

MINUTES OF MEETING OF
IRONTON CITY COUNCIL
April 23, 2026
6:00 P.M.
	
A regular meeting of Ironton City Council was held on Thursday, April 23, 2026, at 6:00 p.m. in Council Chambers.  Present was Vice Mayor, Chris Haney, who presided, and members:  Brown, Harvey, Hock, Kline, Scott, Simmons—seven.  

	All persons stood for the reciting of the Lord’s Prayer, and then the Pledge of Allegiance to the flag. 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

	The Minutes of the Regular Council Meeting of April 9, 2026, the Finance Committee Meeting of April 9, 2026, and the Public Utilities Committee Meeting of April 9, 2026, stood approved as submitted.

	Mr. Harvey moved, seconded by Mr. Haney, to deviate from the normal Agenda to have Communications, Ordinances and Resolutions at the start of the meeting due to his son having a track meet event tonight.  

COMMUNICATIONS

	Mr. Haney said we have a communication from the Division of Liquor Control regarding a new license for Johnson Property Investments, LLC—After Party Carryout.  Mr. Harvey asked the Mayor if he had any idea what that property is—it looks like the only thing up there is the inflatable place.  Mayor Cramblit said he is not sure.  He said it also showed Dollar General right there but that is not their address.  Mr. Harvey moved, seconded by Mr. Kline, to request no hearing on the Division of Liquor Control communication.  Ayes:  Haney, Harvey, Hock, Kline, Scott, Simmons – five.  
Nays: Brown.  Motion passed. 

	Mr. Harvey moved, seconded by Mr. Haney to receive, file and make a part of the minutes the email letters from the Mayor on April 16th regarding veto of Resolution 26-16 and 26-17.  Motion passed unanimously.

REPORTS – None  

ORDINANCES

ORDINANCE NO. 26-29 -	REQUIRING THE MAYOR TO PROVIDE A LIST OF ALL MAJOR VEHICLES AND EQUIPMENT TO THE CITY FINANCE DIRECTOR BY NOVEMBER 1ST OF EACH CALENDAR YEAR AND DECLARING AN EMERGENCY was given first reading.

Mr. Harvey said this is the alternate to Ordinance 26-17, replacing the Department Heads with the Mayor.  He said he received an opinion from the Solicitors regarding that and a recommendation, and their recommendation was to collect that information from the Mayor prior to our Budget Workshops for those vehicles and capital expenses.  Mr. Harvey moved, seconded by Mr. Scott, to suspend the rules and give Ordinance 26-29 second and third reading by title only.  Motion passed unanimously and Ordinance 26-29 was given second and third reading.  Mr. Harvey moved, seconded by Mr. Scott, to adopt Ordinance 26-29.  Motion passed unanimously.  ADOPTED

ORDINANCE NO. 26-30 -	AMENDING THE PERMANENT OPERATING BUDGET FOR THE CITY OF IRONTON, STATE OF OHIO, FOR THE FISCAL YEAR ENDING 2026 AND DECLARING AN EMERGENCY was given first reading.

Mr. Kline noted that Ordinance 26-30 received a favorable recommendation from the Finance Committee.  Mr. Kline moved, seconded by Ms. Simmons, to suspend the rules and give Ordinance 26-30 second and third reading by title only.  Motion passed unanimously and Ordinance 26-30 was given second and third reading.  Mr. Kline moved, seconded by Ms. Simmons, to adopt Ordinance 26-30.  Motion passed unanimously.  ADOPTED

ORDINANCE NO. 26-09 -	AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF IRONTON, OHIO, TO AMEND THE IRONTON ZONING CODE TO CENTERS AND DATA CENTER ACCESSORY USES was given second reading.

Mr. Harvey mentioned that Ordinance 26-09 received a favorable recommendation from the Planning Commission and that it received its Public Hearing.  He said Ms. Simmons mentioned some verbiage in the Planning Commission that it was amended.  He wanted to make sure that it is given its third reading as amended.  Brigham said that language was removed and a new ordinance was given to Marta.  Mr. Harvey said it has to be given three separate readings as well.  The next one would be Amended Ordinance 26-09 for third reading at the next meeting.

ORDINANCE NO. 26-23 -	ADJUSTING MONTHLY RATES FOR WASTE WATER, WATER ADMINISTRATIVE FEE AND GARBAGE FEE AND DECLARNG AN EMERGENCY was given second reading.

Discussion:  Mr. Kline said he wanted to note that without passing Ordinance 26-23, Ordinance 26-20 and 26-21, are not financially possible.  He said Ordinances 26-20 and 26-21 both are receiving third reading this evening.  Mr. Kline moved, seconded by Mr. Harvey, to give Ordinance 26-23 third reading by title only.  Motion passed unanimously and Ordinance 26-23 was given third reading.  Mr. Kline moved, seconded by Mr. Harvey, to adopt Ordinance 26-23.  Ayes:  Brown, Harvey, Hock Kline, Scott, Simmons – six.  Nays:  Haney – one.  ADOPTED

ORDINANCE NO. 26-18 -	AMENDING SECTION 1060.02 OF THE CODIFIED ORDINANCES OF THE CITY OF IRONTON, OHIO was given third reading.

Mr. Brown moved, seconded by Mr. Kline, to adopt Ordinance 26-18.  Motion passed unanimously.  ADOPTED
ORDINANCE NO. 26-20 -	AN ORDINANCE PROVIDING FOR THE ISSUANCE OF NOT TO EXCEED $3,000,000 OF BONDS BY THE CITY OF IRONTON, OHIO, FOR ACQUIRING AND CONSTRUCTING IMPROVEMENTS TO THE WASEWATER SYSTEM AND DECLARING AN EMERGENCY was given third reading.

Mr. Kline moved, seconded by Mr. Harvey, to adopt Ordinance 26-20.  Motion passed unanimously.  ADOPTED

ORDINANCE NO. 26-21 -	AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR TO ENTER INTO A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONTRACT WITH ARCADIS FOR DESIGN AND CONSTRUCT OF THE IRONTON WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT IPROVEMENTS-DIGESTER, TRICKLING FILTER, AND DISINFECTION PROJECT AND DECLARING AN EMERGENCY was given third reading.

Mr. Kline moved, seconded by Mr. Harvey, to adopt Ordinance 26-21.  Motion passed unanimously.  ADOPTED

ORDINANCE NO. 26-22 -	LIMITING TRAFFIC ON SOUTH THIRTEENTH STREET BETWEEN VINE STREET AND MCGOVNEY AVENUE TO OPERATE ONLY IN A NORTHERLY DIRECTION AND PROHIBITING ON STREET PARKING ON SAID STREET AND DECLARING AN EMERGENCY was given third reading.

Mr. Harvey moved, seconded by Mr. Kline, to adopt Ordinance 26-22.  Discussion:  Mr. Haney said that Mr. Harvey said he talked to most parties involved and everyone came to an agreement of the directional path they would take.  Motion passed unanimously.  ADOPTED

Mr. Haney moved, seconded by Mr. Harvey, to reconsider Ordinance 26-16 regarding the Fire and Police Chief residency requirement.  Mr. Brown said this is just to reconsider, is that correct?  Brigham said the motion to reconsider is the same as overriding the veto, according to the Charter.  If it receives a two-thirds vote, it overrides the veto—five of the seven.  Ayes:  Haney, Harvey, Kline, Scott—four.  Nays:  Brown, Hock, Simmons—three.  Ordinance 26-16 is not reconsidered.

RESOLUTIONS

RESOLUTION NO. 26-26 -	RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING PARTICIPATION IN THE REMNANT DEFENDANT OPIOID SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT was read.

Mr. Harvey moved, seconded by Mr. Haney, moved to pass Resolution 26-26.  Motion passed unanimously.  ADOPTED

RESOLUTION NO. 26-27 -	A RESOLUTION AUTORIZING THE MAYOR TO APPLY FOR, ACCEPT, AND ENTER INTO A WATER POLLUTION CONTROL LOAN FUND (WPCLF) AGREEMENT ON BEHALF OF THE CITY OF IRONTON FOR PLANNING, DESIGN AND/OR CONSTRUCTION OF THE WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT IMPROVEMENTS—IRONTON DIGESTOR, FILTER & DISINFECTION PROJECT; AND DESIGNATING A DEDICATED REPAYMENT SOURCE FOR THE LOAN was read.

Mr. Harvey moved, seconded by Mr. Kline, to adopt Resolution 26-27.   Discussion:  Mr. Kline said this resolution is for Kevin to put the nomination with the EPA for that 3rd phase of the sewer project for, hopefully, a forgivable loan and funding for that.  Motion passed unanimously.  ADOPTED

RESOLUTION NO. 26-28 -	REQUESTING THE COUNTY AUDITOR TO CERTIFY THE ESTIMATED PROPERTY TAX REVENUE FOR A RENEWAL RECREATION LEVY AND DECLARING AN EMERGENCY was read. 

Discussion:  Mr. Harvey said to Brigham that this is the first . . . Brigham said this is the first and it just certifies the millage, so if Marta can get this to Parker at the Auditor’s Office tomorrow.  He said we have to have this to the Board of Elections by the first of August.  Mr. Harvey said he would sponsor the second legislation.  Brigham said that once we get it back from the Auditor, he will prepare the second resolution and hopefully have it on by the end of June—that is his goal.  Mr. Harvey said also, to re-emphasize, this is a renewal recreation levy.  He said if you look at their Rec Fund, you can see that it is utilized for recreation, mainly for youth basketball, but it is also vital to some of our street scaping and beautification of Ironton and upkeep of our parks.  He said he is just putting it on everyone’s radar early for November.  He said typically the recreation and flood levies do pass because people realize their importance.  Mr. Haney said he will add that the revitalization of the 8th Street Park the last time was helped extremely by the Rec Levy—things going on down to the riverfront would definitely be helped with this.  He said rec sports hopefully in the near future are going to get revamped and revitalized, so it is an extremely important levy.  Mr. Harvey moved, seconded by Mr. Haney, to pass Resolution 26-28.  Motion passed unanimously.  ADOPTED

AUDIENCE PARTICIPATION

	Mary Ann Tussey, 1507 Karin Street.  She said, after listening to the meeting, she would like to know what the CAO wants to do with the Rice property.  Mr. Kline said it is not the CAO, it is the Port Authority that is looking to buy that to help development for new housing.  Ms. Tussey asked if it was for single-family dwellings.  Mr. Kline said yes.  He said when it would be sold, it would have deed restrictions in it stating so.  Ms. Tussey asked why they didn’t just sell it to the public instead of the Port Authority.  Why do we have to have them involved?  Or maybe even the people that the property backs to their property, maybe they would like to have that piece of property so they are not looking at some . . .  Mr. Kline said that there is a desired interest in being able to have more single-family housing available in the City, and having more newer families in our community—they’re going to pay income tax, they’re going to pay utilities.  Ms. Tussey asked why can’t you just sell the lots, why does the Port Authority have to be involved?  Mr. Kline said she said sell it to the people who back up to the property.  He said he thinks instead of selling it to people who have a larger yard, it is the desire to make more housing available to people in single-family homes.  He said he doesn’t know, and maybe it’s changed, that it is the desire of Council to go through and sell each individual property as a realtor as a City function.  Mr. Kline said if they sell it with deed restrictions stating that it has to be single-family, it has to be built within X amount of years and so many square feet, etc., he thinks that protects us as far as the guidelines on how we would like to see it developed.  Ms. Tussey said that there is house on Charlotte Street that is owned by the CAO that shouldn’t have been that one person lives in.  She said she had to call today to get the grass cut because it was so high.  She said she doesn’t understand that if it is single-family dwellings, how the CAO ended up buying that house.  Mr. Kline asked if it was a duplex?  Ms. Tussey said no, it’s a beautiful brick home and they paid $100,000 for it.  She said one person who has 24-hour care is living in it.  Mr. Kline said that she said that it wasn’t a single-family home.  Ms. Tussey said the CAO . . . initially these people bought it and put three people in there and they died, and now there is one person who is mentally handicapped.  Mr. Kline said then it is a single-family.  Ms. Tussey said it is one person living there with 24-hour care, but she didn’t think they were allowed the 24-hour care because you’re not really looking at it like a single family, are you?  Mr. Kline asked, if you have home health care?  Ms. Tussey said yes, but she doesn’t understand why the CAO . . .  Brigham said that home health care does not violate our zoning.  Mr. Kline said he can tell her that in the meetings he sat in, it was the desire of Council to develop that into nice single-family homes where people who move in would be taxpayers and pay utilities.  Ms. Tussey asked who was on the Planning Committee?  She asked if that was the Strategic Planning Committee with Harvey, Kline and Rowe?  Did they have anything to do with that?  Mr. Kline said that he is not sure what she is referencing.  He said the meeting that he sat in was with the Mayor and representative of the Port Authority.  Mr. Brown said his understanding on it is that the Port Authority wouldn’t be retaining ownership of that once they build homes—they would be selling them to people.  They would just be acting as the developer, not that they would be renting those properties out, they would be developing the homes and selling them is the goal.  He said he is also not opposed to selling to individuals if they want to buy the lot.  Ms. Tussey said she did have a question from another citizen.  They wanted to know if all of the new water meters are installed and that people are not having to have their water bills adjusted.  The Mayor said he believes that they have completed the water meter project.  Ms. Tussey said there is also something she wanted to get straight because there are a lot of ordinances are being thrown out.  She said we have an ordinance where we’re going to raise garbage fees and another ordinance where we’re going to have these storm water fees put on it, we’re going to have the recreation levy . . .  Mr. Haney said the recreation levy is a renewal and will cost nothing.  Ms. Tussey said but you do have an ordinance where you have a lot that you’re going to charge a storm water fee on, correct?  Mr. Kline said no, there is not an ordinance adjusting the storm water fee.  He said they discussed in the Public Utilities Committee—they have been discussing for the last 12 years about converting how they bill for storm water from usage of water to run-off units based on size of lots, etc.  He said we are the only community in Ohio that charges residents by usage so we want to get up with the times and charge the way it is supposed to be.  There has been no discussion for an increase on that but discussions as far as a study on how to do it the right way.  Ms. Tussey said you could possibly charge for a lot that has nothing on it.  Mr. Haney said if it is impermeable.  He said if it is a grass lot, their guidelines say no.  He said a lot of people with the Ironton Hills Center—each individual outlet out there is just paying for what they use in water.  He said nobody out there is taking showers, etc., so they are probably paying minimum water bills and not contributing anything to the storm water run-off that we’re having to take care of.  Ms. Tussey asked, what about the ditch behind our house where we have the water from the DOT, are we going to be responsible to pay for that?  Mr. Kline said he can’t speak about the ditch.  But as far as where she is talking about the garbage increase, there has been no garbage increase.  We passed an ordinance that adjusts . . .  Ms. Tussey said yes, that’s Ordinance 26-23 and it mentioned water fee and garbage fee.  Mr. Kline said that is the residential garbage fee going down and the water administrative fee going down—they adjusted up the sewer because they have a sewer plant that hasn’t been updated in 40 years and has been neglected.  He said instead of passing on the cost of a $70 million new plant, we’re trying to refurbish it in phases so we’re not breaking the backs of residents—we’re trying to be conscious of the residents.  Ms. Tussey said that it is still a raise.  Mr. Kline said it is a raise and it is still something that we have to process water that comes through the sewer lines so that we don’t get slapped by the EPA.  We’re taking people’s money and paying fines to the EPA for not fixing it the right way, and we’re trying to do it consciously and not waste a bunch of money doing it.  We took down two rates to be conscious of the fact that we have to increase this rate to address this need.  He said as far as the garbage rates, the commercial rate is what increased so we were able to bring down the residential rate for regular people, not commercial users.  He said as far as the ditch, he is not 100% informed of what that is . . . he is not sure if she owns a ditch—we’ve been asking opinions as far as ODOT and their responsibility for run-off, and we recognize that they are one of the #1 contributors to rain water; and that is something that he would still like to pursue is to be able to have them remedy that.  Ms. Tussey said, yes, let’s charge them instead of the people.  Mr. Kline and Mr. Haney said that they agree.
	
MISCELLANEOUS

	Mr. Haney moved, seconded by Mr. Hock, to receive, file and make a part of the minutes the March 2026 financials.  Motion passed unanimously.

	Mr. Kline said that he reached out to the Solicitors for an opinion regarding combination of commercial parking lots that are in disrepair---pot holes, trash, etc.  He said he would like to request a Strategic Planning Committee meeting to discuss that further and possible legislation regarding that.  Mr. Kline said we have a CIC meeting at 5:00 p.m. on May 14th and asked if they could do it following that meeting.  Mr. Hock said that would be fine.  

	Mr. Haney said that he wanted to remind everyone of the Ohio Ethics Commission to complete your paperwork and send it to them, because they tack on about $10 per day when you go past that date.  

	Mr. Scott said that he wanted to recognize the Mayor and John Kehoe.  He said we had our person come in about a month and a half ago, Roger Malone, talking about the time capsule.  He said Mr. Malone just posted an update for those who do not have Facebook, thanking the Mayor and John Kehoe and Brad Bear Media for some ideas about the opening of that time capsule, and they are receiving a lot of good praise on Facebook.  He said he wanted to throw that out there as there is a lot of excitement for something cool happening in the City this summer.

	Mr. Kline moved, seconded by Mr. Hock, to enter into Executive Session to discuss pending litigation, personnel and contracts, with the Mayor, Finance Director, HR Director and Solicitor, with no action to follow.   
		
	Minutes were taken by Marta Leach, Clerk.

            In attendance:  John Elam, Mayor Cramblit, Brigham Anderson

________________________________		_______________________________
Clerk							Vice Mayor

______________________________
Mayor 
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