City of Springdale Council

April 1, 2015


President of Council Mr. Vanover called Council to order on April 1, 2015 at 7:00 p.m. 

The governmental body and those in attendance recited the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mrs. McNear took roll call. Council members Diehl, Harlow, Hawkins, Knox, Squires, and Vanover were present.
The minutes of March 18, 2015 were considered.  Mr. Squires made a motion to adopt; Mr. Knox seconded.  Minutes were approved with six affirmative votes. 

Communications

Mrs. McNear: One Item, this is from the Department of Commerce just to notify us that all permits to sell alcoholic beverages in our subdivision will expire June 1, 2015. In order to maintain privileges every permit holder must file a renewal application. That concludes the communications thank you.  
Communications from the Audience
Meghan Sullivan: 152 Silver Wood Circle. I wanted to quickly let you know that the opening day parade will be March 2nd, you will all be receiving your letters from…

Mrs. McNear: March or April?

Meghan Sullivan: I’m sorry, it is May 2nd. You will be receiving your letters from me and our Vice President, Megan Thompson. I am backing out and letting others come in, I’m showing them the ropes. So Megan Thompson is going to be taking over opening day parade and I’m happy to show her how it works and that starts with you guys. Unfortunately, she couldn’t be here today because her mother-in-law is in the hospital but she wanted me to let you know that your letters are coming and it is May 2nd. The cars are being donated by Jake Sweeney again for us to ride in and we will provide drivers. That was my first point of order.

 The other thing is that on April 9th at Springdale Elementary we are having a P.T.A. meeting. It starts at 6:30, it will be in the cafeteria. As soon as you go into the left hand doors at the elementary school and our meeting is going to be about the budget cuts in Princeton. We will be having members of the School Board come and talk and we are going to talk about the steps that we can take as tax payers, as parents as people involved in the community; whether we have children, grandchildren or we ourselves went through Princeton, this is a problem that is going to affect everyone. This is not a small thing; this is not a couple dollars here and there. This is $16.1 million, I don’t know about you but I can’t even fathom $16.1 million in my personal life and they are going to be taking that money away from our kids. That is a huge thing and they are taking away from our kids, they are taking away from our community because people won’t want to move into our community if they find out that our school doesn’t even have enough money to run as it has in the past. They are taking away the Princeton advantage that we have all come to know and love. I know I have, I moved here on purpose so that my kids could go to Springdale and through Princeton because of the experiences that I had. I know that a lot of you have children that went through Princeton, some of you went to Princeton yourselves; Mr. Squires was employed, Mrs. Diehl employee of Princeton. It is something that is very real in all of our lives up here. I really would appreciate you guys coming and letting the community know that it is important that we all stand together and try to help our school. That starts with a letter writing campaign. We have post cards that are going to be available at our meeting. Everything is written out, just write your name and address and send it in. It is just telling them, we can’t lose this money it is so important that we all stand together and do this. I have some member of the School Board here today to explain a little bit better than I can. I don’t know the numbers, facts and figures and I don’t want to give you incorrect information. I know the bottom line is $16.1 million and I know that that bottom line is not going to work for our district. 
I have a child that has special needs; my son has Asperger’s and when they are talking about having classroom sizes 35 kids, he can’t be in a classroom like that and I don’t want to take my child out of Princeton. That is not what I want to choose to do but I am so afraid that I am going to have to out of necessity for his education.
Meghan Sullivan (continued): I just think that is not fair because it is not Princeton’s fault. It came from way above them and unfortunately we have to figure out what we are going to do next. Thank you.

Steve Moore:  Mayor and Council, thanks for having Princeton here today and Meghan did a great job of laying the land. We are losing $16.1 million.  She had that figure right.  It is a big deal.  Let me give you just a little bit of background. Before we get started it is appropriate to mention; if you remember Mr. Daryl Gordon, 1979 graduate of Princeton, he had two children both are Princeton grads and resides in Glendale.  This was a very tough day for us in Princeton who knew Mr. Gordon.  We appreciate your memory of him. 

To get to what Meghan was saying, Princeton is in a very interesting situation. I know I appreciate Mayor Doyle Webster.  He came to a meeting with us and we spent 2-3 hours going through the details of our tax situation, which is very dire right now based upon the proposal that the Governor has made.  I just want to give you a little bit of background on that.  This will take just ten minutes or so. 
I want to start though by talking about Princeton’s economic situation. Right now our fiscal situation is as strong as it’s ever been. Our five year forecast which we are required to put together is very sound all the way through 2019. We have no need to come back for an operational levy.  We have nice cash reserves.  We are managing our expenses well and that has been because of a lot of hard work that you all have been a part of as well as our Princeton employees working hard.  If you recall, in 2009 & 2010 we cut about 150 staff to control our cost.  In March 2012, we did a $6.5 million levy, the largest levy in Princeton’s history and one of the larger levies in this part of the state.  Those helped settle us down in terms of cost to offset tangible personal property tax reductions that we suffered in 2007-2010. Also, to keep our costs under control we have had aggressive cost management with self insurance, outsourcing transportation, energy costs, shared services, trimming programs, reducing health care benefits, and only providing modest salary increases.  Based upon all of that hard work, we are in sound shape and if no tax laws change, no budget situations change in Columbus, we are in very solid shape between now and 2019 and likely beyond but it’s hard to predict much beyond that.  We feel very proud of that given all the work that we’ve all put into it and the community behind us.  Also, our school construction project is on time, on budget and we are proud of that as well.  August 9th is the opening of the new school.  We hope you can come to the final grand opening at Viking Village which opens the theatre, the performance arena, etc.  I just wanted to give you a couple seconds of background to let you know that we are working hard for the community to provide excellent education but especially be good stewards of the community’s money that you trust us with.

But, this tangible personal property tax issue is a major issue for Princeton.  Meghan had it right at $16.1 million that is 24% of our $68 million budget.  It is huge.  I know Springdale, you guys had a very challenging situation a few years ago when the economy crashed and lost a number of jobs. A 24% reduction is almost unfathomable to deal with over a time frame and it is a big deal for Princeton that we have to deal with.  I do want to differentiate it from what we hear in the newspapers.  Like many of us saw in the newspaper 4-5 weeks ago about Lakota, Mason, and other schools losing a lot of money based upon the Governor’s proposal and Princeton was not involved in that particular newspaper article.  What is happening in those school districts and many other school districts is they are changing the school funding formula and that has been in the news and press a lot because it affects nearly every district and it affects Princeton. The TPP tax issue that we have is a part and separate from that. The funding formula change that the Governor is recommending, we’ve been telling people when we are giving presentations flip a coin if you are in a district.  If it’s heads you lose, tails you win.  It’s a 50/50 proposition depending upon which district you’re in.  It’s a very non-transparent funding formula that is hard to make sense out of.
Steve Moore (continued): It is suppose to be helping districts that are having a hard time managing their revenues because of their real estate and taxing capacities.  But on the other hand, you have districts, not to pick on districts but you have Indian Hill, New Albany and other areas like Indian Hill and Columbus are getting money.  It is hard to make sense out of.  Many of the southeast school districts and rural districts that were targeted to help, over half of them are hurt because of false land values because of the oil shale that is affecting some areas and the State deems they have the right to tax that locally.  Well it is one thing to have the right to tax it locally, it is another thing to decide to go do that if you are a farming community and on tax revenue that might not ever be achieved through oil shale or other means. So, that whole situation, we call it the school funding formula is very complicated. I’m not in favor of it based upon what I know because it is shifting money from some school districts to others.  It is not a true increase in State funding regardless of what the Governor may tell you and if he was standing right here I would have a wonderful one-on-one debate with him about that. Our issue is apart and separate from that.  It is a separate item in the education budget having to do with TPP tax. 
I think many of you have heard about TPP tax.  The law was changed around it in 2007 when it replaced the TPP tax which was a local tax, paid for by local businesses to our local Princeton Treasurer that we spent providing education just like you do with your tax dollars from your homes. We take it to our treasurer and we spend it wisely. They changed that tax law in 2007 on the promise that they would replace those tax dollars with new tax dollars called the “CAT” tax dollars.  It stands for “Commercial Activity Tax”. If any of you are business owners you understand that it is more of a sales tax. The TPP tax is more like property tax, taxed inventories and equipment. The tax change was in general good for businesses.  It doesn’t punish you when you start a business on your inventories and equipment.  You pay tax as your business succeeds or if you have a bad year you don’t pay as much tax so it’s much more inviting to business.  We in schools understand that, support that, we support business, we all live happily together in the community. What we don’t agree with and didn’t agree then with taking the CAT tax dollars from our local businesses to Columbus because we worried about them coming back to us based upon the promise that was made. What we have seen is that has in fact not happened. The significant cost reductions, staff reductions, and the operating levy was because $8 million of that promise was not kept. At our peak we received $24 million in our TPP tax in 2007 and by the time 2011 comes along we’ve lost a major part of that and based upon changes made at that point in time we lost further money and today we are getting $16.1 million instead of the $24 million we received originally. That caused the $6.5 million levy that caused all the cost reductions, staff reductions, and program reductions, which we since have been able to balance out. You probably recall, we’ve talked about this a lot.  Four years ago we mounted a lobbying campaign reminding people about the promise that was made and the current Governor Kasich then wanted to eliminate the reimbursements for TPP tax, totally eliminate it. We fought very effectively by lobbying effectively and explaining the impact on the number of districts that are impacted.  We had all of you write in and we successfully got that all changed in 2011, permanently changed.
 That is why if we don’t change the law now, we are in good shape and the law currently requires that we get reimbursed $16.1 million of our TPP tax reimbursements basically forever if you will, but certainly well into the future. So, we have fought this twice and won the issue.  The Governor’s budget proposal is asking to take it away again and the impact is large as Meghan outlined and I’ve outlined. I think you all understand.  We are asking the community to be very aware of this and to take every action possible to write in and let your Congressman, Congresswoman and Governor know the impact on our school district.  Let them know it is a major impact, and let them know that there is promises that have been made and we expect them to fulfill them, and to let them know that we care and we are watching. We are watching the job that they do much like we get watched in the jobs that we do and the best way to do that is to write and to communicate with your Congressmen and women. Susan Wyder our Board President is here today, she has post cards
Susan Wyder: I brought more than one set. Feel free to ask when I come around, 80% of Princeton’s voters do not have children in our schools, so we have to get the word out.

Steve Moore: Just a couple more words, I know we’ve talked about this before and we know we have your support. Doyle has been very helpful but we wanted this opportunity to address the entire Council and those that are watching on ICRC-TV because of the magnitude of this to understand how important this is for all of us tax payers and not just our students and our staff. It will have a tremendous impact on our future taxes as well as our services. I do want to let you know that we have taken this very seriously at Princeton.  We are organized. There are 133 school districts that are impacted by this that still receive TPP tax reimbursement. 
There are about 50 school districts that are heavily reliant.  Princeton is near the top of that list. We formed a coalition with 22 school districts across the state. We organize and work together on this.  Board members, treasurers, superintendents and we’ve hired effective lobbyists to help make our point in Columbus. We worked effectively with Senator Seitz; he represents most of your area and most of our area. Our new Representative Jonathan Dever, and we communicate with Cecil Thomas to the south.  He is aware but he is new.  Jonathan Dever is new and so we’ve done a lot of education there. We have talked with the other border members as well and the other 22 districts have done the same thing. We just don’t wait until the budget cycle.  We were doing this in the fall during the election campaigns and off cycle to make sure they understand the magnitude of this issue. Having fought it twice, we sensed it was coming again and that is why we are adequately prepared. We have done a great job of presenting our case in Columbus. 
Many of you probably know that right now the budget proposal was put in place several weeks ago.  The Governor can’t pass laws all he can do is sign off on them. So he has made a proposal and the laws are being relooked at seriously in the proper committees in the House of Representatives and in the Senate. We have testified in all the key committees, especially right now in the House, this issue is particularly with the House Finance Committee is the one who is hearing this issue and is hearing all of the testimony. It will eventually move over to the Senate and their Education Committees and we are anticipating in their Ways and Means Committees and also in the Education Committee in the House. We have covered those areas with in-depth presentations with the details and the impacts, past history and past promises of this. 
So we’ve done our jobs but right now they are going through hard work of determining what they are going to do with the law. We know what the Governor wants to do.  The last time we fought this they didn’t do what the Governor wanted to do.  They did the right thing and kept the law the way it is and we want them to keep it that way.  But, there is a little bit different circumstance with a lot of new people.  The Governor has a very complicated budget proposal.  This is one of about five or six issues.  He has five taxes that he wants to increase.  Ironically, including the CAT tax even though he wants to take away our dollars that are reimbursed with CAT tax dollars. He wants to increase the CAT tax, the Oil Shale tax, the State tax, Sales tax; all increases interestingly, he does support a decrease in small business taxes. 
All of this has brought a lot of complication in Columbus because this is not just one issue, they are trying to make all of these ends meet and especially if they try to remove some of these taxes or reduce some of them that they don’t like we are afraid that they are going to go after our pool of money. Princeton has $16.1 million in that pool, when you put that whole 133 district pool together it is $481 million and that is an attractive pool of money and that is why we need to defend it aggressively while they are trying to figure out their budgets. 
As you know it takes work. They don’t like what the Governor is proposing so they are predisposed to rework it but they are trying to solve a lot of problems and make ends meet and that is why it is very important that they hear from us and hear from us “now”. They heard their first testimony last week, they are on break right now and the next 2-4 weeks is when they are doing the majority of the work. That is why it is important for our community to be heard now while they are making up their minds because we know how it is with Public Officials, after you make up your mind it is harder to “unmake” it right. So we need to let them know now so that they can come up with the right kind of solutions. 
Steve Moore (continued): So, there it is, I appreciate your time. I am happy to take any questions that folks have. I would remind people to go to the Princeton website the names and addresses of your State representative are there, we have sample letters and post cards you can use. We know this is somewhat of a complicated issue if you don’t follow school funding very carefully and I know none do except those of us who must and we ask that you take the actions required. I would like to say unlike voting; you can vote early and vote often. They can hear from you more than once, believe me Senator Seitz, he sees Princeton, Steve Moore and Susan Wyder, he looks at us and goes, “Tangible Personal Property tax”. If I saw him at Tri-County Mall that is what he would say and Jonathan Dever is getting the same way but they really need to hear from you and the community. 
Mr. Diehl: First, I would like to thank you and Susan and three other members of the board for doing a very, very difficult job over the last number of years. So thanks a lot for all of your efforts. But, I do have a question on this. On this $16.1 million that came up that we are going to cut and you have to go back to the taxpayer to try to make that up, what happens when the taxpayers say no? 

Steve Moore: Well, if the taxpayers say no the kids really get the no. When that day comes and I hope it doesn’t, not to be overly dramatic we talk to people in Columbus all the time and as of yesterday their going,” meh” they are not feeling really good about this and we don’t know. To be quite honest, myself and the rest of us are not sleeping well at night. So this question is not a hypothetical question. If this doesn’t pass then we are into about a 5-6 year time frame where that $16 millions totally evaporates and it will affect the entire community. To put the $16.1 million into perspective Bob, the taxpayers cannot pay that whole thing it is just unreasonable. The $6.5 million operating levy that we passed raised almost $9 million, so it would be almost doubling the past tax levy which is the largest in Princeton’s history. People are not ready for a tax increase that was it seems like just yesterday; it was three years ago March, but we know our community is not ready for that, our folks cannot handle that and also our systems cannot handle it either because the other side of it is to make up $16.1 million over a few year time frame it’s about 160 experienced employees and we only have 700 employees. The first 150 were very challenging but we sucked it up and trimmed programs and we had some things that Princeton needed to do and we took care of but that is not going to be tenable either. Also, to put into perspective when we did the outsourced transportation which is going well we are getting the savings that we anticipated and if all goes well we will get up to $1 million a year in savings but there is not sixteen ideas like that that could get $16 million, so I apologize for the long answer but what it is going to be is a little bit of everything. We cannot take this all on ourselves and save $16 million or 24% of our budget; we will have to ask the taxpayers for some help. Do we ask the taxpayers to fill the whole gap? No, that would not be reasonable either.  So it will be a very unpleasant time for all of Princeton as we sort our way through this if this doesn’t pass and like Princeton, we will work through it one way or another but it won’t be pretty. I mean, we’ll deal with the deck of cards that is given to us but if we are dealing right now on the front end hopefully this won’t happen. 

Mr. Knox: First a comment, you don’t have to worry about facing Governor Kasich here tonight, last I heard he is in New Hampshire not running for President. My question is the seemingly arbitrary way that they are assigning school districts the ability to pay, at least that is what I got from the articles that I read; could you explain that? What exactly is that?

Steve Moore: That really gets into the first issue I talked about the school funding formula. In the philosophy they are using to accomplish what you’re saying is that for school districts that are losers they look at you and judge if you have good taxing capacity like you have good real estate values and your taxes aren’t that high, we think you can raise your taxes so we are going to take some of the money that we used to be giving you and we are moving that money some place else, to other places where they are judging it might be harder to raise money because they don’t have as good real estate values or they are already more highly taxed. 
Steve Moore (continued): That is the basic philosophy or idea that is underneath the formula that you are reading about. I know, it went to the Supreme Court four times, it had two major issues with Ohio’s funding for schools: one is making sure there is enough fair, equitable funding for everybody and two is overreliance on property tax; that Ohio is putting too much burden on local tax payers to cover public education and the Governor’s proposal is doing exactly that. He is taking money from school districts where he thinks they can raise their taxes if they choose to, if they don’t the kids suffer, to move to other areas.

Mr. Hawkins: Obviously, Senator William Seitz and Representative Jonathan Dever have been inundated with contact and call from the district for the sake of the voters out there so folks know to the extent that you’ve known what they’ve responded to you; where do they stand on this and are they standing on the same side as Princeton or are they standing in a different position or have they given you the political answer they are not sure yet?

Steve Moore:  Thanks Lawrence for mentioning that, I meant to mention that in my talk to their benefit. Senator Seitz knows about this issue in depth, he is an excellent Senator, he is very aware of school funding in great detail, he is very supportive and actually he has testified for us on this issue both in writing and in person around the injustice and why heavily reliant districts like Princeton by the way Sycamore next door to us is in a very similar situation which he does not represent but he is very supportive of it and is on record for that. Jonathan Dever, he is new, no disrespect, he is a rookie and he is learning his way. He understands the issue and is in support of it as well; though, we have done a lot of work and training with him, I am not sure if he has fully internalized the magnitude of it like Senator Seitz has because Sen. Seitz used to be on Cincinnati School Board many years ago and he understands school issues pretty deeply, he understands TPP tax. Jonathan Dever understands the issue and doesn’t want this to happen but I am unsure if he has internalized and that is why the letters and things are good, and Jonathan Dever is not giving us a political issue he knows that this is important and he is representing us well. 

Mr. Squires: Mr. Moore, this is somewhat of addendum to what Mr. Knox asked of you. I had the same question that he raised. What logic in your mind has the legislature seen fit to consider Princeton a wealthy district that can afford these cuts to help the districts that don’t have the money in the first place when as I understand it about 2/3 of our young people are on some subsidy.
Steve Moore: Right, exactly.

Mr. Squires: So what is their logic? Do you know?

Steve Moore: Their logic is, well that is exactly how they view us. Susan Wyder got a letter back from the Governor a couple of days ago and to be quite honest it was disappointing because he didn’t deal with this very directly at all and you can tell by his response and their view is especially for Princeton that $16.1 million we’ll give you a few years to get over it, about five years or so and you have the capacity to deal with this, and his quote was “I’m tired of districts not taking responsibility”, roughly. Like, you shouldn’t have had this money anyway, and their view is that we have a nice business community and enough taxing capacity, go tax yourself. It’s like no, we are not going to go tax ourselves, we are going to fight for the local money that you promised that you are going to give us, but the view is that we have that capacity. 
The second part of your question is that our community is below median income level, not dramatically but it is. I’m going to get the numbers wrong but I am going to give you the magnitude; roughly, median income in Ohio may be $34,000/$35,000 and in our school district it is about $32,000 it is about a standard deviation down. Their new funding formula, they are trying to make some changes that make sense of trying to weigh some of their funding based upon income levels and real estate values. They do have five quintiles or five different groupings for income levels. Unfortunately, at Princeton they call us average in their income levels, though we are below average, we are just right at that line point so we don’t get any credit for our below income level. We very much diversified too, we have some very poor, needy students and you can tell by our nearly 70% free and reduced lunch. So their formula is trying to do that, but it is woefully inadequate. 
Steve Moore (continued): Again, our issue is TPP tax, they just think we don’t need the money anymore which is astounding that they think they can take, basically they’ve already taken the first $8M of $24M and now they want to take the last $16 million which is 24% of our budget and think we can just swallow that. It is totally unreasonable, but their view is you’re worth a lot of money, you are one of 600 districts; I just want this issue to go away. 
Mr. Squires: Could the State of Ohio operate on 24% cut in their budget? 

Steve Moore: I don’t think so.

Mr. Squires: I don’t think so either, thank you.

Steve Moore: You would have to be really cynical, but there has been a move the last 4-8 years in Ohio in particular to shift tax burdens to communities and schools feel it very largely because we are self funded and in Princeton we have already outlined that we’ve lost a lot of money and we’ve sucked it up and taxed ourselves and cost saved ourselves to the tune of $8 million. That money went someplace. It went to Columbus; it happened with the State tax law change, they’ve eliminated the Senior Citizen Homestead Exemption for future tax increases all that is tax shifting locally so that they can do things in Columbus. My view is if you want to do things in Columbus and take credit for tax reductions then do work to take tax reductions, don’t take the cost savings by taking it out of our local schools and local governments and that’s been an ongoing trend. This money that is $481 million; that is a pool of money funded by CAT tax that will be taken, a true half a billion dollars and they are going to take it and do something with it and it will be $16.1 million that our local tax payers don’t have this is not funny money, and the CAT tax though there is only a $481M pool, annually, do you know how much the CAT tax brings in? $1.7 billion, that CAT tax was put in place to replace TPP tax which now they only pay $481 million, it is over delivering almost $1.2 billion and oh by the way the Governor wants to increase that CAT tax. 
Mrs. Harlow: On this funding formula that you have talked about; do they take into consideration the school levees that have failed in the different districts? Because, I know there are some districts that put school levees up time and time again and the residents won’t pass them. So, now that Princeton has almost always supported the levees, the taxpayers in Princeton and now we are going to be asked to do it again because of what Columbus is taking from us to give to somebody else.

Steve Moore: No, you’re absolutely right. The formula does not do that, I don’t know how you can do that. They are judging it, if you have nice real estate values and you’re not heavily taxed, they just assume you’ll choose to do it or if you don’t it’s like you don’t get education and that is a local choice. That is the philosophy, either you will choose to tax yourself or you don’t value education locally. This is really devastating in southeast Ohio, in farm communities where they are moderately taxed and in this new formula their taxing values have gone up because of oil shale and some other nuances of why agricultural land is more valuable but these are very poor areas that just happen that farmers have higher values but fail maybe 5 or 10 levees in a row. The State is now taking money away from them because they’ve judged they have more taxing capacity. 

Mrs. Harlow: I’ve never forgotten what a former neighbor of mine, Mrs. Rose, when she had children in Princeton school district, she was always out working for the band or whatever and she came around and asking for support on tax levy, this was in the early 70’s. She said, “I know you don’t have children in the district” because I didn’t have any children back then, but she said, “as residents we all need to support the tax levees because at some point my children will be through but I still want to support the tax levees that Princeton would put out because of the opportunities that my children had” and I never forgot about that. I’ve always thought of her words when I would go into a polling place to vote on a Princeton tax levy was somebody was paying that tax and voting on those levees so that money would be there for my children when they needed it and I need to do the same for other people’s children going forward. So, she taught me a very valuable lesson at a young age and I appreciated that very much. 

Steve Moore: Our children now need public education more than ever, especially Princeton. We talk about all the problems in society, what is working and not working, and I can say beyond a shadow of a doubt what is working in Princeton are Princeton schools and some of these kids if they did not have the schools and the support they have it would be a travesty. So I thank people who brought us to this point. I would take that energy to and being my last plea for those listening is write Senator Seitz, write Jonathan Dever; they are behind us but they say keep it coming because they want to be able to talk about the impact this has. They are going to be pooling it with the other 133 districts, they are working with their Congressmen saying look at the letters I am getting so these letters and contacts make a difference. 
Meghan Sullivan: I want to add one quick thing, in our letters we’re writing we are encouraging people if you have a Princeton story, if you’re a Princeton grad., if you have children that went to Princeton or if Princeton has in any way impacted you we want you to put that in your letters to make it a personal thing so that these elected officials understand it’s not just people complaining. We love our district and we want our local money to stay in our district and not to be taken from our kids. 

Mr. Diehl: Did you indicate there were 600 districts in Ohio? 

Steve Moore: There are 614 districts in Ohio. 
Mr. Diehl: Is part of this consolidation at all?
Steve Moore: I’ve been on the School Board for eight years and I’ve heard about the history of consolidating school districts and you always hear rumors of it but it is very unlikely to happen.

Mr. Diehl: Ok, thanks. 

Steve Moore: I mean, who would want to either break up Princeton or combine Princeton with something else, I mean we could probably benefit from it to be quite honest. Thank you for your time, Springdale has always been great supporters of schools and we appreciate that and I can tell by the question and your energy tonight so thank you very much.

Mr. Vanover: Thank you Mr. Moore.

Ordinances and Resolutions

Ordinance No. 4-2015

AMENDING THE CODIFIED ORDINANCES OF THE CITY OF SPRINGDALE, OHIO, TO AMEND SECTIONS (A)(3)(a) AND (A)(3)(b) OF CHAPTER 153.533 OF THE SPRINGDALE ZONING CODE
This is the first reading of this ordinance and the Public Hearing is scheduled for April 15, 2015. 

Mr. Parham:  Just for the public’s information, this is the ordinance or legislation that was originally adopted back in 2009 to offer opportunities for local businesses here in Springdale with temporary banners (temporary signs).  Hopefully, it may be addressed in the Zoning Code update by the committee.  We do ask for Council’s support on this. 

Old Business
Mr. Parham: We were notified earlier this week by Hamilton County Planning and Development relative to the Community Development Block Program; if you recall we submitted an application last fall for the upcoming three year cycle. There were three projects that we submitted a request for funding.  One was the resurfacing of the walking path at the community center; the second was resurfacing the tennis and basketball courts at the community center, and the third was the Home Improvement Program that has been pretty successful for the community.  We did reduce the amount requested for the Home Improvement Program in hopes of being successful with one of the others.  
Mr. Parham (continued): Unfortunately, it did not work. We were not successful with the resurfacing of the walking path nor the resurfacing of the tennis and basketball courts.  We were successful in receiving funding in the amount of $15,000 for the next three-year period for the Home Improvement Program. Just want to notify you.
 If you recall, over the last couple years the amount of dollars have declined each year but as I recall seeing the first year was pretty high, which was probably over a million dollars, the second year was close to a million but not yet a million and the third was far less than that. Unfortunately, the other two projects were not successful but we will be able to continue with the Home Improvement Program and we do have residual dollars from the 2014 year. I think somewhere around $5,000 remaining. 
New Business

Mr. Parham:  I mentioned, I believe, at the last meeting that we had requested of each of the Department Directors to submit to us a list of items that are no longer necessary for public purpose. They have submitted a list.  We are sort of working through that list right now. There are over 230 items ranging from automobiles to tasers to old computers to old cell phones.  There are just a variety of things on the list. What we are doing at this point is first of all we have passed the list around to the departments so they can see perhaps what is in another department that they may have use for in their department before we dispose of it.  Once they go through that process and I am giving them a deadline to go through and identify those items, then the steps we plan to take if you are kind enough to authorize the disposal, is to use an online auction process, govdeals.com to dispose of a number of items.  We have used them previously and had some success.  That is number one.  Option number two: there are some other public agencies sometimes that are able to use some of the equipment and things that we may have. I am not too keen on selling a taser to the general public, I would rather sell or provide the tasers if they are still workable to another jurisdiction that may be in need. There are also some organizations that have made contact with us requesting donations.  In particular, there is one The Over-the-Rhine Community Housing Program, a program that helps individuals get off the street (homeless) and try to furnish apartments for the homeless.  We have a resident who volunteers his services there and has made a request.  You may have noticed at the Community Center we switched out the TVs in the fitness room. This resident has asked if we could donate those televisions for this program. We have talked about maybe donating two of those televisions to that program. There are perhaps some other programs that may be out there as well. Finally, if you recall in 2013, you provided me with the authorization to determine that some items are simply, they have no value.  In other words, they are trash.  We have put together a program in which if we are going to go down that road the Directors submit a sheet to me identifying the item to be thrown away.  They take a photograph of that item so we can have a record of what items were determined to be trash. There are some things that simply may fall into that category.  There are some they have already identified as such. Others, if we have no way of selling those items that may mean that they are trash so at that point we will dispose of them. We hope to have legislation at the next Council meeting listing and identifying all of those items. 
Meetings and Announcements
Mrs. McNear: Council this is your last warning for filing your 2014 Financial Disclosure with the Ethics Commission. If you wait until the next meeting, you only have a couple of hours to get it post marked so please make sure you get that filed, thank you. 

Mr. Squires:  The Springdale Board of Health will have it’s meeting April 9th at 7:00p.m. in the chambers adjoining this chamber.
Mr. Hawkins:  Board of Zoning Appeals will meet on April 21st at 7:00p.m. in these chambers. 
Mrs. Harlow:  Planning Review will meet April 8th at 4:00p.m. in the conference room. April 9th, I have an O.K.I. meeting at 10:30a.m. and April 14th Planning Commission meeting at 7:00p.m. in these chambers. 
Mr. Thamann: The Civil Service Commission will meet tomorrow evening at 7:00p.m. here at the Administration building. 

Communications from the Audience
- none
Update on Legislation Still in Development

Mr. Hawkins:   As you look at your internal memorandum, Item I, we had a first reading on. All other Items are forthcoming to be dealt with in the future.
Mr. Parham: Item II, Appointment to the Hamilton County Tax Incentive Review Council Representative, the deadline is the 10th of this month. We will not meet again until the 15th. Previously, we’ve had representing the City’s interest Mrs. McNear as well as the Economic Development Director. Each community that has an active incentive agreement, enterprise zone or community reinvestment agreement are asked to have representatives on the Council, and so we would like to have Council to make at least two appointments to the Committee so that we can report that to the organization. 
Mr. Vanover: Well first, Mrs. McNear are you willing to continue?

Mrs. McNear: Yes, I would be happy to do it. 

Mr. Vanover: Economic Director, you’re in for it?

Christine Russell: Yes.

Mr. Parham: Thank you.

Recap of Legislative Items Requested for next Council meeting.
Mr. Hawkins: There is a request for an ordinance declaring certain City property as surplus property and authorizing the City Administrator to dispose of surplus property and declaring an emergency, and we will also have our second reading regarding an ordinance amending Section 153.533 of the City Zoning Code to permit temporary special event banners. 
Mr. Parham: The only thing that I would add is that the banners legislation consists of a Public Hearing.

Mr. Vanover: Have we advertised that?

Mr. Thamann: Yes. 

Mr. Vanover: Ok so that will include a public hearing.

Mr. Squires: Mr. Thamann, do you want to say anything at all about the Easter egg hunt?

Mr. Thamann: I know at the last meeting I messed the date up, so I should say this again. The Jaycee’s are having their Easter egg hunt this Saturday, the 4th at 12:00p.m. at Ross Park.
Council adjourned at 7:48 p.m.
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