application of those rules.  There are several things.  It is a slippery slope when you start talking about questioning people’s motives or questioning whether or not they are not being truthful or making personal attacks.  The intent of Roberts Rules was always to keep the discussion on point – to keep it truthful – to keep it factual.  By prohibiting questioning people’s motives they are saying don’t speculate as to why you think that person is taking that position.  When you do that several things happen.  First of all you shift the discussion away from the actual issue that was at hand – as we saw happen in our earlier discussions – and, he has no doubt that the Chairman of that Committee thought he was doing the proper thing.  But, by chastising both the questioner which was Mr. Lajeunesse at that time and the Mayor who voiced his objection he was cutting off the discussion as to a very relevant

point.  Not only that, by doing so the Chairman himself has now questioned Mr. Lajeunesse’s motives as being political or for another reason.  So, it is a very slippery slope.  I think however if you happen to know for a fact what a person’s motive is and it can affect their judgement or can affect why they are proposing something or why they are taking a position on an issue, that motive then becomes fair game.  So, I think we have to be very careful as to how we apply that – the final point he is making is that he thinks it is very important that, for the Ordinance and Roberts Rules to have any impact at all it has to be enforced.  Several issues came before – there have been several memos from the Mayor with regard to points made by Mr. Lajeunesse and himself and they contained untruths, they were personal attacks, and they were questioning our motives.  Yet, I saw nothing from Council with regard to chastising me for that and I heard nothing tonight chastising him for that.  Personally, I could care less if he attacks me personally – that is part of being a public servant – I have no problem with that.  In fact, I think it was Harry Truman who said “if you take a position and you support it with the truth and the facts and someone takes an opposite position and does so with lies and personal attacks you have already won the battle.”  So, I do not mind winning all those personal battles.  The goal is not to be right but to do right and I think by allowing that behavior and not taking action on it you are defeating the purpose.

Mr. Knuchel:  Mr. Zontini, since you brought up the point - what action can be taken – I do not understand exactly where you want to go?  We should be in control.

Mr. Elshaw:  Let’s do one thing at a time.  First of all I do not disagree with Roberts Rules of Order, obviously.  But I think you run into some gray areas and he thinks you also run into a gray area as to what is appropriate and what is not appropriate and who determines that.  And, I think that is probably the issue.  So, let’s do this one at a time.  

First of all, you talked about a memo that you felt there was a personal attack – what exactly did you feel was the personal attack or the lies.  I think there was a mention of deliberate lying and a personal attack.  Let’s put it this way – we need to conduct ourselves in a professional manner – use diplomacy and I think everything will be okay if we just do that. Then, there won’t be a problem in trying to determine who was right – who was wrong – who is lying and that type of thing.  What did you feel was the personal attack and deliberate lies?

Mr. Zontini:  Which memo?

Mr. Elshaw:  Which one were you referring to?

Mr. Zontini: It has been so long he forgets – there was one recently.  I do not think it serves any purpose to rehash and go over specifics in this particular case.

Mr. Elshaw:  I think it does because – and, we do not have to get into specifics, but I think the point is – who makes the determination on memos – you said there was no public chastising and that type of thing.  Who would make the determination?  What if this is a memo between Council President, me, and the Mayor and I felt I was personally attacked and I feel that my memo is perfectly fine.  If I am making the determination then I think there is a conflict – that is where I struggle here – is there is a conflict?  And, also we cannot forget about the First Amendment, which is the Freedom of Speech.  There is only so much you can do to prohibit someone from saying certain things.  Again, I am going to go back to acting in a professional manner – I think that is the appropriate way to handle things. If you act professionally.  I do not have a problem being asked at a Council meeting and I do not think any chairman has a problem with that being asked a question during a Committee meeting.  I do not think anybody has a problem with that but I will speak for myself – I don’t have a problem with that – as long as it is directed in a professional manner and I do expect an answer.  Back to the Communications – let’s go back to e-mail or memorandums.  I think there is both – I think we have e-mails going on – I think we have memos going back and forth. I guess I would like to ask our Law Director – who is to determine what is unfair – that type of thing?  We just passed some Council rules – it really did not deal with that type of communication but I think what it was trying to get across was that we should act professionally.  There is an etiquette that should be used. I do not disagree with you, Mr. Zontini, that it is addressed in Roberts Rules – I do not know about communications but etiquette.  Mr. Klammer, could you please respond on that?

Mr. Klammer:  I guess the answer is – the Rules don’t deal with this.  I think, quite candidly, it is such an academic question that an answer from me isn’t really going to help.  I think at the times where the debate back in forth at some of the Council meetings are bitter or seem heated they are still healthy.  I think one of the problems with our contemporary society is there is too much e-mail and too many memos – and, every time somebody sends and email or a memo someone has to send one back.  And, the danger is that the intonation does not come across.  So, if someone is misinterpreting a certain word because they are not talking to the person he creates this – it just becomes explosive.  We are not picking up the phone enough and calling each other and I think that type of communication is more intimate and allows the intonation to come across – it allows a complete dialogue that can’t happen with e-mails and memos.  One thing I would suggest that would maybe clear the air for everybody is that everybody start taking that approach and if you have something you want to ask the Mayor about sometimes you just pick up the phone and say “Mayor, what do you think about this?” and you might hear the Mayor’s response right then saying “I did not think about that?”  Where if you had sent a memo then it turns into a big argument sometimes. Candidly, I have not noticed anything that was that unprofessional in any of the meetings.   I wish they would move quicker. I wish they would stay on topic.  

Mr. Elshaw:  We will get to that.  But, back to just the communications.  

Mr. Klammer: I do not think it is for the Law Director to judge whether anybody’s comments were fair. 

Mr. Elshaw:  But, who would make that determination?  Again, there are concerns. Mr. Zontini has concerns that there is a legitimate memo that went out – but, yet there was a memo that came back that was a personal attack and deliberate lies. Me, myself, I do not know if I am seeing that

or if others are seeing this – I guess the point is who is to determine that and when these things to back and forth I have seen cases where e-mails, and since we are not going to get specific, I have seen e-mails from Council doing the same thing and I have seen it between Council members doing the same thing.  So, is it the Council President’s duty to sit there and monitor all these e-mails and memos going back and forth and saying – wait a minute – I think that you might have personally attacked. I understand what you are saying Mr. Zontini – some things can get out of hand – I do not want to see that – I don’t want to see that happen but at the same time without limiting free speech and also trying to understand who is to determine who is getting out of hand and where.  I agree with Mr. Klammer that if we can just handle this in a professional manner – on all sides – he is not accusing anybody of anything.  But, I guess the point is  - who would determine that?  If somebody is going to look at these e-mails – which, obviously emails and memos are public documents – and, that is another issue – maybe there should be a third party reviewing this stuff.  Maybe that is the case.  What are your thoughts on that, Mr. Klammer?

Mr. Klammer:  No one should review it.

Mr. Elshaw:  So, how do you deal with this type of thing?

Mr. Klammer:  Just trust that the system will govern itself.  We have to each be diplomatic – you have to be responsive to your constituents – if they do not like the policy, your approach, if they don’t like your decorum, if they don’t like your behavior then you are going to get un-elected.  With regards to some of these comments they answer themselves.  If any one single Councilman has a complaint and nobody else joins in that complaint then you kind of have at least a definition by the lack of response and to the contrary if everybody joins, say with Mr. Zontini, then you understand that at least a group of seven reasonable people or how many join believe that to be unfair and they expect the public officials to take that to heart and we have a serious job to do for people that are very important to us and a community that we care about deeply.  That should be our guiding principle more then any one thing.

Mr. Elshaw:  I have heard the same thing, not only from Council but from the Mayor.  The accusations there are, too, that there are feelings of the same – personal attacks and lies.  It is difficult to go back and forth with these things and see this happening.  I would like it to stop – I do not want to see it continue.  I am asking what we should do to resolve that?

Mr. Zontini:   I would suggest, since the Ordinance was passed, that it is very clear that at a Council meeting or at a Council-as-a-Whole Meeting, you as Chairman decide those issues. The Committee Chairman of that Committee decides those issues.  We are all members of Council.  The Mayor by Charter has a seat on Council.  If there is a memo – and these memos all were copied to every Director and Department Manager – every Councilman.  It is Council business basically since it was copied – therefore I would suggest the Council President would have the responsibility.  With regard to how do you judge the comments I cited to you – and, I do recall one memo in particular – if you want specifics I will be specific – but I think it is very clear that it was an untruth and was a personal attack on Mr. Lajeunesse for a comment he made in a memo he had sent to the Mayor – a very professional, very logical, very rational question with regard to the budget and what happened to Safety Town.  And, the response was an accusation from the Mayor – “if you remember, Bryan, you voted to close the Senior Center.”  Which, for everyone here – it is not a judgement call – you know for a fact it is not true.  So, I think it is very easy.  I wouldn’t tread on supposition and what does he mean by that or what doesn’t he mean by that when it is very clear that you know for a fact that something was said whether it was true or not. It was your Ordinance with regard to comments and communications and I think action has to be taken.  In answer to Mr. Knuchel’s question - a simple reprimand – if it happens at an open meeting you can ask the person to leave  - it is all spelled out in Roberts Rules – the action to be taken.

Mr. Elshaw:  And I don’t disagree that there are actions available to be taken.  I guess it is who determines and I would not disagree that during a Council meeting, and I will get to that.  But, we are talking about communications.  That is why I wanted to address this one thing at a time. I think communications fall under another paramater and he is not sure he agrees with that, and the point is – who again, if I am writing a memo to the Mayor or another memo from Council am I the one, as Council President, to determine if my memo is okay?  It seems like there is a conflict there and in communications I think there is a different parameter here – this is a different animal.  I don’t disagree and I will get to the Council meetings but again these communications – and, I don’t think e-mails are excluded.  It is my opinion it is a public document and he as seen thing going back and forth in e-mails and memos and there are issues with that or concerns. I can understand the concerns. When I send a memo over and I get a response from whomever I am asking if I choose to respond back to that and say that is an untruth – I feel that is my right – as a Council member it is my right to respond back to whoever that party is – be it the Mayor – be it another Councilman – whomever – it is my right to respond and say I disagree with you – in the end we can agree to disagree or maybe we can get into a further discussion on this. But, that is up to the individual Councilman and I think – I don’t want to see things get out of hand.  I understand the point of that also and I think we just need to keep things under control and just use a bit of professionalism. And, hopefully what we do during the Council meeting will carry through to communications.  Again, I will leave it open with our Law Director on who is to determine as far as communications. Are there any further comments on communications?

Mr. Klammer: I need to know if a legal opinion is requested on this issue.  I think the answer is clear – he thinks Mr. Zontini was right on point – the Chairman of a meeting decides.

Mr. Elshaw:  I am not talking about a meeting – I am talking about communications.

Mr. Klammer:  As far as communications there will be no legal definition – any legal research on that issue will be a complete waste of time. Everybody should behave professionally and if you don’t like an e-mail that Mr. Razov sends please share that with him – if you don’t like an e-mail that the Mayor sends pick up the phone and call him and say “Mayor, that was inappropriate, why don’t you give me a call.”

There were no further comments on communications.

Mr. Elshaw:  As to Council meetings, I do agree – I do agree that – I don’t know that they have gotten out of hand – I do think that we have been pretty borderline on this and I have to say that the Mayor, definitely, and also Council members, probably myself at times can get a bit unprofessional and I am going to ask for some diplomacy and professionalism during a Council meeting.  There are things that can be done to remedy the situation – I do agree with you on that Mr. Zontini. Let’s talk about an issue – there was a question asked of the Mayor and there was a refusal to answer a legitimate question.  My question is to anyone – it is probably more directed to Mr. Klammer but anyone can respond – a question was asked of the Mayor and the Mayor has to respond – what exactly is an appropriate response and who determines whether that is an appropriate response?  Mr. Klammer, is it appropriate to say yes, no, maybe – or can you say – and, maybe I did not particularly like the response – it wasn’t something I would have used as a response – perhaps a response could have been “this is in negotiations – we are looking at that – I would rather not talk about this publicly, can we talk about this after the meeting?”  Maybe that is the way an appropriate response should be crafted, but who is it to determine that?

Mr. Klammer:  It depends on how far the issue goes – if you are going to have litigation on that issue the Judge is going to decide it.  I remember the incident – if I recall the system worked well – there was a bit of debate between a Councilman and the Mayor and the issue resolved itself because the Mayor has an obligation obviously to advise Council but he also has a certain level of discretion that he is entitled to decide how and when certain information should be shared if it is appropriate.  I haven’t seen anything in the Mayor using his discretion that has been inappropriate or somehow obstructive of sharing information with Council.  In that particular incidence if you could see the way the Mayor and Mr. Lajeunesse worked today it was flawless – it was a pleasant conversation – they were both working towards answering the same question – even about the cars – it was a fair, healthy debate – although it started out differently in that situation it resolved itself. So, the answer is – there is no ultimate determination unless you get involved in litigation and let the Judge decide.  As for that particular incidence the Mayor satisfied his obligations and I think that is the best you could hope for.

Mr. Elshaw:  In that instance that is the case.

Mayor Andrzejewski:  I think there is far less direct communication because of e-mails and other items – several members of Council call on the phone when they have a question – and I answer it and I probably give you more information then you wanted – there are some who choose not to call me and they choose to ask some questions in a public setting and sometimes I question the motives of asking those questions in a public setting, when a very simple phone call would have answered the question in two minutes.  That is what I would like to address – it is if questions could be asked before a meeting instead of being asked at a Council meeting for a particular reason. In that particular instance I could have given all the information and all the questions could have been answered well before the Council meeting but it was chosen to be asked at the Council meeting – and, it did not have to be.

Mr. Elshaw:  I understand, but there is a question of motives on both sides.  There are questioning of motives on why did we do something a certain way but then, as far as the Mayor is concerned – and, there is questioning of the motives as to why are you asking me in a public session – I don’t know – I don’t mind questioning – maybe we will try to regulate tone – I don’t know how we will do that, but fine – but, I think if a question is asked then an answer should be given – you can think personally on both sides that there is a motive behind this – and, that is fine – maybe not everybody feels that way or everybody does – whatever.  But, as long as it is professionally answered as it is professionally asked then I don’t see a problem.  Perhaps an appropriate answer would be “there has been a lot of involvement that at this point I cannot divulge publicly or would rather not – can we talk about this?” – I would not have a problem with that personally and if I don’t like the answer I get from the Mayor or members of Council or whomever then I would take it to the next level.  That is my preference to do that and maybe it is somebody else’s preference to do otherwise. But, my job I feel as President or Chairman of this Committee is to create order and to operate efficiently and effectively in this meeting – and, perhaps sometimes I let things go a little bit – I enjoy some of the discussions – I don’t want to limit some of it but sometimes it can get out of hand and I guess I can hammer the gavel after everything and break up the conversation but that was a point Mr. Zontini brought up earlier – there was breaking up of conversations there to –but, I will use my judgement on that.  The point is as far as questioning and so on – if you feel there are motives you will have to think about that privately and just answer the question or again, if you feel there are motives when you are asking the question just remain professional and if it is not the answer you expect or if it is a legitimate answer maybe you should discuss it further and come forward later with further discussions. 

Mr. Klammer, are there any further thoughts on that?

Mr. Klammer:  No, Sir.

Mr. Lajeunesse:  I thought this was a Council meeting where the Administration was invited to – so, isn’t this the forum to ask questions of the Administration on information we need to decimate to our residents or to fellow Council people. And, asking about a rumor he heard about the North/South game being played possibly at the Captain’s stadium – that was not a personal attack – he just wanted some information so he could understand it properly.  I may go in and talk to the Mayor and it may be something I feel needed to be said to everyone – or, in this case I thought there may be Council people who should hear what I heard so we can all be on the same page.  So, I just used this a forum to ask questions – how else do you ask a question and if someone takes it personally – that is not personal.

Mayor Andrzejewski:  Whatever rules you come up with obviously I will be more than happy, as well as I am sure all of you will, to comply with.  I would encourage to pick up the phone and call – call Joe, call me and ask your question and we would be glad to answer it.  The difficulties come in sometime when those questions could be asked and answered very quickly or with good explanation over the telephone and it is chosen to be put into a public forum and that is where the difficulties come it. So, if I would say anything, I would say pick up the phone – call us and we will answer any questions you have and give you the information you want.

Mr. Elshaw: One item on the rumors – I myself do not operate on rumors – if there is a rumor you should hear both sides of the story – to perpetuate a rumor would not be something I would prefer to do.  I would not want to do it that way – I would rather discuss both sides – if I don’t like what I am hearing and I feel there is a problem I would definitely come forward and say something.

Mr. Lajeunesse:  For example, he does not know if it is on or not – but, isn’t the Irish-American Festival cancelled?

Mr. Elshaw:  We can talk about that but can’t we get through this session – it is an example and is a valid question if you want to ask the question – he would like to stick to the topic and try to get through this but you can ask that tonight.

Mr. Lajeunesse: I just heard that yesterday – at what point do you ask the question?

Mr. Elshaw: That is a simple question.

Mr. Morley:  I have to agree with Mr. Elshaw. Some of us have to have everything on the record – a lot of us don’t – I don’t have a problem calling when I hear a rumor – others on our Council have to have it at this forum because they feel more comfortable bringing it up in this forum. I don’t follow the rumors – if I hear something I call the Mayor directly.  Some have to have it on the record all the time – and, that is fine – that is their comfort zone – it is not his comfort zone because what he sees is debating on both sides to Council members and the Mayor.  I had discussions after the North/South issue we had here with the Mayor – not only on that issue but on the way he did attack Mr. Lajeunesse and we had a good discussion about it and came to what I thought I would do – instead of sitting here baiting each other all day – and, that is what happens sometimes.  A Council member will aggravate the Mayor – the Mayor will aggravate a Council member and it goes back and forth and we get no where.  I ask direct questions – I know Mr. Razov asks direct questions – that is how I am – that is my personality but some like this forum where I think I can get questions asked in a different forum.  It comes down to a trust level where I am comfortable with everyone on Council and the Administration and we are going to have our disagreements as I have had disagreements with the Mayor in the past – but, we have gone past them and we are moving ahead.  Our main objective is to do what is best for the residents – that is what we were elected to do and that is what I always try to do.

Mr. Lajeunesse: Mr. Morley, I agree with you on pretty much everything you have said, including the comfort level –  maybe it is just me – how I use my time.

Mr. Morley: It is not an attack against you – it was just a point.

Mr. Lajeunesse:  The Mayor and I have gone out and had breakfast and coffee before – sometimes things are misconstrued as attacks and that is certainly not what some of the questions are about – to satisfy a rumor – you might call –I ask in this type of forum – it just way people are – everybody is different.

Mr. D’Ambrosio:  I do not mind listening to this – however, there are some residents here who want to speak during the public hearing – a lot of them do not attend the meetings so they are not familiar what this is all about.  I was wondering if there is a way we could do the public speaking section so they can say their piece.

Mr. Elshaw:  Point taken – let’s try to wrap this up and we will go right to the public and then do the rest of the meeting.

Mr. Knuchel: I would like to make a concluding statement as to his thoughts and feelings.

Mr. Elshaw:  Before that I would like to say a few things.  First, as far as conduct during the meeting there was a lot of good discussion on expectations of each other and that is a good thing. I like what I heard – if you feel there are motives either way if you could keep that to yourself and just ask the basic question and give the basic answer to whomever.  If we could hold to that it would be great.  Making accusations back and forth – yes, that happened in the previous Council meeting and it is a good example of what not to do. And, it goes both ways – it has to be everyone under the same rules and guidelines during the meeting and from here on I will be slamming the gavel but I don’t want to be doing that after every statement.  I guess I will tell you to watch the tone but I don’t want to inhibit any freedom of speech or throw the topic off discussion.  In the new Council rules we wanted recognition before speaking by the Chair – we do that – properly addressing each other – we do that – customs of formality – we do that.  There are a lot of good things we do.  Again, we said Council rules apply to the Council as well as all other speakers addressing Council – that would be everybody here.  It was rather vague but he does agree that it is covered in Roberts Rules – if we could use some diplomacy and professionalism that would be great. Not only does he agree with questioning but he expects it.

Mr. Knuchel:  I believe common sense needs to be employed here, people. Each one of us has our own ideas of how we want to move the City forward and discussion of these ideas is what the basis of good government is.  All we have to do here is treat each other like we want to be treated and it would solve all of these problems. We have spent over an hour discussing this and although I agree with these ideas that have been brought up – our constituents are going to be the ones who will be heard if we are not moving the City forward.  Public debate is good – it can cross the line and we do get inflamed by our desires – by our need to move the City forward – and, let’s just keep those in check and the bottom line is we have to let civility rule. That is the most important thing.

There were no further comments or questions.

RECOGNITION OF THE PUBLIC 

Please note: Due to not speaking directly into microphone, public comments have been transcribed as accurately as possible 
Mr. Elshaw recognized the public input at this time; he reminded the speakers that there is a 3-minute limit for their comments, all comments are to be directed to the Chair and not include any personalities or individuals.

James J. Hrach, 349 East Overlook Drive, Eastlake

Mr. Hrach:  He is here to speak about the rezoning behind his house.  Our Councilman has said we are afraid of change – in some ways, yes – he is afraid of change. Of a change that is coming through right now that I am making up a presentation to our Auditor from documentation showing that my house is not what he said it is - $20,000 less.  In three years my property has dropped and what I am afraid of is in three years I will have to do this again because of the perceived value of the Community.  It is called location, location, location. People want a house that is valuable because of its location, because it is perceived to be valuable because a community is happy – they have friends, neighbors.  Right now this particular development wants to cut off this community – a major artery to keep our children walking through an access way that was known to this man when he bought the property and it has been so for many years.  When he bought his home he saw it and it did not deter him from buying it – he thought it was a plus and still does. Taking it from the community at this time would be a negative and will hurt our community – that is what he is afraid of – hurting our community for a few coins that are being jingled in front of us right now and we are not afraid of development – we would like to see something done with the lot but that would be beneficial to us – keep the artery open – we are open to suggestions.  Also, if this land could be developed and be something he would have to stick to and not say in the meantime it did not work out and he is changing it because he has a right to change it.  If it would help our community – yes, we would be glad to see some development but this particular plan at this particular time is not one and should be killed and not go to a vote. This should not go to the ballot and help this man put money into his pocket and take away our access.

Mr. Lajeunesse:  He does not think the taxpayers are paying for this in November.

Mr. Elshaw:  We basically pay for the elections – it is part of our budget – however, if we choose to do our own and no one else is involved then we have to cover the whole cost – whereas if someone else has something on the ballot we have to pay or fair share and there is no additional cost.  This election will not have an additional cost.

Mayor Andrzejewski: If the rezoning were to go on the November ballot because there are other issues it would be at no cost to us – however, if the developer wanted a Special Election at another time the developer would have go pay the full cost.

Chris Evans, 35760 Lakeshore Blvd., Eastlake

Mr. Evans:  There is nothing wrong with heated debate – just keep it sane. Mr. Morley made an excellent point regarding the certificate of occupancy.  He has been a landlord – he chose not to do it anymore because there is a lot of persecution of landlords in a lot of Cities and as was pointed out – there is a hit list.  The other excellent point was – if he lives next to someone who collects scrap metal… The other point – he grew up in Timberlake and has lived in Eastlake for about 20 years and in that time he has seen four lanes go on Route S.R. 91 and Lost Nation Blvd. converge on two lanes of Lakeshore Blvd.  – from S.R. 91 through to the Willoughby line, adjacent to City Hall there are about 40 or so units, at the corner of Erie Road are another 25 units, behind Circle K are about 200 units and 75 units at Sunset Cove, and 35 units at Kimberly Court  - he has three cars and Mr. Knuchel has stated he has five cars – most of us have to have more then one car – the density of traffic, especially in rush hour, turns a 25 minute drive from S.R. 91 sometimes to Hillcrest.  His point is this should not be done for another $6,000 – $7,000 in real estate taxes – the person who bought that property knew what it was – deal with it.  We already have enough traffic. 

George Mueller, 37189 Green Drive, Eastlake

Mr. Mueller:  He has a safety issue with all the construction of three houses on the cul-de-sac – all the traffic from that construction will be coming down Shelton Blvd., which is a narrow road with no sidewalks and a lot of kids on the street.  He says kill it before it even goes to the ballot.

Caryn Mueller, 37189 Green Drive, Eastlake

Mrs. Mueller: She has lived on her property for 30 years.  Her parents lived in Eastlake when they went to the Supreme Court to pass the Charter Amendment to ensure the Eastlake residents have a say-so in the City.  Because of them she is privileged to be a resident – at that time builders were building with no regard to residents.  She is urging this Council to not put this on the ballot in the best interest of the residents of Eastlake.  The last zoning issue was on this street and put in seven more new houses on a narrow street with no sidewalks. Mr. Tesar has no regard for anyone in this area – except for profit.  Mr. Lajeunesse stated we don’t like change or progress – she thinks this is called digress – we live there – we have lived there for 30 years – it is a beautiful area and is an area with trees, a haven for wildlife, it has chipmunks, squirrels, herons, owls – we need more green space. She has a flyer that was done when this zoning was amendment was passed – one says Save Eastlake for the Eastlake residents.  Mr. Tesar …he flatly refused to leave us that – he did not care that the kids be save – and, to her that is important – not his three houses that won’t even fit and leave room for everyone else who has lived here for 30 years.

Patti Marik, 37194 Green Drive, Eastlake

Ms. Marik: She does not think the property should be developed – she thinks it is entirely negative for children – they use the path all day long.  She was coming down Lakeshore one day and the kids were on the sidewalk and where the sidewalk ended before the bikepath the kids came speeding out of the sidewalk and onto the roadway and if a car had not swerved they would have been hit.  You will have this if we do not get some way they can safely cross – we will have more accidents.  If they do develop it we should be able to keep the pathway there.

Kevin Nagle, 296 Plymouth Road, Eastlake

Mr. Nagle: He is concerned about his son and his friends and neighbors who have been using the path over the years – for the safety of our children we should not take this away – Lakeshore does have a lot of traffic – if it is a little bit late I know my son will be home in five minutes as opposed to maybe 20 minutes going around the long way on his bike.  For the safety he would like to leave this alone.

Terry Stevens, 37156 Green Drive, Eastlake

Mr. Stevens:  A lot of points have been raised here – he owns the last house on Green Drive – we must moved in three months ago – we paid $152,000 for a $131,000 house for one reason – because it was on a good size lot – we paid more for our house then we should have because we wanted a house that had property – now, after moving in we find they are changing and putting in instead of one house – three houses. He does not see the reason behind it except one.  The cut-through is not a foot-path – it is wide as a road and is basically an extension of Green Drive.  Working out in his yard he must have counted 100 people using the path in one day – adults, children on bikes  - that is not just a path – it is piece of property at the end of a dead-end road that our children use every single day.  Surfside has the library, parks and stores.  All our kids use this path instead of going down Lakeshore to get to these parks and other areas in the Community – you need to look at this bar the rezoning because there is no reason…

Diane Meros, 365 East Overlook, Eastlake

Ms. Meros:  My property is adjacent to that property – my back yard abuts it – she installed a fence over the line because the original owner fenced the back part of the property to separate it from an industrial park that is there – and, he gave her permission to incorporate a triangle into her backyard.  She paid for that section of fence – she is grateful for having the use of the property for thirty years with the permission of the owner. The current owner, if he is the same person who acquired it from the original owner fifteen years ago, came and looked at my back yard to see the fence and he said it was okay for the fence to be over the line.  Her concern now is what happens to the fence – how will he lot be cleared – will it be cleared all the way to the back, which is partially wooded – will she have access to the back tip.  She does not want to go home someday and find out the fence was bulldozed and her dogs are running lose.   

Debbie Cirino, 37220 Green Drive, Eastlake

Ms. Cirino:  She is concerned for all the reasons they are – the safety, the cut-through, the kids, the construction, the traffic on Lakeshore Blvd.  The other issue is we keep slapping up all these cute little houses, no one is buying the old house – you are concerned there is too much rental property. There is a rental property next to her house because no one wanted to buy it. If we keep slapping up cute little houses people will buy the new houses and no one will buy any of the old construction. So, why do we want three more houses.  And, she thinks the safety is an issue to – we are not in favor of this at all.

Sandy Staton, 985 E. 349th Street, Eastlake

Ms. Staton:  She has property at 985 E. 349th Street in Eastlake.  Her concern is she was told by an Administrator that there is no grandfather clause in Eastlake.  In other words property that existed before in the City now will not pass the current code if someone decides they don’t like something.  In other words in 1996 you passed an Ordinance that every residential house in Eastlake will have two parking spaces per residential house.  If someone decides they do not like your cat in their yard and complain that the neighbor does not have a garage and makes a complaint to the Building Department and the Building Department can then go out there and has the authority to say you have to build a garage. It was also stated to her that if you made home improvements in the City of Eastlake then they can demand more improvements – if your driveway is not up to code – someone originally put on siding and the driveway is not good enough so now they need a driveway just because the Building Department is out there.  If the Building Department is going to come out and say while we are here – we would like a three-foot ditch dug and your driveway improved.  It is a shame that, and she does not know if it is actually true or a valid thing that you have a grandfather clause.

Mr. Elshaw:  Madame, who were you talking with from the City?

Ms. Staton:  She has spoken with Mr. Knuchel, Mr. Voros.

Mr. Klammer: Presumably what you are referring to when you say the grandfather clause is we do have an ordinance that provides different regulations for non-conforming pre-existing lots and he thinks your interpretation is relatively accurate that those lots that we pre-platted prior to the zoning code have certain rights that the new lots don’t have – so, in that sense to the extent that you call that grandfathering we have that concept.  There is nothing to the contrary.  We do have a non-conforming lot ordinance.

Mr. Voros:  To clarify, he received a complaint regarding the parking situation in front of Ms. Staton’s home – she is parking parallel to the street – he believes he received three complaints on the same street – same day – it came from Council.  The neighbors are having a hard time seeing pulling out – it is a safety issue. She is not using the driveway because it was overgrown by shrubs, weeds, etc.  It was a friendly conversation that we had – he told her she could not park parallel to the street – it is against City ordinance and he advised her and told her he would be working with her on getting the driveway. He told her at this time we are not enforcing a hard surface driveway because of the expense – that if she would just clear out the shrubs, get the weeds out, add a little gravel we would be happy.  If you would ever put up a garage it was explained we would not cite the entire driveway at the time, perhaps five feet in front of the garage.  We are not out citing happy – he thought he had worked with Ms. Staton and we came to an agreement.

Ms. Staton: She thought everyone should know if a neighbor complains – that it is complaint driven – you came out on one thing and saw something (comments could not be clearly understood) before it sold the house and they both said the driveway was find – it has been there forever and now it is a safety issue but there have never been any accidents there.  We can mince words but it exists – it has existed and it has existed for longer than the City.  Branches from here neighbor’s tree are overhanging her yard – and they shade her car – but, because of the Building Inspector who has autonomous authority in the City because of your legislation she has to cut the branches – the tree wasn’t dying – it probably will now.  She thinks you should start with new buildings and maybe point of sale. 

James J. Hrach, 349 E. Overlook Drive, Eastlake

Mr. Hrach:  He heard the talk about making landlords and residents take care of deteriorating property. He agrees with this but shouldn’t it also apply to the City – to take care of its property.  The lot next to him – he has been living there 15 years – maybe twice year – 3 times at best it is even mowed – the grass is chest high before someone mows it.  That should be taken care of and not just neglected.

Mr. Elshaw: If you could provide the address.

Mr. Hrach:  It is a vacant lot next to his house at 349 E. Overlook Drive – it has been mowed once this year.  

Mr. Elshaw: Can we have someone from the Administration take care of that.

There was no one else who wished to speak.

COMMUNICATIONS &  PETITIONS

A Conditional Use Permit renewal request was received for Kordal Pastries & Coffee Shop, 34900 Lakeshore Blvd. 5-A, Eastlake, Ohio. This was referred to Planning Committee.

A communication was received from the Administration requesting the acceptance of a donation from Kim Hope of three sets of Oxygen Masks for use on animals. This was referred to Council-as-a-Whole Committee.

A communication was received from the Administration and CBO Mr. Voros proposing an amendment to City Ordinance No. 1155.03 “Number of Off-Street Parking Spaces Required.” This was referred to Ordinance Committee.

A communication was received from the Administration regarding the Roberts Road, Phase 2, Part B Contract.  Mr. Elshaw explained that Council received notification from the City Engineer that this matter must be approved after July 1st, therefore it will be placed on the Council-as-a-Whole Agenda for July 10th. 

A communication was received from the Administration requesting confirmation of the Mayor’s 

appointment of Thomas B. Gwydir, P.E. of C.T. Consultants as City Engineer for the City            of Eastlake.  Mr. Elshaw explained this matter was discussed in the Council-as-a-Whole Committee and will be added to the evening’s agenda as Legislation No. 06-26-(08).

A communication was received from the Administration requesting a resolution on the S.R. 2 

Reconstruction and Widening Project.  This was referred to Finance Committee.

A Conditional Use Permit recommendation was received from the Planning Commission for Cross Roads Motorcycle Tire and Brake Service. This was referred to Planning Committee.

A request was received from the Administration regarding a resolution authorizing the County to move forward with work on the S.R. 283 Bridge Over the Overflow for the Chagrin River. This was referred to Finance Committee.

A communication was received from the Administration recommending the bid award for the 2007 Concrete Road Rehabilitation Program. This was referred to Finance Committee.

A communication was received from the Police Department to apply for the 2007 DARE Grant. This was referred to Safety Committee.

COUNCIL COMMITTEE REPORTS

RECREATION COMMITTEE – Mr. Lajeunesse

Mr. Lajeunesse: The Recreation Committee met June 19th and reviewed the bid advertisement request for the J.F.K./Taft Senior Center for door renovation and parking lot renovations and the Committee agreed both items were in need and approved it for this evening’s agenda.  Also discussed was a proposed Agreement for the 4 City Port Authority – this was discussed in length, and other parties were contacted who indicated their approval of this – this matter was added to this evening’s agenda. This concluded his report and he was open for questions.

Mr. Lajeunesse made the following Motion:

Legislative Recommendation

Legislation No. 06-26-(08)

MOTION:  I hereby move to add Legislation No. 06-26-(08) to the evening’s agenda authorizing and directing the Mayor and Director of Finance to enter into an Agreement with CT Consultants, Inc., for Engineering Services for the City of Eastlake with Thomas B. Gwydir as  the designated representative as the Engineer for the City of Eastlake.  Mr. D’Ambrosio seconded.

ROLL CALL: Yeas unanimous.

Motion carried.  Legislation No. 06-26-(08) is added to the evening’s agenda.

There were no questions of Mr. Lajeunesse:

PLANNING COMMITTEE – Mr. D’Ambrosio 

Mr. D’Ambrosio: The Planning Committee has not met since our last regularly scheduled Council meeting, therefore, he had no formal report.  However, as a couple of items have been referred into Committee he will be in touch with the Clerk to schedule a meeting. This concluded his report and he was open for questions.

There were no questions of Mr. D’Ambrosio.

FINANCE COMMITTEE – Mr. Knuchel

Mr. Knuchel:  The Finance Committee has not met since our last regularly scheduled Council meeting, however, as items have been referred into Committee he will be scheduling a Finance Committee meeting for Monday, July 2, 2007 at 6:30 p.m. 

Mr. Knuchel made the following Motion:

Legislative Recommendation

Legislation No. 06-26-(07)

MOTION:  I hereby move to add Legislation No. 06-26-(07) to the evening’s agenda authorizing and directing the Mayor and Director of Finance to enter into a Contract with Huffman Equipment Rental & Contracting, Inc., the lowest and best bidder, for the replacement of the Eastlake Gardens Park Pedestrian Bridge for the total amount of Forty-Seven Thousand One Hundred Twenty-One Dollars and Twenty-Five Cents ($47,121.25). Mr. Lajeunesse seconded.

ROLL CALL:  Yeas unanimous.

Motion carried.  Legislation No. 06-26-(07) is added to the evening’s agenda.

Additional Comments

This concluded his report and he was open for questions.

There were no further questions of Mr. Knuchel.

ORDINANCE COMMITTEE  - Mr. Zontini

Mr. Zontini:  The Ordinance Committee met on July 19, 2007 with himself, Mr. D’Ambrosio and Mr. Morley present from the Committee.  In attendance from Council were Mr. Lajeunesse, Mr. Knuchel and Council President Mr. Elshaw.  In attendance from the Administration were Mayor Andrzejewski, Finance Director Mr. Condron, Law Director Mr. Klammer and CBO Mr. Voros.  The only issue discussed was the proposed new Ordinance Chapter 1391 “Certificate of Occupancy,” as we discussed earlier in the Council-as-a-Whole Committee.  He did turn the Chair of that meeting over to Mr. Lajeunesse and he will be making a motion regarding that particular issue.

Legislative Referral
MOTION:  I hereby move to refer back to the Ordinance Committee for the sole purpose of discussing Mr. Voro’s revisions that were not previously discussed regarding the proposed Ordinance Chapter 1391 “Certificate of Occupancy” of the Codified Ordinances of the City of Eastlake.  Mr. Lajeunesse seconded.

ROLL CALL: Yeas:   Mr. Zontini, Mr. Lajeunesse, Mr. Morley, Mr. D’Ambrosio, Mr. Knuchel, 

Mr. Elshaw.



Nay:    Mr. Razov

Motion carried.  The proposed new enactment of City Ordinance Chapter 1391 “Certificate of Occupancy” is referred back to Ordinance Committee with no action taken.

Additional Comments

Mr. Zontini:  This concluded his report and he was open for questions.

Mr. Lajeunesse: Is there a way we could try to get that on a meeting for next week, in all fairness Mr. Voros has spent a lot of time on it, it should not take too long to review the changes?  He does not want to go into Council break before reviewing this.

Mr. Zontini:  Mr. Voros, are the revisions you provided substantial when compared with what we reviewed previously?

Mr. Voros:  Very minor changes.

It was agreed a meeting would be scheduled for Monday, July 2nd at 6:00 p.m.

There were no further questions of Mr. Zontini.

SERVICE/UTILITIES COMMITTEE – Mr. Razov

Mr. Razov:  The Service/Utilities Committee met last week and all items appear on the evening’s agenda. This concluded his report and he was open for questions.

Mr. Razov made the following Motion:

Legislative Recommendation

Legislation No. 06-26-(09)

MOTION:  I hereby move to add Legislation No. 06-26-(09) to the evening’s agenda amending the Conditional Use Permit issued to James Iacono, agent for I.A.C. of Eastlake, Inc., dba The Captains Club, 34820 Vine Street, Eastlake, Ohio. Mr. D’Ambrosio seconded.

ROLL CALL:  Yeas unanimous.  

Legislation No. 06-26-(09) is added to the evening’s agenda.

There were no questions of Mr. Razov.

SAFETY COMMITTEE – Mr. Morley

Mr. Morley: The Safety Committee has not met since the last regularly scheduled Council meeting as there was nothing on its agenda.  As a referral has been made concerning the DARE grant he would request this matter be placed on the next Council-as-a-Whole Committee meeting as this matter should not require a lengthy discussion.

Mr. Elshaw referred the request to apply for the DARE grant to the agenda for the next Council-as-a-Whole Committee meeting.

Mr. Morley:  This concluded his report and he was open for questions.

There were no questions of Mr. Morley.

Mr. Lajeunesse made the following Motion:

Legislative Recommendation

Legislation No. 06-26-(10)

MOTION: I hereby move to add Legislation No. 06-26-(10) to the evening’s agenda authorizing and directing the Mayor and Director of Finance to enter into a “Cooperative Agreement” by and between the Port Authorities of Eastlake, Fairport Harbor, Grand River and Mentor for the maintenance, improvement and preservation of any channel, river, stream, or other water course or way which may be necessary or proper in the development of port authority facilities.  Mr. Zontini seconded.

ROLL CALL:  Yeas unanimous.  

Legislation No. 06-26-(10) is added to the evening’s agenda.

LEGISLATION PROPOSED - First number will be 2007-058

06-26-(01)




RESOLUTION NO.:_______________

Requested by:  Administration 

A Resolution authorizing and directing the City Sponsored by:  Mr. Lajeunesse 

Engineer's, C.T. Consultants, Inc., to advertise for 

bids for renovation of the door at the J.F.K./Taft Senior Center, 1580 E. 332nd Street, said bids to be in accordance with plans and specifications on file in the Office of the City Engineer, and declaring an emergency.

MOTION:  Mr. Lajeunesse moved to suspend the rules requiring separate readings and reading in full.  Mr. Zontini seconded.

ROLL CALL:  Yeas unanimous.

MOTION:  Mr. Lajeunesse moved to adopt.  Mr. Zontini seconded.

ROLL CALL:  Yeas unanimous.

Motion carried. Legislation is adopted as Resolution No. 2007-058.

_     _      _
_
_
_
_ 
_
_
_
_
_
_

06-26-(02)




RESOLUTION NO.:_______________

Requested by:  Administration

A Resolution authorizing and directing the City 

Sponsored by:  Mr. Lajeunesse 

Engineer's, C.T. Consultants, Inc., to advertise for 

bids for renovation of the parking lot at the J.F.K./Taft Senior Center, 1580 E. 332nd Street, said bids to be in accordance with plans and specifications on file in the Office of the City Engineer, and declaring an emergency.

MOTION:  Mr. Lajeunesse moved to suspend the rules requiring separate readings and reading in full.  Mr. Zontini seconded.

ROLL CALL:  Yeas unanimous.

MOTION:  Mr. Lajeunesse moved to adopt.  Mr. Zontini seconded.

ROLL CALL:  Yeas unanimous.

Motion carried. Legislation is adopted as Resolution No. 2007-059.

_     _      _
_
_
_
_ 
_
_
_
_
_
_

06-26-(03)
 



RESOLUTION NO.:______________

Requested by:  Administration 

A Resolution authorizing and directing the Mayor 

Sponsored by:  Mr. Razov


and Director of  Finance to enter into a Contract 

with the Ohio Department of Transportation, to purchase under its State Contract, Rock Salt for the 2007-2008 winter season, and declaring an emergency.

MOTION:  Mr. Razov moved to suspend the rules requiring separate readings and reading in full.  Mr. Morley seconded.

ROLL CALL:  Yeas unanimous.

MOTION:  Mr. Razov moved to adopt.  Mr. Morley seconded.

ROLL CALL:  Yeas unanimous.

Motion carried. Legislation is adopted as Resolution No. 2007-060.

_     _      _
_
_
_
_ 
_
_
_
_
_
_

06-26-(04)




RESOLUTION NO.:______________

Requested by:  Administration

A Resolution authorizing and directing the Director

Sponsored by:  Mr. Razov 


of Public Service to advertise for bids for Rock Salt 

for use in the 2007-2008 season, said bids to be in accordance with the specifications on file in the Office of the Director of Public Service, and declaring an emergency.

MOTION:  Mr. Razov moved to suspend the rules requiring separate readings and reading in full.  Mr. Zontini seconded.

ROLL CALL:  Yeas unanimous.

MOTION:  Mr. Razov moved to adopt.  Mr. Zontini seconded.

ROLL CALL:  Yeas unanimous.

Motion carried. Legislation is adopted as Resolution No. 2007-061.

_     _      _
_
_
_
_ 
_
_
_
_
_
_

06-26-(05)




RESOLUTION NO.:_______________

Requested by:  Service Director Mr. Semik   A Resolution authorizing and directing the Mayor Sponsored by:  Mr. Razov 


and Director of Finance to purchase through the 

State of Ohio Cooperative Purchasing Program, One (1) Ninety Thousand Pound (90,000 lb.), Six (6) Post Rotary Hydraulic Lift, Model HP 615, to be used for repair of Service Department and Fire Department Vehicles for a total amount of Thirty-Four Thousand Seven Hundred Forty-Seven Dollars ($34,747.00), and declaring an emergency.

MOTION:  Mr. Razov moved to suspend the rules requiring separate readings and reading in full.  Mr. Knuchel seconded.

ROLL CALL:  Yeas unanimous.

MOTION:  Mr. Razov moved to adopt.  Mr. Knuchel seconded.

ROLL CALL:  Yeas unanimous.

Motion carried. Legislation is adopted as Resolution No. 2007-062.

_     _      _
_
_
_
_ 
_
_
_
_
_
_

06-26-(06)




RESOLUTION NO.:______________

Requested by:  Mayor Andrzejewski

A Resolution authorizing and directing the Mayor Sponsored by:  Mr. Razov 


and Director of Finance to purchase through the 

State of Ohio Purchasing Program,  Seven (7) 2007 Chevrolet Impala Automobiles for the City of Eastlake Departmental Use for an individual amount of Fifteen Thousand Four Hundred Sixty Nine Dollars and Sixty-Nine Cents ($15,469.69) and two (2) parts or shop manuals for an individual amount of One Hundred Seventy-Nine Dollars ($179.00) for a total amount not to exceed One Hundred Eight Thousand Six Hundred Forty-Five Dollars and Eighty-Three Cents ($108,645.83), and declaring an emergency.

MOTION:  Mr. Razov moved to suspend the rules requiring separate readings and reading in full.  Mr. Morley seconded.

ROLL CALL:  Yeas:  Mr. Razov, Mr. Morley, Mr. D’Ambrosio, Mr. Knuchel, Mr. Zontini, 

                                    Mr. Elshaw.



  Nay:  Mr. Lajeunesse

MOTION:  Mr. Razov moved to adopt.  Mr. Morley seconded.

ROLL CALL: Yeas:  Mr. Razov, Mr. Morley, Mr. D’Ambrosio, Mr. Knuchel, Mr. Elshaw



  Nay:  Mr. Lajeunesse, Mr. Zontini

Motion carried. Legislation is adopted as Resolution No. 2007-063.

_     _      _
_
_
_
_ 
_
_
_
_
_
_

06-26-(07)




RESOLUTION NO.:_______________

Requested by: Administration


A Resolution authorizing and directing the Mayor Sponsored by: Mr. Knuchel 


and Director of Finance to enter into a Contract 







with Huffman Equipment Rental & Contracting, 







Inc., the lowest and best bidder, for the replacement 

of the Eastlake Gardens Park Pedestrian Bridge for the total amount of Forty-Seven Thousand One 







Hundred Twenty-One Dollars and Twenty-Five 







Cents ($47,121.25), and declaring an emergency.

MOTION:  Mr. Knuchel moved to suspend the rules requiring separate readings and reading in full.  Mr. D’Ambrosio seconded.

ROLL CALL:  Yeas unanimous.

MOTION:  Mr. Knuchel moved to adopt.  Mr. D’Ambrosio seconded.

ROLL CALL:  Yeas unanimous.

Motion carried. Legislation is adopted as Resolution No. 2007-064.

_     _      _
_
_
_
_ 
_
_
_
_
_
_

06-26-(08)




RESOLUTION NO.: ______________
Requested by:  Administration

A Resolution authorizing and directing the Mayor 




and Director of Finance to enter into an Agreement 

            with CT Consultants, Inc., for Engineering Services

            for the City of Eastlake with Thomas B. Gwydir as  

the designated representative as the Engineer for the City of Eastlake, and declaring an emergency.

MOTION:  Mr. D’Ambrosio moved to suspend the rules requiring separate readings and reading in full.  Mr. Morley seconded.

ROLL CALL:  Yeas unanimous.

MOTION:  Mr. D’Ambrosio moved to adopt.  Mr. Morley seconded.

ROLL CALL:  Yeas unanimous.

Motion carried. Legislation is adopted as Resolution No. 2007-065.

_     _      _
_
_
_
_ 
_
_
_
_
_
_

06-26-(09)




ORDINANCE NO:______________

An Ordinance amending the Conditional Use Permit issued to James Iacono, agent for I.A.C. of Eastlake, Inc., dba The Captains Club, 34820 Vine Street, Eastlake, Ohio, and declaring an emergency.

MOTION:  Mr. Razov moved to suspend the rules requiring separate readings and reading in full.  Mr. D’Ambrosio seconded.

ROLL CALL:  Yeas unanimous.

MOTION:  Mr. Razov moved to adopt.  Mr. D’Ambrosio seconded.

ROLL CALL:  Yeas unanimous.

Motion carried. Legislation is adopted as Ordinance No. 2007-066.

_     _      _
_
_
_
_ 
_
_
_
_
_
_

06-12-(10) 




RESOLUTION NO.: _______________

Requested by:  Administration 

A Resolution authorizing and directing the Mayor 


Sponsored by:  Mr. Lajeunesse

and Director of Finance to enter into a “Cooperative 

Agreement” by and between the Port Authorities of Eastlake, Fairport Harbor, Grand River and Mentor for the maintenance, improvement and preservation of any channel, river, stream, or other water course or way which may be necessary or proper in the development of port authority facilities, and declaring an emergency.

MOTION:  Mr. Lajeunesse moved to suspend the rules requiring separate readings and reading in full.  Mr. Knuchel seconded.

ROLL CALL:  Yeas unanimous.

MOTION:  Mr. Lajeunesse moved to adopt.  Mr. Knuchel seconded.

ROLL CALL:  Yeas unanimous.

Motion carried. Legislation is adopted as Resolution No. 2007-067.

_     _      _
_
_
_
_ 
_
_
_
_
_
_

LEGISLATION PENDING  (Placed on First Reading 06/12/2007)

06-12-(01) 




ORDINANCE NO.: ___________
Requested by:  Planning Commission
An Ordinance amending City Ordinance Section Sponsored by:  Mr. D’Ambrosio

1143.03 “Zone Map” of the Codified Ordinances of 

the City or Eastlake changing the zone map of the City to provide a change in the zoning of certain lands herein described from S-1 (Suburban) to R-60 (Residential).

MOTION:  Mr. D’Ambrosio moved to place on Second Reading.  Mr. Razov seconded.

ROLL CALL: Yes: 
Mr. D’Ambrosio, Mr. Razov, Mr. Knuchel, Mr. Elshaw



Nays: 
Mr. Morley, Mr. Lajeunesse, Mr. Zontini.

Motion failed. Legislation No. 06-12-(01) is placed on Third Reading.

_     _      _
_
_
_
_ 
_
_
_
_
_
_

06-12-(02)




ORDINANCE NO.: _________________

Requested by:  Planning Commission
An Ordinance providing for the submission to the Sponsored by:  Joe D’Ambrosio 

electors of the City of Eastlake, Ohio, the question 

of whether Ordinance No. 2007-___ passed ____________, 2007, changing the Zone Map of the City to provide that certain land described in said Ordinance be changed in the classification from S-1 (Suburban) to R-60 (Residential) shall become effective.

MOTION:  There was no motion to suspend separate readings and reading in full.

Legislation No. 06-12-(02) is placed on Third Reading.

_     _      _
_
_
_
_ 
_
_
_
_
_
_

UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

There was none.

NEW BUSINESS

There was none.

MAYOR/SAFETY DIRECTOR – Ted Andrzejewski

Mayor Andrzejewski:  The only thing he has to report is a reminder that the City Home Days is July 12th –15th – we are taking applications for the parade which will be on July 14th at 12:40 p.m. from Eastlake North High School.  Please advised any groups who would like to participate in the parade to pick up an application.  In anticipation of Mr. Lajeunesse’s question he thinks we have given the fourth update to Council on the events at the stadium – whenever there is a change in events it is passed on to Council – there is no Irish-American Festival on those events and there never has been.  So, that answers your questions.

There were no questions of Mayor Andrzejewski.

LAW DIRECTOR – Randy Klammer

Mr. Klammer:   God Bless the City of Eastlake and the dedicated public servants and the patient residents who stayed here tonight to speak their public comment.  He was open for questions.

There were no questions of Mr. Klammer.

FINANCE DIRECTOR – Brian Condron

Mr. Condron:  The report is back on the City Audit requirements – we had our conference last October and it was suggested because the Transportation Grant will meet the $500,000 threshold on a single audit.  After meeting with the State Auditor we are back on a two-year cycle – that situation is subject to change but a determining factor in the decision is that reimbursement was already audited.  Now we will have a two-year audit cycle, which will save us some money – but we are not in control of that situation – it is determined by the State Auditor’s office and Federal agencies.  We are working on the North Parkway Sanitary Sewer assessments – he has asked the Law Director for assistance on a couple of issues.  Tentative assessments were issued in 2005 in the amount approximately $12,160. Mr. Guard had a communication in October 2005 that the cost changed to $16,600. This concluded his report and he was open for questions. 

There were no questions of Mr. Condron.

TAX ADMINISTRATOR – Angela Keneven-Zanella

Mrs. Keneven-Zanella was absent and excused. 

SERVICE DIRECTOR – Mike Semik

Mr. Semik was absent and excused.

CHIEF BUILDING OFFICIAL – Joe Voros

Mr. Voros:  He does not have much to report except for the fact that we are real busy and can use Council’s help in passing the rental and home sale inspections. This concluded his report and he was open for questions.

There were no questions of Mr. Voros.

CITY ENGINEER – Tom Gwydir

Mr. Gwydir:   Part 1 of the Roberts Road project is black-topped – Part A is close to completion. ODOT is moving along on S.R. 91 and we are anticipating completion of the surface portion of the pavement by the end of this work, weather permitting.  He is also working with ODOT on some stripping issue requested by the Administration and Council. We checked out Erie Point for the 2007 Concrete Road Rehabilitation Program – the references came beck poorly – it appears we may be moving to the next bidder which is T.C. Construction, Inc. – he wanted to remind Council that we have an open item from last year with this contractor.

There were no further questions of Mr. Gwydir.

POLICE CHIEF – John  Ruth

Chief Ruth was absent and excused.

FIRE CHIEF – Richard Sabo

Fire Chief Sabo was absent and excused. 

ADJOURNMENT

The meeting was adjourned at approximately 9:47 p.m. 



​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​______________________________________





DEREK W. ELSHAW, COUNCIL PRESIDENT

APPROVED: _______________________

ATTEST:   ________________________

                 DEBORAH A. CENDROSKI, CMC        

 
CLERK OF COUNCIL 
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