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FEBRUARY 22, 2016 

  1.  Prayer and Pledge of Allegiance 
     

  2.  Roll Call of Members 
     

  3.  Correspondence 
     

  4.  Approval of regular Council Meeting Minutes dated February 8, 2016. 
     

  (a)  Council Meeting Minutes dated February 8, 2016. 
  5.  Mayor’s Report: 

  (a)  Motion to approve the appointment of Paul Barnett as the Brunswick 
Representative for NOACA. 

  (b)  Mayor's Update 
     

  6.  Clerk of Council’s Report 
     

  7.  Council Committee Reports: 
    Economic Development...............................................................Mr. Johnson 
    Services, Utilities, Technology & Cable......................................Mr. Salzgeber 
    Finance Committee.......................................................................Mrs. Hanek 
    Safety & Environment..................................................................Mr. Hanek 
    Planning & Zoning Committee.....................................................Mr. Ousley 
    Parks, Recreation & Community Committee................................Mr. Abella Jr. 
    Building & Building Code Committee..........................................Mr. Capretta 
     

  8.  Other Boards and Commissions 
     

  (a)  Committee of the Whole Joint Meeting February 1, 2016 
  (b)  Committee of the Whole Meeting February 8, 2016  
  9.  Petitions from the Public on Legislation 
     

  10.  Reading of Legislation and Action on Legislation: 
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  b. 2nd Reading(s)
     

   

ORD. NO. 105­15 ­ An ordinance amending Chapter 1270 (Tables A, B and C, Basic 
Design and Regulatory Elements) of the City of Brunswick Codified Ordinances to 
increase the maximum height of ground signs to 7 feet with a maximum exposed base 
height of 2 feet ­ 2nd Reading (Planning & Zoning Committee, Approved by Planning 
Commission 2­4­16, Administration/Ken Fisher) 

     

   
ORD. NO. 4­16 ­ An ordinance amending Section 1278.02 of the City of Brunswick 
Codified Ordinances ­ 2nd Reading (Planning & Zoning Committee, 
Administration/Ken Fisher) 

     

  c. 1st Reading(s)
     

   

RES. NO. 11­16 ­ An emergency resolution authorizing the City Manager to purchase 
one (1) Dodge Charger from Greve Dodge, three (3) Ford Police Interceptor Utilities 
from Statewide Ford, and one (1) Ford Fusion from Statewide Ford for the Division of 
Police in a total amount not to exceed $161,107.00 ­ 1st Reading (To be brought from 
Safety Committee, Administration/Chief DeForest) 

     

   

RES. NO. 10­16 ­ A resolution authorizing the City Manager to enter into an 
agreement with Brunswick Hills Township for the provision of dispatch services ­ 1st 
Reading (To be brought from Safety & Environment Committee, 
Administration/Chief DeForest) 

     

  11.  City Manager's Report 
     

  12.  Administrative Departments 
     

  13.  Open Forum 
     

  14.  Unfinished Business 
     

  15.  New Business 
     

  16.  Adjournment 
     

  17.  Council Meeting Minutes dated February 8, 2016 
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                                       FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING

                            February 3, 2016

IN ATTENDANCE:  Chairwoman Patricia Hanek, Committee Member Joseph Salzgeber, Committee 
Member Alex Johnson, Finance Director Todd Fischer, City Manager Anthony Bales.           

The meeting convened at 6:42 p.m.

Mr. Johnson arrived at 6:43 p.m.

REVIEW LEGISLATION:

ORD. NO. 8-16 – An emergency ordinance amending Ordinance #93-15 to include amendments to the 
appropriation budget for the year ending December 31, 2016 as incorporated in Exhibit “A” attached 
hereto 

Mr. Fischer advised this legislation represents an overall increase in the City appropriation budget; he 
highlighted the $184,575 for the BTA bus purchase if the City receives the grant for 80% the 
Administration will come to Council for the consideration of the three new buses at 20%.  He explained 
the Department of Justice grant fund which is an appropriation for what was left over December 31, 2015. 
Mr. Fischer also noted there is a budget amendment to reduce the senior activities by $21,000 leaving 
$19,000 in the senior activity line to reflect the most up to date costs for the Medina County Senior 
contractual services.  Also, Mr. Fischer noted at the end of the year the financials at the Rec Center are 
reviewed and if they bring in more money that they spend on the operational side the money is spent on 
the capital side for this year the amount recommended is $94,248.00, the director will meet with the City 
Manager and bring the requests to City Council.

Mr. Fischer also highlighted the road levy fund; the fund was re-budgeted for engineering for the 2016 
neighborhood road program to start up, also construction dollars were added to the road levy fund from 
additional property tax estimates from the county auditor by $10,000, additionally; there was $13,000 in 
non-encumbered monies from last year.

Mr. Fischer noted there was a large decrease with the OPWC Center Road resurfacing fund, the project 
was funded through state dollars and the state also gave the City an OPWC grant which the state used half 
the monies to pay the contractor.

Mr. Salzgeber moved this ordinance to the Council Agenda of February 8, 2016 as an emergency with 
suspension of the rules.  Vote – 3 Ayes, 0 Nays.

ORD. NO. 9-16 – An emergency ordinance to transfer and advance funds   

This is a transfer and advance ordinance; by law if money is transferred from one fund to another it has to 
be done through an ordinance, and if money is advanced from one fund to another it has to be done 
through an ordinance.  He explained the difference between the two, transfer is a permanent movement of 
money it does not come back and advance is like a loan and that needs to come back.



Page 2 of 3

He advised everything in this ordinance is either included in the 2016 budget document or the budget 
amendment ordinance.

As an explanation of advancing funds, Mr. Fischer explained since property taxes are collected for the 
road levy and the property taxes come in between now and the end of August, in order to engineer and 
construct the project before August money is loaned from the general fund to the road levy fund to do the 
projects and when the property taxes come in the general fund is repaid.

Mr. Johnson asked if the wards have determined what upcoming neighborhood road projects were set to 
go forward this year, and he asked about overlapping ward projects being beneficial.

To that, Mr. Bales noted there was a list from last year from the worst to the first.  He noted most of the 
money last year was spent on concrete slab replacements not entire streets.  He did not think there were 
any asphalt repairs that overlapped.

Mr. Fischer noted the road levy brings in about $800,000 dollars and after engineering and inspections are 
done there is approximately $700,000 in actual construction dollars.

Mr. Salzgeber noted Hadcock Road was three wards; however Mr. Fischer noted Hadcock Road was not  
road levy funding.  He explained video service provider fees were allocated to reallocate to road 
improvements.

Mr. Salzgeber moved this ordinance to the Council Agenda of February 8, 2016 as an emergency with 
suspension of the rules.  Vote – 3 Ayes, 0 Nays.

GENERAL DISCUSSION:

Mr. Fischer advised the month end reports will be forwarded and questions to contact the Finance 
Department.   

Mr. Fischer noted the Rec Center was looking to expand their services on line, with that in preparing for 
the future the Administration was in the process of creating a standardized policy for the credit policy, 
which currently has no restrictions, and for the policy to be acceptable citywide. 

Mr. Fischer came up with a draft credit policy for the Rec Center.

Mrs. Hanek announced the Financial Audit Review committee will be meeting on February 17 at 6:15 
p.m.

Mr. Bales mentioned discussion will be starting on the safety levy which expires at the end of 2017, he 
advised it can be placed on the ballot for the November election, and the primary election next year and 
November next year if needed.

Mr. Salzgeber commented the safety levy should be permanent or ten year.

Mr. Fischer will be bringing up with the audit committee and the finance committee is the City has three 
different income tax levies; two safety specific and a general 1% levy that was allowed in 1968 that any 
City can levy up to 1% of income tax.  Those three added together comes to about 15 million dollars and 
14 million plus is transferred out and the majority goes to safety.  He noted the two safety specific levies 
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do not equal what is needed to run police and fire departments with the current staffing.  Mr. Fischer 
plans on breaking down all the costs and show a history by year to the audit committee and the finance 
committee to show where the money goes.

Mr. Salzgeber asked about the safety levy that is up at the end of 2017 if it was being looked at as a 
renewal.

To that it was noted there are a number of options to discuss.

It was the perspective of Mr. Fischer that a four year renewable levy makes it extremely difficult to plan 
for the future.  He noted there was a division in the audit committee as to temporary versus permanent 
levy discussions.

ADJOURNMENT:

There being no further business, Mr. Johnson moved to adjourn at 7:29 p.m.  Vote – 3 Ayes, 0 Nays.

Respectfully submitted,

Patricia Hanek
Chairwoman
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                                           COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE MEETING MINUTES

                  JOINT MEETING – CITIES OF BRUNSWICK, MEDINA & WADSWORTH  

                                                                MEDINA CITY HALL   

                                 February 1, 2016 

The meeting started at 6:05 p.m.

Mr. Coyne welcomed representatives from the various cities and townships to this informational meeting 
to review the current plan, come up with a new plan, and make a determination as to what is the best for 
Medina County by increasing the number of recyclables at the lowest cost possible.  The Medina County 
Sanitary Engineer was present to give an update, and the Optiva Group will be giving a presentation on a 
new and different concept of a “waste mall.”  At the end of the presentation questions will be taken.    

IN ATTENDANCE:  Nino Piccoli, Bill Lamb, Paul Rose, John Coyne, Brian Hilberg, Mark Kolesar, 
Jim Shields, Scott Alley, Laura Volpini, Joe Gonzalez, Allen Thompson, Tom Kerr, Russell Leach, Ed 
Kwiecien, David Williams, Bruce Darlington, Robert Patrick, John Sharkey, Robin Laubaugh, Patricia 
Hanek, Anthony Bales, Barbara Ortiz, Brian Ousley, Joseph Salzgeber, Nicholas Hanek, Tim Smith, Beth 
Biggins-Ramer, Amy Lyon-Gavin, Scott Miller, Christopher Germain.      

MC-18 UPDATE - MEDINA COUNTY SOLID WASTE DISTRICT:

Ms. Lyon-Gavin referenced a notebook that had been distributed; in the handout was a copy of a calendar 
for year 2015/2016, and she would be highlighting some of those dates.  She noted the Ohio EPA 
approved the most recent solid waste management plan September 23, 2015 and since that time there 
have been six solid waste policy committee meetings.  She mentioned meetings are held the second 
Thursday of every month to keep the discussions ongoing with regard to rewriting the plan, the meetings 
are held from 9:30 am to 11:00 am.  

She gave the highlights from those meetings; at the October 2 meeting the policy committee elected to 
have the solid waste district to pursue plan “B” minus mixed waste processing; October 28 the recycling 
industry representative was added, and the timeline was reviewed for rewriting the plan and established 
the recurring monthly meetings, the next meeting occurred on November 12, with a presentation “Meet 
Your Hauler”, representatives from various haulers were present to speak on their collection and 
recycling services, on November 25 the county held an auction to sell off former equipment that was used 
to operate the facility, and on December 10, a presentation by the Optiva Group  was given to the policy 
committee so they could learn about the proposal.     

Continuing, Ms. Lyon-Gavin noted on December 17, the township trustees held their annual meeting and 
elected their representative to the policy committee and MC-18 work group.  She noted the first meeting 
of the full 11 member work group occurred on January 8, with the first of two four hour workshops put on 
by Green Source Recycling Services to facilitate a meeting about different national trends and state trends 
in terms of recycling and integrated solid waste management.  The second meeting was held January 22, 
and the committee went through several exercises trying to learn more what other solid waste districts are 
doing in the surrounding areas.      
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Ms. Lyon-Gavin noted that information is included in the notebooks that were provided.  Again, she 
welcomed everyone to attend the monthly meetings. 

Mr. Coyne acknowledged Ms. Lyon-Gavin for the information.  

Mr. Coyne comment from information he gathered the national average for residential recycling rate 
throughout the country is 34%; and the national trend is curbside recycling, he also mentioned the issues 
associated with selling recycling materials and being reliant upon commodity prices.

OPTIVA PRESENTATION:

At this time Mr. Coyne introduced Ed Kwiecien and Russ Leach of the Optiva Group.

Mr. Kwiecien spoke on vertical integration of the material, he showed products that are manufactured and 
how the products produced at the facility can be converted directly into the products and not sold so much 
as a commodity but as a vertically integrated product.  Certain products such as plastic, papers, and glass 
can be vertically integrated or put into a product that can be sold directly to manufactures rather than 
being recycled and handled numerous times.  Mr. Kwiecien noted the handling of waste is expensive, and 
with their program it is moved once, and something of value is made and the product sold.  With their 
recycling facility with the separators they have engaged, they can separate out and divert 70-80% of the 
waste.

He explained the premise of a waste mall as the process of a shopping mall, were the major anchors hold 
the shopping mall together, and those are the companies they are partnering with to make this project 
successful.  Mr. Kwiecien noted they need flow control and all the waste needs to be brought to one 
facility.

The power point presentation started off with facts on the amount of waste that is created by each person 
each year, figures from the CPF were presented, and he mentioned a study they had done to get the 
average breakdown of waste.  He noted Medina County has approximately 120 thousand tons of waste 
each year, the current tipping fee is $42.00, and Mr. Kwiecien stated that figure would remain the same 
for the length of the contract, it would not be increased now, or twenty five years from now it would stay 
a fixed rate the length of the contract.  

He noted a waste mall was very simple, they bring in partners that want the waste, he pointed out the cost 
of transporting waste to other locations makes it prohibitive, but bringing them into one location makes it 
a more viable process. He showed drawing of some of the functions in a waste mall.  He pointed out the 
machines that process plastic, papers, and he pointed out the storage tanks.  He explained they can process 
biodegradable foods into methane of which they can make electricity to run the plant, or return it into 
methane and sell it as natural gas.

Mr. Kwiecien pointed out the benefits, there is no sorting and the recycling target is between 60%-80%, 
the environment becomes cleaner; waste is not buried, and by creating new plastic products that means 
less oil pumped out of the ground to make plastic products, becoming green, as well as running part of the 
operation off of recycled energy.
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Mr. Kwiecien mentioned some of the companies they deal with and would be part of the facility. He also 
presented a potential timeline; he noted if they could take control and start working on the restoration of 
the existing CPF, it would take three, or four months to get it up and running properly, and they could 
start processing waste at the facility in July 2016.

He did state a new facility has to be built and that would be in excess of a 50 million dollar investment to 
the county, if they get EPA approvals they could break ground as soon as August 2016 with twelve 
months of construction and have a wholly functional waste mall.  He noted it will take time to build the 
facility but they would like to build it and not wait.  

Additionally, Mr. Kwiecien mentioned discussions they have had with the EPA the option of bringing in 
waste from other places like Cuyahoga County, for more material.  He noted that the 120,000 tons a year 
produced in Medina County was slim.

Mr. Kwiecien had videos available that showed how the equipment runs.     

Mr. Coyne noted the current tipping fee was less than what was mentioned by Mr. Kwiecien, he wanted 
to verify the cap was for the county for the term of the contract.  He also asked about the 60%-80% 
recycled material was only residential trash, or if it was commercial, industrial, yard waste, and 
residential.

Mr. Kwiecien noted they were hoping to keep some of the yard waste; one of the products they develop is 
a horticultural product, so having the nitrogen that is developed through horticultural waste is a plus.  He 
noted wood is recycled, and dirt is a marketable product.  He advised fats, oils and greases that come from 
restaurants can be processed and put into other products as diesel additives.  

Mr. Coyne asked if a contract is generated with the county he wanted to know if there would be the 
ability to break out the different types of recycled materials, his concern is keeping up with the residential 
trash recycling.  The big concern of the county is with the residential trash recycling since that is what 
mostly goes into the landfill.  He commented the numbers could be squid on the tonnage being recycled 
because of yard waste.  Also, if the numbers are not achieved he wanted to know what would happen, and 
noted the concern of everyone in the county is to get the most recycled at the lowest cost.

Mr. Kwiecien noted the 60% to 80% was based on MSW; and he was not talking about bringing in ten 
truckloads of dirt, and none of the numbers include yard waste.  Also, he noted there is certain industrial 
waste they would not want nothing to do with, they would not want anything they cannot use.  He noted 
there are some plastics that cannot be recycled because of toxic fumes but can be turned into oil.  

Mr. Piccoli asked about contaminants posing an issue for the process.

Mr. Kwiecien advised even though they are a waste mall the rules do not change and they have to abide 
by EPA rules and regulations.  

It was noted most residential waste is exempt, non-exempt items would be oil paints and there would 
have to be an outsource for the more complicated waste streams that the waste mall would not have the 
ability to take.
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There was some question as to cleaning out jars and containers before going to the processing center, and 
Mr. Kwiecien noted the process has a washing system and a plastic vaporizing system.  

Mr. Coyne mentioned the county operating under what is titled a dirty merph; he wanted to know what 
the difference is between a waste mall and the dirty merph operation which the county has been 
accustomed to for many years. 

To that Mr. Kwiecien explained the operations on the front end would basically be the same, the 
technology has changed in the last twenty three years.  On the back end the new construction would be 
done where the products are converted into viable and marketable products, so the difference is the back 
half not the front half.

Mr. Lamb asked how many waste malls were in service around the country.

To that Mr. Kwiecien indicated there were no waste malls in the country, Medina would have the first 
waste mall. However every process there exists nothing new was being created, all the technology exists 
and is operated some place; all the systems would be integrated in one spot.   

Mr. Alley indicated Europe is ahead of us and are at the point where they are harvesting their existing 
landfills.

Mr. Sharkey asked Mr. Kwiecien why this has not been done in the United States.

Mr. Kwiecien thought part of the problem is money, the people who want plastic do not want to take the 
time to wash it, and he noted cost becomes prohibited, the market changes every day, oil prices vary, and 
the whole flow of the business has to be looked at.

Mr. Ousley asked about the number jobs this would bring to Medina County.

In response Mr. Kwiecien noted to start between 50 to 60 jobs and by the time the full operations starts it 
would be well over 100 jobs.

At this time a video was played showing new technology for tire recycling.

It was brought up earlier that the fixed rate was $42.00, which included county and EPA fees, Mr. 
Kwiecien noted the rate has to be finalized.  

There was a question about the rate and the amount that has to go to the EPA, and the solid waste district.

In response to those questions Mr. Kwiecien noted the figures are not yet exact, he did note the prices did 
just come down.  He reiterated they were ready to move forward.

Mr. Patrick asked about the proposed timeline, and mentioned there were a number of contracts that the 
solid waste district has and if there were any outstanding that would not allow for the timeline and this 
process to get started.

Mr. Alley mentioned a recent conference call with the EPA and the Optiva Group and it was noted at this 
point in time because of the plan a lease agreement cannot be entered into with Optiva Group, a new plan 
has to be in place before moving forward with Optiva Group.
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There was further discussion on the retro fit of the CPF which could happen, it was noted the belts could 
be turned on but no long term lease could be entered into, there was the question of putting money into 
the CPF with the possibility that a long term lease would not be entered into and that MC-18 would move 
into a different direction.  

Mr. Kwiecien was also on that conference call; to clarify he noted the agency was very clear on what they 
stated that a long term lease could not be entered into until the fiscal component piece all worked out to 
make sure there was not an added fiscal component to the district that would impact the district 
financially.  He noted there had to be some work done by the solid waste team along with others present 
to make sure the agency understood, because the plan would have to eventually be modified to show the 
process.  He echoed Mr. Alley the belts could be turned on today, but no long term lease, and a plan issue 
would have to be worked through for the agency so they better understood the longer term arrangement.

Mr. Coyne asked if MC-18 would modify the plan based upon a future decision that would be made by 
the solid waste district of whether to go into the waste mall direction or curbside recycling.

Mr. Alley advised currently the plan is being rewritten, and at that rewrite the options would be given and 
MC-18 needs to do their due diligence and look at all the options, whether recycling or if Optiva was a 
viable option and the EPA would write flexibility into the plan that would allow them to move in either 
direction.  It was his understanding that at some point MC-18 will be making a recommendation once 
they have done their due diligence.

Mr. Coyne noted before an agreement is entered into there is going to have to be decisions made; he did 
not believe that Optiva would enter into an agreement with the county whereby the county still permits to 
do curbside recycling on a city basis and not deliver the material and opt out of the flow control.  He 
assumes it would have to be an all or nothing plan, whereby if you do Optiva you could not have a 
provision in a new contract with the EPA that you could opt out and do you own recycling.

Ms. Lyon-Gavin pointed out some challenges with regard to the all or nothing questions, in the current 
plan adopted by the Ohio EPA yard waste is no longer flow controlled, and with the passing of the state 
budget there is a new house bill that any source separated recyclables cannot be flow controlled.  So if the 
cities would elect to institute a curbside program or the county was to continue with the drop off program, 
those recyclables were not flow controlled and cannot be sent to the CPF.

Mr. Kwiecien indicated the bill Ms. Lyon-Gavin referred to was House Bill 94, the bill allows the options 
of sole source not to be flowed controlled, but it was still the districts prerogative to choose the direction 
they want to go. 

There was clarification on the house bill and recyclables that are exempt from flow control, discussion on 
flexibility if a district wanted to flow control or not, curbside recycling, recycling in trash and mandating 
flow control.

Mr. Piccoli mentioned in July the City of Brunswick has to make a decision on their contract with respect 
to trash pickup, or curbside, and if the cities and townships make decisions to go curbside it would throw 
a wrench in the entire Optiva process.
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The Optiva Group believes the majority of the citizens of Medina County were comfortable with 
throwing one bag to the street letting someone else be the one worrying about the garbage.  Pulling out 
the valuable recyclables out front would take out the waste for the Optiva process and there would not be 
a waste mall it would go to the landfills.  

Mr. Sharkey noted the waste mall will integrate many different recycling processes; he wanted to know 
how dependent each process was on the other.  If 100 tons of garbage comes to the waste mall if there has 
to be a certain percentage be of a particular type, and what happens if it is not.  

Mr. Kwiecien had some information about the breakdown of bag of trash, he noted plastic is about 16% 
of the waste in this country, there are ways to integrate the products to sell to manufacturing companies.  
They would like all the products, he showed how the separating equipment operates, he noted the facility 
is designed to do in excess of 500,000 tons a year and with a small addition it would probably double that 
amount; with the amount of waste from Medina County has 120,000 tons that was just about 8 hour shift 
a day, bringing in from other areas the rates could be negotiated and better for everybody.  He noted there 
is interest from other counties. 

There was a question brought up about the existing facility by Mr. Kolesar about being able to build 
within the structure and if additional land was needed.

To that Mr. Kwiecien noted there was enough acreage at the current facility to do what they need, they 
were looking at a 250,000 foot extension to the building that was already there, the existing building and 
equipment would be utilized as retrofitted with optical sorters, and the facility would be brought up to 
date.  

Mr. Kolesar also asked if it would be considered light industrial, he asked about air emissions.

Mr. Kwiecien explained the process, he noted there were no air emissions, and they were not burning off 
fuel everything was confined inside.  He explained the gases produced will run the machines.

Mr. Kolesar applauds the vision, he has some concerns with the track record but is hoping the local 
communities and county government can work together to put something like this in place to have a 
recyclable percentage rate of 60%-80%.

Mr. Leach talked about the track record with the equipment and the facilities.  

Mr. Kwiecien talked about the separating equipment machines and the concept of waste malls.

Speaking on behalf of most of the residents in the City of Medina Mr. Kolesar noted most of them would 
love only having to worry about taking their trash to the curb being the most convenient and easiest way 
to help the residents.

Positive comments were made about the process although it was thought it would be helpful if the experts 
could tell what they do in the plants.  Also, since this process was not in America he asked what cities in 
Europe the process is in, he also asked about government funding.  

It was noted by Mr. Kwiecien plants are in Amsterdam and Belgium, additionally Mr. Kwiecien noted 
they were not asking for government funding.
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Mr. Ousley mentioned the phone calls, e-mails and face to face conversations he has with the people in 
the City of Brunswick and what was hearing is the they want to go back to the old way, they believe in 
recycling but do not want the hassle of separation, they want to put it in a bag and take it to the street and 
be done.

Mr. Coyne mentioned there could be some barriers it sounds great however until a contractual 
arrangement with all issues addressed before taking a risk.  The county’s interest has to be protected if 
they are the ones providing the waste mall for other surrounding communities.  

Mr. Patrick asked what type of a term Optiva was looking at to make it worthwhile and what type of 
financing was needed from the county, and the costs associated with getting this running.

In response to that Mr. Kwiecien back tracked to the meeting in June of 2015, they entered into a letter of 
intent with the Medina County Port Authority to be able to move forward with the process which would 
involve the county and all the cities and tonight’s presentation.  One thing mentioned in August was they 
were going to put a process together whereas every city, municipality, township brought their waste in it 
was weighed and would calculate where it was coming from.  Additionally they said if waste is brought in 
from outside they could turn around and do a profit sharing back to the county, and part of the process is 
to lower the cost to Medina County residents.  The more waste brought in, the more revenue is brought in, 
and that will benefit everybody.  

Mr. Patrick asked if there has been a term discussed for the contract to make it successful and if there was 
any upfront cost that the county will have to endure to get the process going.

Mr. Kwiecien noted the only upfront cost to the county is the money that is already attached to the CPF, 
as far as the term, they have discussed between twenty to thirty years depending on the numbers, and that 
would be a lease between Optiva Group and the Port Authority.    

Mr. Patrick noted twenty to thirty years was a big spread and there is still a lot of information to be 
worked out, he asked if the upfront monies would be the money that was already allocated to the facility 
for repairs and current debt.  

Mr. Kwiecien noted they would have to pay the debt off for the county as part of the agreement. 

Mr. Leach noted what they were looking for was a partnership they feel strongly about the community, it 
was motivating, it was a partnership with the community with the Optiva Group as the systems integrator, 
and they were hopeful that there will be participation with this partnership.

Mr. Piccolo brought up the twenty or thirty year lease; he understood the issue the county had was with a 
default, and the ground lease.

Mr. Coyne brought up the ground lease and the expectations of both parties and if there was a default the 
county still had to comply with the EPA mandates, those issues are still there.  He is concerned with the 
details to make sure the processes are achieved, the mile stones met and the Optiva will make a profit and 
pay the debt service on the loans that will have to be secured.  There are a lot of financial obligations with 
50 million dollars and the county’s property was only worth so much, and the county cannot jeopardize 
losing the property.
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As the attorney for Optiva, Ms. Volpini noted a set of agreements and documents have been drafted with 
the terms and conditions as a way to get ahead of it.  The legal team drafted the agreements so deadlines 
can be met, it is a very detailed agreement with a lot of addendum to it; also they have worked with the 
financer as to how the agreements had to work in order to get the financing they need.

There was some question as to how the agreements will work, and Ms. Volpini advised the way the 
agreements work is basically a series of land leases through the port authority.

Not being able to see a waste mall in operation, Mr. Bales would like more information on the various 
processes and systems that would be part of it, and he would like to know the track record of the 
individual systems.

Mr. Leach advised there are facilities available that have the equipment up and running.

Mr. Bales asked if the various processes could be listed out with the locations.

Mr. Salzgeber noted the people of Brunswick like the non separation of trash; however he did not think 
anyone wants to see Medina County become a trash mecca of Northeast Ohio.  He asked Mr. Kwiecien 
what he would anticipate in terms of trash coming in beyond the 120,000 tons from Medina County per 
year.

Mr. Kwiecien noted there is a limit that can be done with the facility size wise, they know how many tons 
are created in Cuyahoga and Lorain counties and their biggest goal would be to bring in another couple 
hundred thousand tons to run the facility as a full time operation with three shifts.

Mr. Salzgeber noted his concern is having garbage trucks backed up on the roads and freeways.

There was a question on the separation of material and then selling the material for money that was the 
main part of the profit and part of the tipping fee.  It was asked as that varies what was going to be built 
into the contract to compensate for the wide variations of the price of recyclables.

Mr. Kwiecien noted that was the reason for the vertical integration, and that is why they were trying to get 
out of the commodities market, he noted the products that can be manufactured that is where vertical 
integration comes in, the products will be manufactured within the facility such as a mailbox that is made 
out of recycled plastic and sold at a local retailer.  

The big road block that was heard today was the need for the new MC-18plant to be in place, which will 
take up to fifteen months to get in place.  

Mr. Kwiecien noted the equipment that was there needs to be upgraded and the amount of money the 
county has attached to the building is not enough to totally retrofit the facility.  To bring in the newest 
technology and make it work at the level it can is going to take millions of dollars, and there is not 
enough money in the Medina County budget to do that, and nobody would invest millions of dollars into 
a facility without having a long term contract.  He noted if the cities would agree with the plan and the 
waste policy committee agreed a plan would be submitted.  He also, noted from the conversation with the 
EPA a plan could be submitted they would not have to wait twelve months, as soon as the committee 
would agree upon it there was no time line by the EPA that said Optiva has to wait.



Page 9 of 10

Ms. Lyon-Gavin interjected it was not necessarily a time line it is a consensus among policy committee 
members.  She indicated there was a lot of due diligence to be done, proposals were just opened for a 
consultant to assist in writing the new solid waste plan.  She also mentioned needing 60% of the 
communities to ratify the plan, there is a lot of educating to do, due diligence and work to be done.  She 
thought 6 months was optimistic for rewriting the plan.

A question was posed to Ms. Lyon-Gavin about the percentage of recycling with the bin program.

In response, Ms. Lyon-Gavin indicated the bin program was just launched in August 2015, the program 
continues to grow, she advised the last statistics from the contract provider were 240 tons a month 
collected in December.  The program was intended to replace the tonnage that was pulled from the mixed 
waste processing operation.  

Comments were made about looking to the future, and moving the county forward.  

Ms. Lyon-Gavin further explained the bin recycling program, compliance with the EPA, provide a 
program with recycling access to a minimum 90% of the county’s population. 

A comment was made by an audience member about the importance of due diligence and a situation was 
brought up in Montgomery, Alabama where a waste park was opened, and the contractor pulled out in six 
months.  It was expressed that due diligence is extremely important, and it was asked what would make 
Optiva different than the waste park in Montgomery, Alabama. 

Mr. Kwiecien advised there was a different philosophy; a waste management company was an energy 
based park.  Optiva was looking at selling products not commodities.  

An additional question was asked about the revenue stream, as to what the income stream was going to be 
so that it does not end up like Montgomery, Alabama.

Mr. Kwiecien advised the tipping fee was only a portion of the revenue and not the majority of the 
revenue; the recyclables themselves are passed through. He noted the numbers were substantial.

A brief synopsis was given about the equipment, the digesters, the process of making methane gas,   
repurposing waste material and making something with it, and making wealth from waste.  It was 
clarified the equipment was owned by the facility, contracts were made with companies that are looking 
to be there for the generation of the facility.  Currently they have six interested partners, once the policy is 
written they will move forward, they anticipate bringing in another five or six.

Mr. Ousley asked if it did not happen in Medina County if Optiva had plans to go to another area he said 
it sounds like an up and coming process.

A member from Optiva explained there are interested communities throughout the country and 
internationally.  For now it was Medina County for Optiva; however the possibilities were endless around 
the country.

Mr. Ousley expressed the communities need to get on the ground floor now.  
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In closing Mr. Coyne summarized it seems like there is an interest or at least curiosity enough to warrant 
MC-18 to investigate it and iron out the details to make a determination of the level of risk that would be 
commenced with the operation.  The goal is not to keep Optiva hanging for a long period of time but to 
make a determination as quickly as possible.  The purpose of this meeting was to get everybody informed 
about the issue, generate questions, and bring the questions to the representatives on MC-18 to bring it to 
the fore front.

Mr. Coyne thanked everyone for attending this evening.

The meeting ended at 8:05 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Valerie Zak
Assistant Clerk of Council
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                                                  COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE MEETING    

                                  February 8, 2016 

IN ATTENDANCE:  Vice Mayor Patricia Hanek, Michael Abella Jr., Anthony Capretta, Alex Johnson, 
Nicholas Hanek, Joseph Salzgeber, City Manager Anthony Bales, Chief Carl DeForest, Finance Director 
Todd Fischer, Law Director Kenneth Fisher, Engineer Matt Jones, Administrative Services Julie 
Murawski, Street Superintendent Ryan Lutz, Clerk of Council Barbara Ortiz, Residents, News Media.

The meeting convened at 6:30 p.m.

Mr. Capretta moved to excuse Mr. Ousley for just cause.  Vote – 5 Ayes, 0 Nays.

Mr. Abella arrived late, and was seated during Executive Session.

EXECUTIVE SESSION:

Mr. Capretta moved to go into Executive Session for the purpose to discuss the appointment, 
employment, dismissal, discipline, demotion, or compensation of a public employee, as well as 
sale/purchase of property, seconded by Mr. Salzgeber.  Roll Call – Ayes – 5, Mr. Hanek, Mr. Salzgeber, 
Mr. Capretta, Mr. Johnson, Mrs. Hanek.  Nays – 0.  Motion Carried.

Mr. Salzgeber moved to adjourn out of Executive Session, seconded by Mr. Abella.  Roll Call – Ayes – 6, 
Mrs. Hanek, Mr. Hanek, Mr. Johnson, Mr. Abella, Mr. Capretta, Mr. Salzgeber.  Nays – 0.  Motion 
Carried.

The Committee of the Whole reconvened at 7:15 p.m.

UPDATE ON THE CHANGE TO THE DISPATCH PROPOSAL WITH BRUNSWICK HILLS 
TOWNSHIP:

Chief DeForest referred to a document provided to Council, it was attached to these minutes.  He 
explained in 1999 a contract was put in place for dispatching fees with Brunswick Hills Township and 
Hinckley.  Over the last year Brunswick Hills has asked to go to a fixed fee structure.  He noted the 
current fee structure has been in place since 2000 and the contract calls for reimbursement for phone calls, 
data entry, and dispatch calls.  The fees are unpredictable year to year they have been as low as $31,568 
in 2012 to a high of $71,927 in 2015.  He noted there is an advantage to Brunswick Hills Township to 
have a fixed number and an advantage to the City.

Chief DeForest was proposing a flat fee of $62,000 in 2016, with a 2% increase in 2017 and 2018, which 
will give the City a two to three year window to look at Brunswick Hills staffing models and how it 
relates to their activity and the consumption of the City’s services to them.   

Chief DeForest also mentioned the City currently has a memorandum of understanding with Brunswick 
Hills Township for a K-9 vehicle; it is on loan from Brunswick Hills Township which the City does not 
pay for.  Even though not directly attached to the dispatch proposal after discussions with Brunswick 
Hills Township they indicated if the City can put in place the fixed fee structure they will allow the City 
to keep the K-9 vehicle.
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The request this evening is for authorization to have the law director draw up a new contract with a fixed 
fee structure to adopt by legislation.

Mr. Fisher explained the agreement will be drawn up by the law department.

Mr. Hanek asked if the K-9 vehicle would be explicitly in the authorization or if that was separate.

Chief DeForest indicated it was separate; the current memorandum of understanding will be kept in place.

In looking at the numbers Mr. Hanek noted the numbers have gone up the last couple of years, he wanted 
to know if Chief DeForest anticipated them to go any higher and if there was a reason 2015 was higher 
than expected.

To that Chief DeForest indicated it was higher in 2015 because Brunswick Hills Township put on 
additional personnel; they had levy issues and he thinks they were trying to have additional presence 
throughout the community.  He thought 2015 was considerable higher than it will be for the next several 
years.

Mr. Hanek moved to authorize the law director draw up the reflected contract per the memorandum.  Vote 
– 6 Ayes, 0 Nays.

DISCUSSION AND APPROVAL OF 2016-2017 COUNCIL RULES:

Mrs. Hanek indicated a change was submitted by Mr. Ousley relative to swearing in board members.

In response to that, Mrs. Ortiz noted she was advised by the law director it could be done either way 
under the present language.

Mrs. Hanek brought up the title change of Vice Mayor/President of Council.

To that Mr. Fisher indicated that was based on a Charter Change. 

Additionally, Mrs. Ortiz mentioned Mr. Ousley asked that any vacancy of Council also be placed in the 
Post. 

Mr. Hanek moved to adopt the 2016-2017 Council Rules as amended.  Vote – 6 Ayes, 0 Nays.

MOTION TO AUTHORIZE THE CITY MANAGER TO ADVERTISE FOR PUBLIC BIDS FOR 
THE 2016 ASPHALT ROAD PROGRAM:

Mr. Jones explained this motion will allow going out to bid for this year’s asphalt road program which 
will include another portion of Rocklyn Drive between Laurel Road and Applewood Drive; and Hickory 
Ridge from where the program left off last year from Manitoulin to Pearl Road, the Manitoulin 
intersection will be included and Manitoulin up to Wolff Drive.  

Mr. Jones noted if there are any other areas of asphalt that need to be added to the program they can be 
added.  
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Mr. Capretta moved to authorize the City Manager to advertise for public bids for the 2016 Asphalt Road 
Program.  Vote – 6 Ayes, 0 Nays.

MOTION TO AUTHORIZE THE CITY MANAGER TO ADVERTISE FOR PUBLIC BIDS FOR 
THE 2016 CONCRETE ROAD PROGRAM:

Mr. Jones wanted to mention that both programs are funded with the road levy.  The intent is for these 
two programs to add up and use all the road levy dollars.

Mr. Jones advised the scope of work for the concrete program will be similar to last year, and the 
Administration will be meeting with the individual ward council members in the next week or two to go 
over exactly what will be done in each ward equally.  He did mention that the two wards having asphalt 
work done their concrete allocation is lowered.

Mr. Salzgeber moved to authorize the City Manager to advertise for public bids for the 2016 concrete 
repair program.  Vote – 6 Ayes, 0 Nays.

MOTION TO AUTHORIZE THE CITY MANAGER/SAFETY DIRECTOR TO ACCEPT 
DONATION OF TWO (2) PASSENGER BUSES FROM THE METRO REGIONAL TRANSIT 
AUTHORITY A.K.A. AKRON METRO:

Mr. Lutz had the opportunity to go to Akron Metro and was able to secure two buses from their retired 
fleet. His intent was to secure two buses for BTA to bridge the gap between now and when the City can 
get their new buses, and right now he did not know when that would be. The Administration is asking for 
a motion to allow a donation from Akron Metro to allow the City to accept the two buses.

Mr. Lutz provided pictures of the two buses, and noted they have about 90,000 miles less than the City’s 
current buses.  

Mrs. Hanek asked about the advertising that is currently on the City buses and how was that going to be 
done to these two buses.

Mr. Lutz advised these buses will not have the advertising, they will strictly be used only if the current 
buses are down.

Mr. Salzgeber asked if the buses were inspected.

To that Mr. Lutz noted a staff mechanic accompanied him they both inspected the buses and feel they 
picked the best out of the lot.  He advised they will need a few things but nothing compared to the 
problems with the current buses.

Mr. Salzgeber moved to authorize the City Manager/Safety Director to accept donation of two (2) 
passenger buses from the Metro Regional Transit Authority a.k.a. Akron Metro.   Vote – 6 Ayes, 0 Nays.

MOTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO ENTER INTO A FOURTH 
AMENDMENT TO PURCHASE AND SALE AGREEMENT WITH MCKINLEY 
DEVELOPMENT, LLC:
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Mr. Fisher explained the fourth amendment with McKinley has a closing date of February 29; some 
access issues are ongoing and are being worked on daily to get the agreements in place for the closing 
date of February 29.

Mr. Salzgeber moved to authorize the City Manager to enter into a fourth amendment to purchase and 
sale agreement with McKinley Development LLC.  Vote – 6 Ayes, 0 Nays.

GENERAL DISCUSSION:

There was none.

ADJOURNMENT:

There being no further business Mr. Hanek moved to adjourn the Committee of the Whole meeting at 
7:30 p.m.  Vote – 6 Ayes, 0 Nays.

Respectfully submitted,

Valerie Zak
Assistant Clerk of Council
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CITY OF BRUNSWICK, OHIO

ORDINANCE NO. 105-15

BY:  Mr. Abella, Mr. Carl and Mr. Ousley

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 1270 (TABLES A, B AND C, 
BASIC DESIGN AND REGULATORY ELEMENTS) OF THE CITY OF 
BRUNSWICK CODIFIED ORDINANCES TO INCREASE THE MAXIMUM 
HEIGHT OF GROUND SIGNS TO 7 FEET WITH A MAXIMUM EXPOSED 
BASE HEIGHT OF 2 FEET.

WHEREAS: Upon review of Tables A, B and C Chapter 1270 of the City of Brunswick 
Codified Ordinances, the Committee-of-the-Whole recommends amending Tables 
A, B and C, Basic Design and Regulatory Elements, of Chapter 1270 of the 
Codified Ordinances to increase the maximum height of grounds signs to 7 feet 
with a maximum exposed based height of 2 feet.

WHEREAS: THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BRUNSWICK HEREBY ORDAINS:

SECTION 1: That Tables A through C, Basic Design and Regulatory Elements, of Codified 
Ordinance Chapter 1270 are hereby amended in accordance with Exhibit “A” 
attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference.

SECTION 2: That this Ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and after the earliest 
period allowed by law.

______________________________________________________________________________
PASSED: 1st Reading_________________________

2nd Reading________________________

3rd Reading________________________

ADOPTED: _________________  AYES ___________  NAYS ___________

ATTEST: _______________________
Clerk of Council
Barb Ortiz



EXHIBIT A

                                                          Table A: R-R, R-L, R-M Residential Districts  
Basic Design and Regulatory Elements

Type of Sign
Permitted

Number of 
Signs

Permitted

Maximum  
Sign Face 

(S.F.)

Minimum      
ROW 

Setback (ft.)

Side 
Line

Setback
(ft.)

Maximum  
Height (ft.)

Permit 
Required

Lighting 
Permitted

Other Special
Requirements

Ground (multi-
family, residential 
development and 
conditional uses 
permitted in 
Residential 
Districts)

1/entrance 25 10 15 7’ for sign 
face and 
maximum 2’ 
high exposed 
base

Yes Yes

Wall
           
           1                

One times
wall width Building Building --- Yes Yes

Temporary 4 32 sq. ft. 
/property

Height of sign 15 5 Yes No See Sections 1270.10 and 
1216.08

Inflatable 1 Not to exceed 
height

Equal to height Equal to 
height

30 Yes Yes

Int./Ext.

See Sections 1270.10 
(duration) and 1270.13

Instructional See Section 
1270.06 2 1 5 2 Yes Yes See Section 1270.06



Table B: C-N, C-G, GW-C, C-O, and C-H Commercial Districts
Basic Design and Regulatory Elements

Type of Sign
Permitted

Number of 
Signs
Permitted

Maximum 
Sign
Face (sq. 
ft.)

Minimum 
R.O.W.
Setback 
(ft.)

Side 
Line 
Setback 
(ft.) 

Maximum 
Height (ft.)

Permit
Required

Lighting 
Permitted

Other Special 
Requirements

Wall: C-N, C-G,
GW-C, and C-H

Wall: C-O

1 per street 
frontage/tenant

  1 per street 
frontage/tenant   

2 times wall
Width

 1 times  wall 
      width

Building

Building

Building

Building

---

---

Yes

Yes

Yes

External only

Maximum area:  250 sq. ft.
See Section 1270.07

Limited to either wall or 
ground.
See Section 1262.06(e)

Ground 1 per street 
frontage

40 2 15 7’ for sign face 
and
maximum 2’ 
high exposed 
base

Yes Yes
Back lit or
Internal

25 ft. from Residential 
District.
See Section 1270.17 for 
electronic moving 
message/digital display 
requirements.
500’ minimum distance 
between signs.

Monument - 
Unified Site with 
minimum of five (5) 
tenants and 15,000 
square feet gross 
floor area

1 per street 
frontage

90 2 15 20 Yes Yes
Back lit or
Internal

25 ft. from Residential 
District.
500’ minimum distance 
between signs.

Monument – 
Unified Site with 
minimum ten (10) 
tenants and 60,000 
square feet gross 
floor area

1 per street 
frontage

160 2 15 40 Yes Yes
Back lit or 
Internal

25 ft. from Residential 
District.
500’ minimum distance 
between signs.

Pole --- --- --- --- --- --- --- Pole signs are prohibited.
See Sections 1270.11.



Table B: C-N, C-G, GW-C, C-O, and C-H Commercial Districts (Continued) 
Basic Design and Regulatory Elements

Type of Sign
Permitted

Number of 
Signs 
Permitted

Maximum 
Sign
Face (sq. 
ft.)

Minimum 
R.O.W.
Setback 
(ft.)

Side 
Line 
Setback 
(ft.)

Maximum 
Height 
(ft.)

Permit
Required

Lighting 
Permitted

Other Special 
Requirements

High Rise 1 120 Located 
within 900’ 
of the I-71 
centerline & 
within 50’ of 
the principal 
parking area 

Located 
within 900’ 
of the I-71 
centerline 
& within 
50’ of the 
principal 
parking 
area

55’ above 
the 
pavement 
elevation of 
I-71 at the 
S.R. 303 
overpass

Yes Yes See Section 1270.08
Permitted in C-H District or conditionally 
permitted use under Section 1266.04(d).

Inflatable 1 Not to 
exceed
height

Equal to 
height

Equal to 
height

30 Yes Yes
Int./Ext.

See Sections 1270.10 (duration) and 
1270.13

Murals 1 per building
Entire area of 
bldg. wall        
on 
uninterrupted 
plane

--- --- --- Yes Yes See Section 1270.16

Temporary 4 32/property Height of 
sign

15 5 Yes No See Sections 1270.10 and 1216.08

Instructional See Section 
1270.06

2 1 5 2 Yes Yes See Section 1270.06



                           

                                                                                        
Table C: I-L and I-D Industrial Districts
Basic Design and Regulatory Elements

Type of Sign
Permitted

Number of 
Signs
Permitted

Maximum  
Sign Face 
(S.F.)

Minimum ROW 
Setback  (ft.)

Side Line
Setback (ft.)

Maximum
Height (ft.) Permit 

Required
Lighting 
Permitted

Other Special 
Requirements

Wall 1 per street 
frontage/tenant

3 times the 
wall width Building Building -- Yes Yes See Section 1270.07

Ground 
1 per street 

frontage/
entrance

40 5 15
7’ for sign 
face and

maximum 2’

high exposed 
base

Yes Yes
More than 200 ft. from a 
residential district.  

500’ minimum distance between 
signs.

Pole Sign 
--- --- --- --- --- --- ---

Pole signs are prohibited.

See Sections 1270.11.

Temporary 4 32/property Height of sign 15 5 Yes No See Sections 1270.10 and 
1216.08

Inflatable 1 Not to exceed 
height

Equal to height Equal to height 30 Yes Yes
Int./Ext.

See Sections 1270.10 (duration) 
and 1270.13

Instructional See Section 
1270.06

2 1 5 2 Yes Yes See Section 1270.06



DATE: 02/22/2016

TO: Vice Mayor Patricia Hanek and Members of City Council

FROM: Anthony J. Bales, City Manager
Grant Aungst, Community and Economic Development Director

  

COPY: Mayor Ron Falconi

LEGISLATION: ORD. NO. 4-16 - An ordinance amending Section 1278.02 of the City of Brunswick Codified 
Ordinances - 2nd Reading (Planning & Zoning Committee, Administration/Ken Fisher)

BACKGROUND: Currently any building permit that proposes to amend an approved site plan in an industrial zoning 
district requires Planning Commission review and approval.  

PURPOSE AND
EXPLANATION: This ordinance is proposed to amend Section 1278.02 of the Codified Ordinances of the City of 

Brunswick so that a building permit application to amend an approved site plan in an industrial 
zoning district, which complies with all applicable municipal zoning and land use requirements, will 
not require Planning Commission approval, provided (1) the total aggregate cost of the proposed 
improvements does not exceed $75,000.00; (2) the proposed change does not increase the 
impervious surface area of the site by more than 0.1 acre, as determined by the City Engineer; and 
(3) the building permit application is reviewed, certified and approved in writing by the City 
Engineer and Chief Building Official.  This exception to Planning Commission approval shall not be 
utilized more than once per site after approval of the final site plan.  Regardless, the Community 
and Economic Development Director, Chief Building Official, or designee, shall have the discretion 
to refer any building permit application to the Planning Commission for review and approval.

IMPLEMENTATION
SCHEDULE: Forward to Planning Commission for a public hearing after 1st reading.

FINANCIAL
INFORMATION:  

FINANCIAL
SUMMARY: 

RECOMMENDED 
ACTION: 

 

 One Reading No
 Two Readings No
 Three Readings Yes
 Emergency No

THE CITY OF BRUNSWICK

PROPOSED LEGISLATION



 Suspension of Rules No
   
 If emergency or suspension of the rules, why the request?
 The Planning & Zoning Committee reviewed the proposal and recommended approval.

ADDITIONAL
INFORMATION: 



CITY OF BRUNSWICK, OHIO
ORDINANCE NO. 4-16

BY: Mr. Abella, Mr. Hanek and Mr. Ousley

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 1278.02 OF THE CITY OF 
BRUNSWICK CODIFIED ORDINANCES.

WHEREAS: THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BRUNSWICK HEREBY ORDAINS:

SECTION 1: That Section 1278.02 of the Codified Ordinances is hereby amended to read as 
follows:

“All permitted and conditionally permitted uses in the commercial and industrial 
districts and all indicated conditionally permitted uses in residential districts shall be 
subject to the site plan review procedures and guidelines of this chapter, except as 
otherwise provided herein.  The Planning Commission, and the City Council where 
indicated, shall approve a detailed site plan prior to approval of building permits in any of 
the following circumstances:

(a)  Vacant land is proposed for development;
(b)  Additional buildings or building additions are proposed for a developed site, 
except as otherwise provided herein; and
(c)  Developed sites are to be modified by changes in use group as defined by the 
Ohio Basic Building Code, vehicular circulation, drive entrances from adjacent 
streets, parking area design or parking demand as determined by Chapter 1276.

The Planning Commission may determine that a site plan review is not required 
where only inconsequential changes are proposed for a site.  

Additionally, a building permit application to amend an approved site plan in a 
commercial industrial zoning district, which application fully complies with all 
applicable municipal zoning and land use requirements, will not require Planning 
Commission approval, provided the following conditions are met: (1) the total aggregate 
cost of the proposed improvements does not exceed Twenty-Five Seventy-Five Thousand 
Dollars ($275,000.00); (2) the proposed change does not increase the impervious surface 
area of the site by more than 0.1 acres, as determined by the City Engineer; and (3) the 
building permit application is reviewed, certified and approved in writing by the City 
Engineer and Chief Building Official as meeting all applicable municipal zoning and land 
use requirements.  This exception to Planning Commission approval shall not be utilized 
more than once after approval of the final site plan.  Notwithstanding anything to the 
contrary contained herein, the Community and Economic Development Director, Chief 
Building Official, or designee, shall have the discretion to refer any building permit 
application to the Planning Commission for review and approval.”

SECTION 2: That this Ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and after the earliest 
period allowed by law.



______________________________________________________________________________

PASSED: 1st Reading_________________________

2nd Reading________________________

3rd Reading________________________

ADOPTED: _________________  AYES ___________  NAYS ___________

ATTEST: _______________________
Clerk of Council
Barb Ortiz



















































CITY OF BRUNSWICK, OHIO
RESOLUTION NO. 11-16

BY:  Mr. Hanek, Mr. Capretta and Mr. Johnson

AN EMERGENCY RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER 
TO PURCHASE ONE (1) DODGE CHARGER FROM GREVE DODGE, 
THREE (3) FORD POLICE INTERCEPTOR UTILITIES FROM STATEWIDE 
FORD, AND ONE (1) FORD FUSION FROM STATEWIDE FORD FOR THE 
DIVISION OF POLICE IN A TOTAL AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED 
$161,107.00.

WHEREAS: The City of Brunswick belongs to the Ohio Cooperative Purchasing Program 
under the direction of the Ohio Department of Administrative Services; and

WHEREAS: Ohio Revised Code Section 125.04(C) permits the City to purchase supplies or 
services from another party without competitive bidding and outside the State 
Purchasing Program if such supplies or services can be purchased under 
equivalent terms, conditions and specifications, but at a lower price than through 
the State Procurement Program; and

WHEREAS: The proposed purchase of the vehicles for the Division of Police in the total 
amount of $161,107.00, is upon equivalent terms, conditions and specifications 
and at a lower price than through the State Purchasing Program.

WHEREAS: THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BRUNSWICK HEREBY RESOLVES:

SECTION 1: That the City Manager is hereby authorized to purchase one (1) Dodge Charger 
from Greve Dodge, three (3) Ford Police Interceptor Utilities from Statewide Ford 
and one (1) Ford Fusion from Statewide Ford for the Division of Police in a total 
amount not to exceed $161,107.00.

SECTION 2: That this Resolution is hereby declared to be an emergency measure necessary for 
the immediate preservation of the public peace, property, health, safety or 
welfare, and for the additional reason that the Division of Police is in need of 
these vehicles as soon as possible.  Therefore the same shall be in full force and 
effect from and after its passage by the required number of votes or from the 
earliest time allowed by law.

______________________________________________________________________________
PASSED: 1st Reading_________________________

Rules Suspended: AYES ___________ NAYS ___________

ADOPTED: _________________  AYES ___________  NAYS ___________

ATTEST: _______________________
Clerk of Council
Barbara J. Ortiz, CMC



CITY OF BRUNSWICK, OHIO
RESOLUTION NO. 10-16

BY: Mr. Hanek, Mr. Capretta and Mr. Johnson

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO ENTER INTO 
AN AGREEMENT WITH BRUNSWICK HILLS TOWNSHIP FOR THE 
PROVISION OF DISPATCH SERVICES.

WHEREAS: THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BRUNSWICK HEREBY RESOLVES:

SECTION 1: That the City Manager, with the approval of the Law Director, is hereby 
authorized and directed to enter into an Agreement for Dispatch Services, as 
attached hereto as Exhibit “A”, with Brunswick Hills Township.

SECTION 2: That this Resolution shall take effect and be in force from and after the earliest 
period allowed by law.

______________________________________________________________________________

PASSED: 1st Reading_________________________

2nd Reading_________________________

3rd Reading_________________________

ADOPTED: _________________  AYES ___________  NAYS ___________

ATTEST: _______________________
Clerk of Council
Barbara J. Ortiz, CMC



AGREEMENT FOR DISPATCH SERVICES

THIS AGREEMENT FOR DISPATCH SERVICES (the “Agreement”) is entered into by 
and between the City of Brunswick (the “City”) and Brunswick Hills Township (the 
“Township”).

WHEREAS, on or about July 31, 2014, the parties hereto entered into a Contractual 
Agreement for Dispatch Services for a continuing period; and

WHEREAS, the parties hereto wish to terminate the previous Contractual Agreement for 
Dispatch Services and enter into this Agreement.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises and covenants contained 
herein, the Parties hereto agrees as follows:

1) Term.  This Agreement shall be for a term of three (3) years from January 1, 2016 (the 
“Effective Date”) except as otherwise terminated as provided herein.

2) City Responsibilities.  The City shall provide at its communication center, for the 
benefit of the residents of the area governed by the Township, such radio, telephone and 
other communications facilities as are, in the opinion of the City, necessary for the proper 
and efficient dispatch of safety and emergency services of the Township, including the 
following:

a) Receive phone calls for the Township’s police and fire services, notify proper 
Township departments of pertinent data, and keep and maintain written 
documentation for each call generating a response identifying, to the extent 
available, the complainant, incident location, call type and related times.

b) Provide teletype access/information to the Township provided a signed LEADS 
agreement for service has been provided.  This includes entering wanted 
persons, provided there is a copy of the warrant on file with the Township, stolen 
vehicles, articles, guns, etc., provided proper validation procedures are followed.  
In all teletype matters, LEADS/NCIC policies and restrictions will be followed.  
Printouts of all teletypes requested by a Township department will be provided in 
a mailbox in the communication center.

c) Provide paging services (not including pagers or monthly service fees) for 
Township safety personnel.

3) Township Responsibilities.  The Township agrees to the following:

a) Submit a complete list of all licensed, compatible equipment to be used at the 
communication center, subject to the City’s approval.

b) Conform to proper radio procedures, use standard codes and signals as determined 
by the City and comply with all applicable laws, rules and regulations, including 
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applicable FCC rules and regulations.

c) Provide the City with: (i) its personnel roster and duty schedules; (ii) emergency 
business listings; (iii) information on new roads, mobile home parks, businesses, 
Township utilities, personnel and courts and current Fire Division MABAS plans; 
and (iv) such other information as reasonably requested by the City.

d) Pick-up teletype printouts on a weekly basis.

e) Submit written procedures to be followed when: (i) the Township Police Division 
does not have a police unit on patrol; and/or (ii) the Township Fire Division is not 
staffed by a person in charge or has limited manpower or equipment available.  
Such written procedures shall include emergency contact information for each 
Division.

4) Compensation.  The Township shall pay the City the following for services provided 
pursuant to this Agreement:

a) Year 1 - $66,000.00, with credit for payments received from the Township from 
January 1, 2016.

b) Year 2 - $67,320.00.

c) Year 3 - $68,666.40.

The amounts due under this Agreement shall be paid in full by the Township within thirty 
(30) calendar days of receipt of an annual invoice from the City.

In the event of termination by the City (with cause) or by the Township (without cause), 
the annual amount paid or to be paid hereunder for the then current year shall become fully non-
refundable to Township or shall otherwise remain an obligation of the Township.  In the event 
of termination by the City (without cause) or by the Township (with cause), the annual amount 
paid hereunder and actually received by the City for the then current year shall be reimbursed to 
the Township on a pro-rata basis.

5) Default.  In the event of a material default by either party in the performance of its 
obligations hereunder, the non-defaulting party shall deliver to the other party written 
notice setting forth the nature of the default.  The defaulting party shall have thirty (30) 
calendar days to cure the default.  If the default is not cured to the satisfaction of the 
non-defaulting party within such thirty (30) calendar day period, the non-defaulting party 
may terminate this Agreement.

6) Termination.  This Agreement may be terminated without cause by either party upon 
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ninety (90) days prior written notice.  

7) Assignment.  This Agreement is not assignable without the prior written consent of 
both parties hereto.

8) Miscellaneous.  This Agreement shall be governed by the laws of the State of Ohio.  
This Agreement contains the entire agreement between the parties and any amendment 
hereto shall be mutually agreed upon in writing by the parties hereto.  

9) Notices.  All notices which either party hereto may give shall be addressed, in the case 
of the City, as follows:

The City of Brunswick
Attn: City Manager
4095 Center Road
Brunswick, Ohio 44212

And in the case of the Township, as follows:

Brunswick Hills Township
Attn: Fiscal Officer
1918 Pearl Road
Brunswick, Ohio 44212

Such notices shall be delivered personally or sent by certified mail to the above 
addresses, or such other addresses as either party may direct. 

10) Termination of Contractual Agreement for Dispatch Services.  Upon the Effective 
Date of this Agreement, the Contractual Agreement for Dispatch Services previously 
entered into between the parties hereto on or about July 31, 2014 shall terminate and be 
of no further force of effect whatsoever.

Nothing in this Agreement shall be deemed to waive any amounts due and owing the City 
pursuant to the Contractual Agreement for Dispatch Services rendered prior to the Effective Date 
of this Agreement, which shall be paid by the Township within thirty (30) calendar days of 
receipt of an invoice from the City.

[SIGNATURE PAGE TO FOLLOW]
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement for Dispatch 

Services as of the dates indicated below.

CITY OF BRUNSWICK BRUNSWICK HILLS TOWNSHIP

____________________________________ ___________________________________
Anthony J. Bales, City Manager Christina Kusnerak, Trustee

Date:________________________________ Date:_______________________________

___________________________________
Michael Esber, Trustee

Date:_______________________________

___________________________________
John Witthuhn, Trustee

Date:_______________________________

Approved as to form: Approved as to form:

_________________________________ ___________________________________
Kenneth J. Fisher, Law Director

By:________________________________

Title:_______________________________
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