
 

Rittman City Council Met in a 

REGULAR MEETING 
Monday, February 10, 2014 at 7:00 p.m. 

 

Members Present:   Glen Russell, Dave Williams, Lynn Beaumont, Rick Hanlon and  

          Steve Johnson 

Members Absent:    Darrell Carey 

Presiding:          Mayor William Robertson 

 

Invocation was given by Father Mike Ausperk of St. Anne’s church followed by the Pledge 

of Allegiance 
 

Approval of Minutes – January 27, 2014 

Hanlon moved to approve, all Yeas on roll call and motion carried. 

 

Workshop - None 

     

Citizens Forum 

 Alan Flaisman of Matthew Dr. advised he was here about the repaving of Rufener Street. He 

advised he had a question as to his property as he is on the corner of Rufener and Matthew as the 

letter he received states the frontage was what they would be responsible for (paying). Flaisman 

advised he doesn’t have frontage on Rufener Street so, he was curious as to whether or not he has a 

responsibility as far as that goes. He advised he was also curious as to why the city was (expecting) 

just us certain people paying for the repaving of street. 

 City Manager Boggs advised it has been the normal practice of the city if you are on a corner 

lot that frontage is on both sides. He advised the longest side (that fronts a roadway with a corner lot) 

would be divided in half. Boggs advised so if he (Flaisman) has more linear feet on the Rufener Street 

side it would be halved and the feet assessed for this project. He advised the city pays for 50% of the 

project and was not paid 100% by the (property owners).  

 Flaisman advised he doesn’t understand with all the taxes we pay why then was he (expected) 

to pay for the roads to be paved. He inquired if everyone pays for their own road or just them. 

 Boggs advised it is what they have done ever since he can remember.  

 Flaisman advised he didn’t feel his road was in bad shape and he would rather see more 

money put forth to keep their road (plowed) as the roads in his development are covered with ice all 

winter long and he felt very rarely plowed. He advised he felt most of the rest of the roads in the city 

seemed to be pretty dry most of the time and yet the road in their development and the development 

behind the recreation center are always full of ice. Flaisman advised it seemed odd to him that all the 

rest of the roads around the city…He advised if everyone is maintaining their road at the same cost 

then he inquired as to why are their roads (Matthew, Joshua, Heath) so much worse than everywhere 

else in the city (in relation to snow/ice removal).  

 Boggs advised the policy has been for the service department as long as he can remember that 

we (city) salt as well as plow the through streets (and hills, curves & intersections) such as Ohio, 

Rufener & Sunset. He advised we only plow the side (secondary) streets and he knows there is a lot 

of wind up in that area and it tends to pack down with ice in the Matthew/Joshua area fairly quickly. 

Boggs advised they have talked about possibly throwing some salt on that, but they have to keep in 

mind too that they have a salt budget and with a winter like this one they’ve been hit pretty hard. He 

advised the more streets we salt they more it was going to cost and the less money they have for other 

things.  

 Stacy Flaisman of Matthew Drive advised it just seemed to her that the road wasn’t that bad 

and the money could be better allocated between them and the city if it was going to something other 

than paying to fix a road that she felt was not the worst street in town. 

 Judy Laurene of Krabill Road advised she lives on the corner of Rufener and Krabill and she 

understood that all of Rufener was going to be done from Eastern to Sunset, but her concern is Krabill 

Road. She advised she lives on a corner lot and her amount is (estimated) at $2200 that the city would 

be asking her to pay for repairs. Laurene advised it says (in her letter) they are going to stop west of 

Winkler Dr. and she didn’t understand why they would stop in the middle of the street. She advised 

east of Winkler Dr. there are curbs and sidewalks. She advised if she is going to pay an assessment 

and she is going to pay almost all the way to her property pin technically then, she has an issue with 

what happens when the city wants to continue with the curbs and the sidewalks as she would have 

paid for that extra 150-200 feet that would have to be redone and curbs put in. Laurene inquired if 

they aren’t going to do the entire street why wouldn’t they stop where the curb and sidewalks stop 

east of Winkler. She inquired as to why they would continue another 150’ and stop in the middle of 

the road anyway.  



 Boggs advised when he did the work for the grant project and you look at it without the snow 

and ice, you can definitely see a distinction between the road where that connects. He advised it is a 

different type of road (surface) that is (farther) west of Winkler. Boggs advised he was not an expert 

on roads at all, but there is definitely a different type of road and that is why he stopped at that 

location because the section above that seemed to be in way better shape than the section below it. He 

advised the fear he had was they were going to be doing a road on Rufener and it looks like it was the 

same year that it was laid down on Krabill and seemed that they would be amiss if they didn’t do that 

portion at the same time. 

 Laurene advised that portion she believed was done in 2002 when they moved that road. She 

inquired if the rest of Krabill has been done again since that point. 

 Boggs advised he believed before the city annexed the “chunk up above it” the township “laid 

the rest of that” and the reason for the difference in asphalt. 

 Laurene advised when she drove by it that day and right by the church (on Krabill) there was 

actually not just potholes, but the either side of Krabill was starting to deteriorate. She inquired if she 

is assessed up to where they would be stopping and then three years down the road Krabill has to be 

done she inquired if they could assess a person (property owner) or how often could they do it (assess 

property owners) is there any amount of time. Laurene inquired if it was 12 years or 10 years or 

something that they would have a guideline. 

 Law Director Bower advised the city can assess any time they want as a matter of law and he 

was not talking policy. He advised if they redo it 20 years from the last assessment then the city has to 

pay 50% of the assessment.  

 Laurene advised she understands the city is paying 50% for this project and that they were 

writing grants for (a portion of) this. She inquired if the city pays 50% or does the grant cover ¼ and 

the city pays 1/4. Laurene inquired as to what exactly is the amount the city pays when they are doing 

this.  

 Boggs advised the property owners pay about $88,100 (for this project) and the city pays 

about $88,100 for an amount of $176,200. He indicated regarding the assessment policy that the 

property owners pay for the street up to a maximum of 24’ width and the city pays all of the 

improvement over the 24’ width. Boggs advised if the road is 27’ or 30’ wide the city is paying an 

extra 3’-6’ per linear feet for the additional width. He advised with this project at the square on W. 

Ohio Ave. it was 72’ wide and according to his calculations, that is another $10,251.04 the city picks 

up (the cost). Boggs advised the city pays for intersections as well so that was an additional 

$20,274.56. He advised the total project comes to an estimated $206,725.62. 

 Laurene advised so the grant money comes was not being used at all in this project. 

 Boggs advised the grant money is subtracted from the city’s portion unless Council wants to 

change that policy. 

 Laurene inquired as to where the grant was from. 

 Boggs advised the grant was from the Ohio Public Works or Issue 2. 

 Laurene advised this is the first time this has ever happened (to her) in the 44 years of her 

owning property and living in 3 counties. She inquired if there wasn’t some way that Council could 

maybe put a levy on the ballot and earmark it just for street repairs so that the money is there. Laurene 

advised she felt it was unfair, and she has found out this has been going on from reading the minutes, 

but inquired if it wouldn’t be smarter to have a fund so this could be taken out when the street needed 

repaired instead of penalizing neighborhoods where there is high traffic volumes vs. someone else 

living on a cul-de-sac where no one travels down their street. She inquired if they have ever attempted 

to put something on the ballot in the past through some type of levy and advised she was sure that 

could be done. Laurene advised let people vote if they want to tax themselves $150 a year so that the 

streets could be improved in Rittman. She inquired if that has been attempted. 

 Boggs advised to his knowledge it hasn’t.  

 Laurene inquired if it was something that maybe if they have people involved that they could 

do something like that so that people don’t get hit with these bills when they redo an area. She 

advised she thought it would be more fair as everyone would pay their own share and not just the 

street owner. 

 Council Member Beaumont advised obviously it was possible, but a lot of people look at a 

levy as a bad word right now.  

 Laurene advised unfortunately and she knows they have an EMS levy coming up (for 

renewal), but if you run a city like this, you anger so many citizens when you don’t give them a 

choice and say this is what you have to do and we are going to do your street and this is what it is 

going to cost. She advised if we had some kind of a choice then she would think maybe you wouldn’t 

have as many people down on levies. Laurene advised she herself would rather pay a little bit all the 

time than to be getting this. 

 Scott Piciacchia of Rufener Street advised he didn’t quite understand regarding the comment 

that the grant pays for the city’s portion (of the project) and asked him (Boggs) to elaborate. 

 Boggs advised they subtract the grant funds from the city’s portion. He advised assumes it 

has always been done in that way because the city has to front the cost of the whole project. 



 Piciacchia advised so as an example the project costs $100,000 the city’s portion would be 

$50,000 and the property owners portion $50,000 and the grant was $40,000. He inquired if the 

$40,000 of grant funds was deducted from what the city pays. 

 Boggs advised correct. 

 Piciacchia advised so really as a resident he was paying twice because the money they were 

getting is actual tax money raised from him and everyone else. He advised he has been a homeowner 

for 26 years with 9 years here in Rittman and he has never seen a bill for repaving his street. 

Piciacchia advised it just doesn’t seem very fair to him as everybody gets to use that street and just 

because he lives on it, doesn’t mean he should have to pay to repave it and repair it all the time. He 

advised he didn’t think that was fair. Piciacchia advised the city was saying they have this grant 

money and that grant money came from taxes and those were taxes all of us have already paid so, he 

felt it was like double dipping on us. He advised he felt there had to be a better way although he was 

sure there were other cities that do this same thing. Piciacchia advised he has lived in Stark County 

and he has lived in Wayne County and this is the only place that he has ever had this happen. He 

advised he doesn’t understand why with all the taxes they pay that they should have to foot the bill 

and in his case it was going to be a little over $1,000 and that just doesn’t seem right. Piciacchia 

advised he would like an explanation of why it would have to be that way. He inquired as to why the 

taxes they already pay take care of that. 

 Boggs advised the only explanation he could give was over time Rittman has pretty much 

become a bedroom community. He advised and the state took a good portion of the revenue sharing 

with the sales tax monies and that was all the cities and that hit the budget pretty good and we (city) 

just don’t have the money to do these types of projects without assistance through assessments. Boggs 

advised that was the bottom line.  

 Piciacchia advised if he has stuff he has to do at his house and he doesn’t have enough money 

to cover it all in one year and maybe in 2014 they (city) have enough money to do these streets and 

next year do those streets that were leftover and so on. He advised where he lives on Rufener he felt 

the road doesn’t look that bad, they really don’t. Piciacchia advised maybe if they only worked on the 

roads they have the money to work on instead of asking people to pay. He advised they have gone 

through a lot lately as the city changed their income tax rules where (Rittman’s rate) is 1.5% and if 

you paid that somewhere else then you were clear (given credit up to Rittman’s rate). Piciacchia 

advised now it was mandatory that they have to at least pay .5%. He advised so it seems like they 

were getting hit pretty hard and he didn’t feel they (the city) were against the wall as he felt there 

were alternatives. Picicchia inquired as to their thoughts. 

 Boggs advised that was not his decision, but a Council decision and how they want to 

proceed with the road projects.  

 Council Member Steve Johnson advised he has been on Council this last term and he was on 

Council back years ago for a number of terms. He advised the way we (Rittman) do it he would have 

to say goes back forever. Johnson advised Larry (Boggs, City Manager) could check what the 

surrounding cities do and it may not be common in the county, but he felt it was fairly common in 

most municipalities. He advised basically with the budget the way it is, if we only do just what we 

can afford the streets would fall apart quicker than we could fix them. Johnson advised they had such 

a situation when there was a time during financial hardship when the streets had gotten in real bad 

shape. He advised this is how we’ve done it and it wasn’t a perfect system. 

 Piciacchia inquired as to what was the city’s biggest expense. 

 Johnson advised probably payroll. 

 Boggs advised it was the safety forces. 

 Johnson advised we used to have a lot more of a cushion because the state used to give us the 

Local Government Fund and that has been cut. He advised between that and the loss of the packaging 

corporation they were talking at least $300,000 less a year and that was a lot. 

 Council Member Rick Hanlon advised there are still certain areas around the city that the city 

does chip & seal and he doesn’t believe that was assessed to the property owners. 

 Boggs advised yes, on the unimproved (no curbs/gutters) streets. 

 Hanlon advised and that may be what is west of Winkler on Krabill a chip & seal surface. He 

advised he wasn’t too familiar with it and certainly not familiar with anything that has snow on it 

right now. Hanlon advised areas like Sterling Ave. and places that don’t have curb and gutter, they 

don’t apply an asphalt product, but it is called chip & seal. He advised in the fall when driving 

through an area with applied lose gravel that is chip & seal and is covered 100% by the city and was 

not assessed to the owners. 

 Piciacchia advised that is fine and that may be a good option, but down the road it was 

eventually going to have to happen. He inquired as to why someone couldn’t look at and advised it’s 

been 26 years and he has never had to pay for the maintenance of the street that he lives on. 

Piciacchia advised the sidewalks he understood has always been their responsibility and the utility 

thing from the street to your house, always been his responsibility. He advised but never has he ever 

been in a position that someone expected him to fork out over $1,000 for the repair of the street when 

everybody in the world could drive on it if they wanted to, especially when he is paying taxes. 



 Boggs indicated he knew Wooster has the same policy because he paid when his mother’s 

condo was assessed for the street improvement and advised he ended up paying about $2,000 when 

they did Milltown in front of her condo. He advised there are some cities that do it and some cities 

that don’t (in regards to assessing property owners for the street improvement). 

 Piciacchia inquired why the city gets to deduct the all grant money from their side especially 

since he and everyone else is paying their taxes. He advised he felt that was like double dipping.  

 Boggs advised he doesn’t know how to respond to that (question) because he is just doing it 

the way it has always been done.  

 Piciacchia inquired if that makes it right just because it has always been done that way. 

 Boggs advised he wasn’t saying it is right. He advised he doesn’t know how to give him an 

answer he wants to hear. 

 Piciacchia advised the answer he would like to hear is that maybe it makes sense to 

reevaluate what is happening and how it is being handled and how it happened. He advised that is 

what he would like to hear as it doesn’t really seem fair. 

 Bill Goebel of Rufener Street inquired as to the timeline of the project. He inquired as to 

when it was going to happen and if bids have already been accepted. Goebel inquired if it was in the 

process and when spring breaks. He inquired as to when the fees would be due. Goebel advised 

obviously this is a policy with the grant money and he inquired as to how that could be changed. He 

inquired if it would require signatures or a plea to the Council. Goebel inquired as to how they would 

change that policy and advised it seemed as if they were longstanding policies and if there is to be a 

change he inquired as to how do they elicit that change.  

 Boggs advised to answer the first part of his question the process started a year ago with 

applying for a grant and they try to assess (the need) between water projects, sewer projects and street 

projects and they try to determine staff wise as to what is the best bang for our buck in that particular 

year. He advised at that particular time they looked at Rufener St. and Ohio Ave. and felt they (those 

roads) were deteriorating pretty rapidly and so they (city admin) decided to go after that (Issue 2) 

grant for that (street improvement) project. Boggs advised currently they have been tentatively 

verbally approved for the grant (funds), but they have to wait for the official “green light” letter from 

the state, which usually comes sometime in the latter portion of June or the first part of July.  He 

advised as soon as they get the letter then they have a “green light” to start the bidding process. Boggs 

advised Council has requested many times when we get going on some of these projects and we don’t 

have enough time to allow time for the people to come in and discuss it, like they are doing now so, 

we started the process early so everyone would have a chance and three meetings to discuss this (Ord. 

No. 7805) instead of just one and doing it on an emergency basis. He advised he was guessing this 

project would be bid sometime in July and then we would know the price of asphalt and have a better 

handle on actual costs. 

 Goebel inquired if the project would then be done by the end of that year. 

 Boggs advised it should be done he would guess by August or September.  

 Goebel inquired as to when their (property owner) portion would be due. 

 Boggs advised as soon as we have all the costs in they would be reevaluated, for example if 

the asphalt comes in cheaper, and give the actual bill and hopefully everyone’s share will go down. 

He advised there is a possibility, like we ran into with the South Fork street project where we ran into 

all kinds of sub-base problems and they had to be rebuilt and the project ended up costing a lot more. 

Boggs advised he doesn’t think that would happen in this area because they are long established roads 

and the base seems to be good, but it is possible. He advised and that would add costs to the project 

instead of declining. Boggs advised when he does (calculates) these, he tries to inflate it (the 

estimated cost) a little to cover some of those possible cost increases. He advised we also have a 

contingency in the project of about 10% although that wasn’t much if you run into these problems 

(like with the South Fork Street Improvement) as we found out. Boggs advised but we try to keep it 

realistic and hopefully it comes in less than what we anticipate. He advised as soon as those costs are 

done and let’s say the project is complete by the end of August, it comes back to Council and was 

normal practice to give 30 days to the (property owners) to pay the bill (upfront). He advised if they 

decide not to pay the bill within 30 days then it would be put on the property taxes. Boggs advised it 

was up to Council as to how many years they want to divide it up by, as normally it is from 3-5 years, 

but they could go longer. He advised there is slight interest added if it is placed on the property taxes.  

 Goebel inquired as to how they elicit a change as he would like to see that happen. 

 Boggs advised interaction with Council as he wasn’t going to say petitions do any good one 

way or the other, but it is ultimately Council’s decision on how they divide up the cost.  

 Goebel inquired as to what (amount) were they (city) verbally approved for. 

 Boggs advised $93,591.00. 

 Goebel inquired if it doesn’t get final approval do we just chuck the project. 

 Boggs advised the project could be shelved, yes. 

 Goebel inquired if that would be a Council decision. 

 Boggs advised yes. 

 Flaisman inquired if they knew they were going to repave the roads this year then why did 

they stripe the roads last year. He advised he noticed all the center lines and crosswalks were painted. 



 Boggs advised we try to do that every year for safety. 

 Flaisman inquired every year. 

 Boggs advised we try to do some section of the city every year. 

 Flaisman advised that was the first year he has ever seen it done and he has lived here for five 

years now. He advised it seemed kind of odd to repaint it when they would be repaving it the 

following year. Flaisman advised he felt someone could have foresight in not spending the money for 

paint and labor and whatever else and now they were going to have to repaint when they were done 

paving.  

 Boggs advised true, but painting is a fraction of the cost. 

 Flaisman indicated that fractions add up. 

 Dave Ferguson of Rufener Street inquired regarding the price quoted (in the letter sent to 

effected property owners) of $8.78 per linear foot as to how close to the actual price was it. He 

advised he knows it is a guess, but he felt they should try to figure it as closer so they know. 

 Boggs advised he wishes he could be closer and if he (Ferguson) can guess what the oil prices 

are going to be at that time… He advised he took the average price from what a cubic yard of asphalt 

was at a year ago and he (increased) it a few bucks and he means a few. Boggs advised it is scary to 

him when he quotes them these prices as he would like to see it be lower (than estimated) because 

they (property owners) aren’t going to be happy if it is more than what he quoted. 

 Ferguson advised he felt it should be a lot cheaper than when they first did the street in that 

area as his part was $5,000. He advised hopefully it was a lot cheaper. 

 Hanlon inquired if he (Boggs) knew what South Fork was (per linear foot). 

 Boggs advised not off the top of his head. 

 Ferguson advised he just finished paying off his (street assessment) last year. He advised we 

get a lot of heavy traffic up there too with rigs, farm equipment on Rufener. Ferguson advised it is a 

high traffic area and it does seem a bit unfair to assess us again with all that traffic. He advised he was 

amazed at the amount of traffic. 

 Boggs advised it is a busy through street. 

 Ferguson advised he thought he was moving out toward the country. 

 Laurene facetiously inquired if they could put up a toll booth. 

 Boggs laughed and said right in front of your house. 

 Acting Mayor Glen Russell asked if there were any other comments. 

No further comments. 

  

Old Business - None 

 

New Business 
  

a. Res. No. 7805 A Resolution of the Council of the City of Rittman, Wayne and 

Medina Counties and State of Ohio, Declaring it Necessary to Improve Rufener Street (Sunset 

Drive to Hilty Avenue and from the Intersection of Krabill Road and Briarhill Drive to Eastern 

Road), Krabill Road (Rufener Street to West of Winkler Drive) Adams Street, West Ohio 

Avenue (Main Street to Fourth Street) by Planing and Milling the Existing Surface and 

Installing a New Asphalt Surface, All Together with the Necessary Appurtenances Thereto and 

Declaring an Emergency. First Reading. Res. No. 7805 was read on first reading. Beaumont moved 

to place on second, all Yeas on roll call and motion carried. 

 

b. Ord. No. 7806 An Ordinance of the Council of the City of Rittman, Wayne and 

Medina Counties and State of Ohio, Amending the Annual Appropriation Ordinance No. 7800, 

As Amended, According to the Attached Sheet(s) and Declaring an Emergency. Three 

Readings. Ord. No. 7806 was read on first reading. Johnson moved to suspend the rules and have 

second and third reading, all Yeas on roll call and motion carried. Ord. No. 7806 was read on second 

and third readings. Johnson moved to adopt, all Yeas on roll call and motion carried. 

 

c. Res. No. 7807 A Resolution of the Council of the City of Rittman, Wayne and 

Medina Counties and State of Ohio, Certifying that when a Municipal Obligation was Incurred 

Sums were Lawfully Appropriated in the Funds to Satisfy the Obligation and Sufficient Sums 

Currently Exist to Satisfy this Obligation According to the Attached Sheet(s) and Declaring an 

Emergency. Three Readings. Res. No. 7807 was read on first reading. Hanlon moved to suspend the 

rules and have second and third reading, all Yeas on roll call and motion carried. Res. No. 7807 was 

read on second and third reading. Hanlon moved to adopt, all Yeas on roll call and motion carried. 

 

City Manager’s Remarks 
City Manager Larry Boggs thanked the service department and road crews who did a pretty 

phenomenal job this past week keeping the roads open with all the heavy snow. He advised they 

almost ran out of salt at a couple points in time, but they had some come in so, they are still plugging 



away. He inquired if Council wanted a Workshop to discuss anything about the street assessment 

process. 

Council Member Beaumont advised he was open to hear ideas. 

Boggs advised there was a memo in the packet regarding the recent water break and the (no) 

trash pickup situation where we got a lot of complaints about how to get the message out. He advised 

we did the best we could with Facebook, which gets a lot of attention. Boggs advised they also put it 

out with one of the T.V. networks and a local radio station as well as the press. He advised as he 

mentioned there is another avenue if residents wanted to sign up for alert notifications through a call 

or text it could be a service provided in the future. Boggs advised it would cost a few dollars if we use 

it, but it probably would be worth it in the long run.  

Russell advised he felt that would be a good idea, but he inquired if everyone would have to 

call City Hall or would they automatically go from the water bills or how would it be handled. 

Boggs advised it would be a voluntary thing if they wished to be notified they would have to 

fill out a form and provide their phone number. He advised he didn’t want to send out voicemails and 

texts unless they want that service. 

Beaumont advised he knows we are in the electronic age and they were all trying to keep up 

with their grandkids. He advised he thinks it’s a great idea and it would cost the city some money, but 

he thinks communication in the neighborhood is even better. Beaumont advised he knows where he 

lives and there wasn’t any trash and went to the fine senior citizen neighbors of his and he went to 

their house and told them. He advised he felt they need to encourage people within their 

neighborhood pass the word. Beaumont advised not everyone is on the Internet some people think 

that everyone has a Facebook page, but that isn’t true as there is a lot of our seniors who don’t have 

that and we need to encourage neighborhoods to communicate with each other. He advised he feels 

it’s a good idea what we are doing, but I think we also have to encourage neighborhoods to take care 

of each other and pass the word and hand in hand the whole community can know what is going on. 

Beaumont advised he doesn’t fault Waste Management for canceling the trash as they canceled 

school and other business offices were closed. He advised he knows they (Waste Management) has a 

contract and they have compensated the city with refunds or whatever, but he has a hard time beating 

up on Waste Management for doing what they did as these were extraordinary circumstances on those 

days. Beaumont advised he felt the city did the right thing as far as refunds.  

Russell advised he doesn’t blame them (Waste Management) for not going out on that day. 

He advised he doesn’t believe any of them if they were in their shoes would want to do it either. 

Council Member Williams inquired as to how the message gets out typically for boil alerts in 

the water department. He inquired if it was door hangers. 

Boggs advised on a small water break they might have a small section and they have always 

gone door to door previously. He advised this (recent) one was a very large water break and there was 

no way to go door to door in that quick of time so, they did the best they could. Boggs advised the 

Utilities Director talked to EPA and they (EPA) told us we did everything we possibly could (as far as 

notification). He advised he just wanted…there is a possibility we could “step it up” if we had enough 

people who sign up for the service and we had to get a message out. Boggs advised not only do we 

have the city Facebook page, which reaches a lot of people, but we could also send a voicemail to a 

landline or a cell phone or we can send a text all for the same low cost. 

Williams advised so you can do landlines. 

Boggs advised yes. 

Williams advised he would be in favor of that (system). 

Hanlon inquired if they wanted to put that on a Workshop. 

Boggs advised to let the citizens know, they will be having a Workshop to discuss this further 

at the next meeting which would be the 24
th
 (of Feb). 

  

Finance Director’s Remarks 
Finance Director Pamela Keener  had no remarks. 

 

a. Approval of Financial Report for January 

 Johnson moved to approve, all Yeas on roll call and motion carried. 

 

Council Remarks 
Council Member Lynn Beaumont advised while no one could be perfect regarding plowing 

the roads, he felt the general consensus was they do a really good job on the streets. He advised he 

attended the Chamber of Commerce dinner the other night and he believes it is the first time in 30 

years he’s heard thoughts from the City Manager and the Mayor which were positive about tearing 

something down. Beaumont advised very seldom does that happen and he is really encouraged about 

what is happening and he congratulated the City Manager and the Mayor for all their work they’ve 

done. He advised truthfully it would never have happened without them.  

 Council Member Steve Johnson thanked everyone for coming and for the comments and they 

would be having a Workshop and they are always open to good ideas. He advised paying for things 

has always been a headache in a small community. Johnson gave kudos to the street department and 



advised on Sunday he drove and the roads were all nice until he left Rittman and the roads were all 

covered. He advised our street department does a pretty good job all in all and he really appreciates 

those guys being out there. 

 Council Member Rick Hanlon thanked everyone for coming. He advised he understand the 

concerns about the street paving and he said they were welcome to come to the workshop next 

meeting on the 24
th
 of Feb. Hanlon inquired of the finance director regarding the solid waste fund as 

several months ago there was an advance and he wanted to know if that has been repaid. 

 Keener advised no, that when an advance is repaid it has to come back to Council for 

approval. She advised there will actually be legislation that has to be passed to approve the advance 

back. 

 Council Member Dave Williams thanked Chief Burg for his report and advised he knows that 

gathering data was cumbersome and it is a very transparent report and he congratulated his officers 

and dispatch and he really appreciated the safety (they provide). Williams thanked the utilities and 

street crews as well. 

 Acting Mayor Glen Russell advised he would probably be repeating everything everyone else 

already said, but he appreciates the city street department, the water department and the police 

department and they’ve all done an excellent job as far as he is concerned. He advised the street 

department he felt went way overboard as far as keeping the streets clean and they have really been 

diligent in getting out there and doing it. Russell advised with the water department he knew it was a 

cold night to have that big water break, but he heard on T.V. yesterday that in Cleveland over the past 

month they had 650 water breaks so, we were lucky and can thank God for that. He thanked the chief 

(of police) for the report. Russell advised he appreciated all the residents who came tonight and for 

their opinions and he guessed he would be talking to them again. 

 

a. Approval of Vouchers 59909, 59968 thru 60001 and Memo Expense #’s 11414 

thru 11426 Beaumont so moved, all Yeas on roll call and motion carried. 

 

 

Adjourn: 7:58 p.m.  
Johnson moved to adjourn, all Yeas on roll call and motion carried. 

 

 

________________________________ 

Mayor 

 

 

 

____________________________  

Clerk of Council 
 

 


