




MINUTES OF MEETING OF
IRONTON CITY COUNCIL
April 9, 2026
6:00 P.M.
	
A regular meeting of Ironton City Council was held on Thursday, April 9, 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 an invocation by Father Peter with St. Joseph, St. Lawrence, St. Mary’s and St. Ann’s churches, and then the Pledge of Allegiance to the flag. 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

	The Minutes of the Regular Council Meeting of March 26, 2026, the Finance Committee Meeting of March 26, 2026, the Parks & Rec Committee Meeting of March 27, 2026, and the 
Special Meeting of April 2, 2026, stood approved as submitted.

AUDIENCE PARTICIPATION

	Mr. Haney said that we have an invited guest this evening, Michele Throckmorton from the CAO.  Ms. Throckmorton said she passed out a project sheet and will go over it briefly.  She said that all of these projects directly benefit the City of Ironton, whether it is the City of Ironton being the applicant, the Port Authority being the applicant, or Community Action being the applicant.  For instance, the ACGP project, Community Action was the applicant on that, but the City of Ironton is receiving funds for the riverfront.  She said Council approved their contract, and they did do a COLA increase because costs keep rising.  She said the hours that they actually put in for Ironton go far above and beyond and for the Port Authority and other communities, such as South Point, they do everything for Lawrence County.  She said if they want her to go down project list, she can, but she just gave it to Council so they could look it over.  Mr. Harvey said he always asks for an update on grants that we are a part of because he is usually the sponsor on this.  He said it helps us get our eyes on things that we may or may not realize are going on behind the scenes, the City acts as a pass-through for operating parks and rec and whatever, and to really highlight that we get $27+ million of grants through the City of Ironton for community improvements for $36,750.  He said he wanted her to come and tell us what number it was so he didn’t have to say, it’s usually over $10 million—he was comfortable saying that but it’s over $20 million.  Ms. Throckmorton said that is why she compiled this list.  Again, all of these directly benefit the City of Ironton, even though the Ro-Na is the Friends of Ironton, it impacts the City of Ironton.  She said she did put where they are in the process, like the Nature Works and riverfront, which is the same volleyball court and playground equipment.  She said it is complete and we are finalizing that, and she is getting ready to do the reimbursement request.  She said there is a requirement in that and it is $100.  We have to do the Nature Works sign down there and it has to be in concrete in the ground and she has to order that sign from Nature Works because it is very specific on what they want.  She said they have projects that are to begin soon, the riverfront with the ACGP, they are moving right along, and we are really excited—they have 22 projects there and they received $152 million total for the ACGP projects, with Ironton being one of those projects, all along the river up north all the way to the west.  She said Allard is the contractor here and on many projects, and they are doing a phenomenal job.  They worried with the winter that we had and with spring they worried about rain, but this beautiful weather has finally hit and they are trucking right along.  She said as far as the Ironton riverfront, she doesn’t know the exact deadline yet, but she is hoping that it will be available to use this summer.  Mr. Haney said he does have a question about a particular project.  He said the Ironton soccer fields were gated off, so he did receive a couple of questions—when would the new soccer fields be playable?  Ms. Throckmorton said it will be before the August deadline.  She said they had a contractor go out, and we had to have certain trees down before the March 31st deadline because of the Indiana bat, that is just part of it.  She said Jason has it out for bid and the bids are due Monday for the excavation and the work on the soccer fields.  She said he has zero bids right now, but they do know of at least one that is coming in but we figure that there will be more.  Mr. Haney said that we appreciate her coming and giving them all of this information.  Nate Kline told her that Ms. Simmons does a great job finding grant opportunities also, so if she finds something like that, can she reach out to you?  Ms. Throckmorton said absolutely—they could collaborate on projects and if you need help or we need help.  Mr. Kline said Ms. Simmons has mentioned some things in her role at the University, so he thinks she would be a great asset if there is something they could collaborate on.  Ms. Throckmorton said she didn’t know how new Ms. Simmons was at it or if she has been doing it for a while, but between our staff, we have about 80-90 years’ experience between three of them.

	Tom Hall, 414 North 8th Street, said he would like to speak about the ongoing Civil Service process for appointing a new Chief of Police for the City of Ironton.  He said it was his understanding that the position was announced and the next step was the interview portion, and to that end the highest scoring applicant had already scheduled an appointment.  Up to that point the process was playing out exactly as mandated.  Then for reasons that are unclear, the process was interrupted midstream and legislation was introduced to change the residency requirements for the Chief of Police.  He said these new requirements would specifically disqualify the highest scorer of the test, an 18-year officer of the City.  He said not only is this unseemly but it appears at face value to be harmful to the dignity of this Body, at a time when many people already assume corruption in government, even at the local level, this at best is misguided, and he will leave that at that.  He said it is also a bit illogical.  This ordinance would require the Chief to reside within Lawrence, Scioto, Gallia or Jackson, Ohio, counties.  The stated intent, as he understands it, is to address response time.  He said if response time is truly the concern, consider this.  According to Apple maps, it takes approximately one hour and five minutes to travel from Vinton in Gallia County to Ironton, one hour and six minutes from Wellston in Jackson County, and one hour and four minutes from Reardon in Scioto County to get to Ironton, all locations that would meet the proposed requirement.  Meanwhile, it only takes about 36 minutes to travel from Barboursville to Ironton, a location that would not meet residency requirements, nor apparently satisfy response time concerns.  So either the purpose of this residency proposal is something other than response time or no meaningful research was done before introducing it—neither of those possibilities reflects well.  He said this may not be a perfect parallel but it is worth noting that the governing document of our nation, the Constitution, states in Article I, Section 9, Clause 3, that “no bill of detainer or ex facto law shall be passed”.  In simple terms, laws cannot be created to target specific individuals, nor shall they be applied retroactively in a way that changes the rules after the fact.  That principle exists because it is fundamentally unfair, and our courts have upheld that idea since our founding.  At best, the timing and nature of this residency requirement raises serious concerns about fairness, and at worst, it appears poorly thought out and improperly timed.  He said it is also his understanding that once this process began, applicants became vested in it under Ohio law, and there are now discussions about changing the test and starting over.  He said he is not there to judge whether changes to the test are needed, however, he would ask them to consider the appearance this creates.  If this body is willing to alter established rules in the middle of a process publicly and to the detriment of an 18-year officer of this City, then it is only natural for citizens to ask, what might happen outside of public view?  He said he makes no accusations--he is simply speaking on how this appears and the questions that it raises.  The framers decide fairness in our system.  Similarly, Ironton’s charter removes much of the discretion from this body and places it in a defined process.  The voters of this City affirmed that, that they want the process, not individual discretion, to guide these decisions.  He said he respectfully requests that Council pause any changes to residency requirements for now, allow the test that has already been administered to serve its intended purpose, and complete the civil service process in good faith.  If changes are needed, then by all means make them, but for the next time the process is used, not in the middle of this one.  He said to let this process conclude as it began and do not change the rules in the middle of the game.  Stay beyond reproach for your sake, for the sake of the City, and the citizens’ faith in the system.  Mr. Haney said there are a couple of Mr. Hall’s statements that he would like to respond to.  In regards to the civil service exam, in the past there has only been one Captain to pass that test.  He is going to give him a time line of events as to why the civil service exam is deemed invalid.  He said on 3/5/26 Mr. Gue emailed the Mayor regarding civil service exam, asking for clarification with correlation to the City Charter and the grading process.  He said on 3/9/26 the Mayor requested an opinion from the City Solicitors regarding correlation with the Charter and the grading process.  He said on 3/12/26 he himself was tasked with finding if the test or testing company could tell the Civil Service Commission if the test followed the guidelines set forth by the Charter.  On 3/23/26 the Civil Service Clerk sent an inquiry to the testing company in regards to the guidelines set forth by the Charter.  He said on 3/26/26 the Civil Service Clerk received a response from the testing company stating that the current Chief Civil Service Exam is invalid due to it not meeting criteria set forth by the Charter.  On 3/30/26 the Civil Service Clerk sent an email notifying the Mayor that the current test is not meeting the Charter criteria and a new test will need to be created by the testing company and purchase by the City.  He said after reviewing the Charter and what the test was actually compiled of, there was zero correlation.  In the Charter it states that it needs to be 30% administrative, 30% budgetary, and 30% department oriented.  He said what was given was a 100-question test, which is mathematically impossible to divide up into 90%.  He said also it had five aspects of content area, and the City Charter only requires three.  He doesn’t know when it happened and he can’t find the correct answer of when it happened, and no council member, mayor, or Civil Service Committee member knows when the test was changed.  He said the Charter was set forth in 1980, and we’re in 2026, so at some point between 1980 and 2026 the test was changed.  He said when we were given an email from Mr. Gue through the Mayor to look at the correlation with the City Charter and the grading process, that is exactly what happened.  So in order for us to create a valid test, we had to have a valid test created through the testing company.  He said in regards to the residency requirement, in the Employee Handbook, Section 2.04, Residency, (a) “It is the goal of the city to employee individuals in the following order first:  First, residents of the City of Ironton, second, residents of Lawrence County, and third, residents of the State of Ohio.  Ironton residents within a 25-mile radius.  All employees, as a condition of employment, are required to report immediately in writing to the Mayor if any change in address.  Mr. Hall said the person that he is referring to obviously has been living there for quite some time and has been an employee for 18 years.  Mr. Haney said he doesn’t have any response to that, he is just stating what has transpired since 3/5/26 and what is in the Employee Handbook.  Mr. Hall said he doesn’t understand the Charter saying 30 . . . if it said 30 questions, 30 questions, 30 questions . . .  Mr. Haney said it is 30%, 30% and 30%.  Mr. Hall said he knows, he understands that, that is what he is saying, because nothing is only 90% of itself, and he said it is mathematically possible.  He said once again, he will stick to what he is saying—the process began with one set of standards played out.  Mr. Haney said the thing is that the process started out with an invalid set of standards, so when we received an email from Mr. Gue to ask the City Solicitors for an opinion, that is exactly what the Mayor did and that is exactly what we were asked to fix.  He said, what about other people who have taken the test that didn’t take the correct test?  Is that fair to them?  Mr. Hall said they all took the same test, right?  Mr. Haney said but it doesn’t meet the 30, 30, 30 so . . .  Mr. Hall asked him if he knows if the previous Chiefs took that test?  Mr. Haney said this was just brought to our attention on 3/5/26.  Mr. Hall said, like he said, he makes no accusations, but the inconsistencies and the changing of the rules in the middle still appear how they appear.  Mr. Haney said he agrees but the thing is the process was started on 3/5/26.  He said if we had known about this on 3/5/25, the process would have remained the same, we would have had to do the same things.  Mr. Hall said, once again, he is not pointing fingers, but he is assuming that somebody had the responsibility to know that before the process began.  Mr. Haney said this body cannot view the test, we have no authority to view and no authority to make the test.  We were asked to check with the Civil Service Commission and the Civil Service Clerk if the test was in fact valid.  He said it came back that the test is in fact not valid by a wide margin.  There was nothing in the responses we have received that meets the City Charter.  The disciplines were not even near the same.  Mr. Hall said he wasn’t saying they should have, but somebody has the responsibility, that is his only point. Somebody has the responsibility to say, this system is set up correctly or it isn’t, and if it isn’t, then fix it.  But once it is what it is, people become dependent on it being what it is.  He said Mr. Haney mentioned that people took the test that wasn’t valid either, but they all took the same test and more than likely . . .  Mr. Haney said but if you’re preparing for 30% administrative, 30% budgetary, and 30% department oriented, and the test comes back—32 items, constitutional law, 29 items, leadership, 16 items, tactics and strategies, 13 items, investigations, procedures, prosecution; 10 items, modern policing topics.  He said it is not spelled out the way the Charter meets, and this comes from our City Solicitors that we needed to rework the test to meet the Charter.  Mr. Hall asked, are you able to continue the process and finish it . . .  Mr. Haney said no, legally through our City Solicitors, we have to change this test to meet the Charter.  Mr. Hall said, so this body has no choice?  Mr. Haney said no.  Mr. Hall asked, so you don’t have to do the residency thing at all then?  Mr. Haney said by reading the Employee Policy Manual, it seems like there needs to be something, because why would we hold the Police to a smaller standard than the supervisors?  Mr. Hall said he is not debating that, he is just saying the reality is for 18 years of service, that has primarily been his residence for quite some time.  Mr. Haney said that he is not debating that at all.  He said the facts that we have as Council to look at, that is what we are using, and we are using the advice from our City Solicitors in regard to the test.  Mr. Hall said if you’re legally bound, you’re legally bound, but on the things that you’re not, he would suggest that you do not do those until this is over.  

	Chad Gue, 24 Destiny Drive, Barboursville, West Virginia.  He said that a few things Mr. Haney said were not correct.  He said one thing was he addressed the fact that the exam wouldn’t be fair, but in the Ohio Revised Code it says it has to be competitive, examination based on merit and fitness.  He said they all competed with the same exam and all had the same study materials that came from Ohio Solutions, an independent contractor . . .  Mr. Haney said that our charter supersedes . . . our charter is more restrictive than the ORC.  He said what our Solicitors said is what we are going with.  Mr. Gue said if that is the case, that’s fine, however, there are multiple Supreme Court rulings that actually favor otherwise in the State of Ohio.  Specifically, if the City Solicitor was here, he could confirm this, there is a rule called the Alfred Precedent, and it literally says, “Under Ohio law the principle protects candidates from government’s own mistakes.  A candidate who participates in examination on good faith cannot be stripped of any statutory right standings because of procedural regularities or the commission’s own dereliction of duty”.  He said this application states when he had his vested interest and he started that examination, that I had the right to finish it.  The Supreme Court says that he does, too.  He said despite what the City Solicitor said or otherwise, it’s literally in there.  As a matter of fact, the Ohio Constitution says this in Article II, Section 28:  “The Ohio Constitution prohibits the State from imposing any new burdens or transactions through a retroactive process.  Once that vested interest begins, an examination received, scored and certified—and it was certified by our Civil Service—any new burden would be unconstitutional according to our State Constitution”.  Requiring me to take an examination that he scored first on in a competitive nature against somebody else is unconstitutional by definition.  The reality is that we all took the same test and we all had the same study material, there’s no favoritism.  He said, as a matter of fact, in Newell vs. Jackson, another State Supreme Court, they literally said in that exact reading that even in the event that somebody would be wrong misgrading it, the test proved invalid.  Anything short of criminal fraud, you cannot redo it once it has been sealed by the Civil Service, it is over, it’s done.  There is no going back.  He said another thing that was said that brings some interest up.  In the last meeting Mr. Haney said he was tasked in looking into this.  He is curious who tasked him with that.  Mr. Haney said other council members and the Mayor’s office.  Mr. Gue asked, what authority does the Mayor or City Council have to intervene in a Civil Service process according to law?  Mr. Haney said they were just tasked with finding if the test was . . .  Mr. Gue said ignorance of the law is no excuse.  He said the New Burdens Doctrine says that anything that happens afterwards cannot happen—you have no jurisdiction and no involvement whatsoever in Civil Service process at all.  Any attempt to contact or intervene whatsoever is mentioned in Section 29 of the Ohio Revised Code—that is the criminal part.  He is not here to accuse anybody of anything.  But the reality is that we are all held to a higher standard.  His men are expected to make split-second decisions that everybody will scrutinize for months.  He said Council has months to make decisions, and you still missed the mark, and that is unacceptable.  He said the reality is before you accept some kind of obligation like that, you should probably look into it.  He said they have no business and no jurisdiction being involved in the Civil Service, and they can ask Mr. Anderson about that.  It is really easy to find—Section 124.44 of the Ohio Revised Code specifically says that the Civil Service Commission is responsible for that examination.  Any attempt to be involved in that whatsoever is holding up the due process of law.  He said Civil Service is a very important thing.  He said the reason for the creation of the Civil Service was even started was to separate political influence or government influence.  It is not supposed to be that way. It is supposed to guarantee that anybody who takes that test takes on merit and fitness according to law.  If it is going to be otherwise, what is the point of having it.  If a City Councilman can call and say they want to look into this, or the Mayor can call and say he wants to look into this, what is the point?  If we can pick who we want, why do we have it?  We have it so we can have the competitive examination based on merit and fitness, and we all know it.  Mr. Harvey said first of all, he wanted to thank Mr. Gue for his service, and he appreciates his time for the City of Ironton and he has been serving the City of Ironton for 13 years in this capacity.  He said he has seen Police Chiefs and Fire Chiefs come and go, and he has never been involved in it.  He said that the only reason he is involved in this process right now today is because he (Mr. Gue) involved us.  Mr. Gue said he didn’t, and he can show his email.  Mr. Harvey said he honestly doesn’t want to be involved in this process, and when the things came back from the Solicitor to us, as City Council, and to the Mayor and Mr. Gue about the Civil Service exam, residency, etc., he didn’t personally like the fact that the legislation that is on there tonight, 26-16, he doesn’t like the fact that our Police Chief can live in Jackson or Wellston or Gallipolis, and he was perfectly willing to say no, but not for the reason you think.  He said he wants our Police Chief and our Fire Chief to be a resident of Ironton or Lawrence County to be here amongst us, and he thought that was the way it was.  He said when all of this scenario is played out, then we get information that that is the way it used to be in the Charter and it was repealed in 2007—don’t quote him on that year.  He thought all along that that is the way it was, that the Mayor had some discretion in an interview process, and just like in our Employee Handbook, we preferred that person to live within the City or live within the State, etc., and then Mr. Kline at the last meeting, reads the FOP contract that abides by this 26-16—that the officers should live in Lawrence, Scioto, Jackson or Gallia Counties.  So he doesn’t think it is fair to ask our everyday officers on the ground to do something different than their leader.  He said he is speaking for Craig Harvey only.  He said he didn’t want to be involved in this process and he still doesn’t.  They got dragged into it by lawyers and people who know the law.  He said Mr. Gue is quoting the Supreme Court and statutes, but he himself is not a lawyer.  He is listening to what our City Solicitors tell us in good faith, and that is what I am doing.  Mr. Gue said he appreciates that.  He asked if Mr. Harvey realized that there is a open-ended Memorandum between the FOP and City of Ironton that started in 2017.  It’s literally an open-ended contract without expiration and says that we can live within a 40-mile radius of the City.  That is the actual current state right now between the Police Department and the FOP.  Mr. Haney said he would like to address a couple of things that Mr. Gue said.  Mr. Gue said he should have a chance to have rebuttal about what Mr. Harvey said because he thinks it is unfair.  He said the first thing is, his email never said that—his email specifically requested clarification on the interview process and he never questioned the validity of the examination.  He asked if it was in line with the Charter because he was contacted by the Mayor’s secretary about an interview.  Mr. Haney said those are two of the same things, when you question that whole process, that is one process.  Mr. Gue said it doesn’t change the fact that the list was already certified for the examination.  Mr. Harvey said again, the reason he got involved was because the City Solicitors work for us, and when they are asked for opinion, they tag us in the response.  So the reason he is involved is because Mr. Gue asked a question.  Mr. Gue said he didn’t request anything for the record though—he just asked the Mayor to clarify specifically just so we would know.  He said the interview process, according to Charter, said there was a 10-point interview process with Civil Service.  He said when he was scheduled with the Mayor, of course he didn’t understand what happened because he thought he was going to get a call from Civil Service.  So he just said, is this the same thing, am I going to see you and then the Civil Service?  It was a general inquiry, and basically what he was asking is, what is next?  He said it was never questioning anything to that point or anything in the future was going to be considered unlawful in any way.  He was just basically saying, is this going to be the end of it?  He said they could read his emails specifically about that.  That’s the only reason that he asked.  It had nothing to do with checking validity.  Mr. Kline said as far as the MOU that Mr. Gue was referring to, it was first brought to my attention on Friday, and the Mayor sent that to me.  As he recalls, it was signed in November 2017 and that was before he was on Council, and in reviewing it, there is no review clause or an expiration of.  So he has asked our Solicitors for an opinion as to whether it follows the current contract and if it is valid based on Ohio Revised Code language.  He said he has not yet received that opinion back, but what he did see was the 40-mile radius.  Regardless, there is still a residency requirement, whether it is what is stated in that or what was agreed in 2017.  He said he still feels it is important to have a residency requirement for a Police Chief or Fire Chief or somebody over safety.  With that being said, he does know that ORC limits our body putting a residency requirement on to this language that is in this ordinance.  There cannot be a mileage restriction or radius as much as he would like for it to be.  He said this is the only residency restriction that we are able to go to.  So again he goes back to, how can we ask our department to have any kind of residency restriction but the leader does not.  Mr. Gue said one person showed up for the examination.  He didn’t live in Ironton but was certified.  He said those residency restrictions that keep what is going on right now will be even less.  Mr. Haney said there were a couple of others who didn’t show up because they weren’t sure about the time.  Mr. Gue said nevertheless, you are going to keep pushing issues that are going to disqualify good candidates.  He said he has been here for 18 years, and he doesn’t think anyone can question what he has done for this department or anything else, and if he can’t serve as a Police Officer in this City, he doesn’t think him living across the bridge makes a difference.  Does it really matter?  He said just for the record, he inherited a house when my family member passed away and that’s why I live there.  He lived here and his grandmother passed away and I had a house that was free, and that is why he moved there.  It is not because he was trying to be some kind of rebel—it’s because he literally can live there for free.  He said he still goes to work and do what he is supposed to do—he spent more time in the City than he did at home.  Mr. Haney said he was going to respond to what Mr. Gue said.  He said Mr. Gue was saying the Ohio or Federal, whatever, to be stripped.  The testing was not finalized for a legally-binding contract—if the Mayor would have entered into a contract, that would have been a significant liability on the City.  So there was not a title that was awarded to be stripped from.  He said Mr. Gue is saying that once testing results are finalized and certified, the test was not completed.  That is why it was suggested through the Solicitors to stop right now and fix what is broken and then continue.  Through that the Solicitors gave us basically the opinion that if a test comes back invalid, stop it right now, and go with what meets the Charter, and that is what we are going with.  Mr. Gue asked him, is it his statement that there are two certification letters coming from the Civil Service Commission?  Because we have in hand that says otherwise—it says he is on a certified list with Civil Service Department on February 27th.  However, Mr. Haney made the argument earlier when he said that my email was irrelevant because it was all part of the same test—how can you separate it, you can’t have it both ways?  It is either the same test and the certification letter matters, or it’s not.  Mr. Haney said Mr. Gue’s testing procedure and policy, 30% administrative, 30% budgetary, 30% department oriented, and 10% personal interview—that did not occur so the scores of your Chief’s examination, the examination all 100% is not valid.  Mr. Gue said this is unconstitutional and it is illegal.  Mr. Haney said the texting process was not finalized and we’re going with what the Solicitors told us.  He told Mr. Gue that any more contact that he has through email, he should probably go through our City Solicitors.  Mr. Gue said Council is always tagged—everybody is.  Mr. Haney said from Mr. Gue’s thread of imminent litigation, he just needs to contact the City Solicitors.  Mr. Gue said that it will be sent to all of Council as a governing body because they are still a legislative body.   

	Mary Ann Tussey, 1507 Karin Street, said she wanted to mention that she has had two elderly ladies say that during these meetings that they can’t hear on line.  She said in listening to all of this, if you have people who are going to take the test and they are not from Lawrence County or locally, and you have that in your Charter, and you have to go outside of that and they do not live in any of these counties, what are you going to do then?  Mr. Haney said there is actually an ongoing recruiting process through Jackson, he thinks also Lawrence County Collins Career Center and maybe the Votech School in Scioto County.  Ms. Tussey said maybe they should put it on there if you are advertising for police officers, here are some requirements.  Mr. Haney said he agrees.  Ms. Tussey said she has another question about the unforgivable loan.  She was told by Jay Kehoe that a decision was made in February.  She said she saw where there was a check was made and something was put in the paper about one participant of that.  She said she still has not received the list of who else received money.  She understands that it is supposed to be posted on the website as to when that was going to happen.  She said she has requested a list of everybody who applied and who received the money from Jay Kehoe, and she still hasn’t got that.  Mr. Haney asked what it is she is talking about?  Ms. Tussey said the unforgivable loan, the money they were handing out.  Mr. Haney asked if she had submitted an application.  Ms. Tussey said no but she knows someone who did.  Mr. Haney said that is the Mayor’s office, and he asked the Mayor if he had those scored and if he had a timeline of when those would be awarded?  Mayor Cramblit said they have been awarded.  Mr. Brown said Ms. Tussey is asking for a list.  Mayor Cramblit said he didn’t have them in front of him but he can get them.  Ms. Tussey said going back to transparency, here lies another issue.  She said they put it out there and said that you were going to take these applications last August, you assigned the money, but there’s no follow-up on who got it and how much they got, other than the one she saw in the newspaper.  She said there are people sitting out there who have applied and they have been told that they are not getting any money, but who got the money.  She said she thinks in transparency they should put something out there and let people know who got it and how much they got.  Mr. Haney said that was done through a board to not have this issue with Council members because we did it to help the community and help businesses revamp or come to town and things like that.  He said we wanted that out of our hands when that legislation was discussed and passed.  He agrees that it would be nice to see and we will work on that, but that issue is not a Council issue due to . . . we didn’t want any personal affiliation with this going here and this going there—that is through a board that is directed by the Mayor.  Ms. Tussey said that she contacted Jay Kehoe and she is still waiting on a response.  She said she had one other comment about the waste water money and the fee raising.  She asked how many of Council thought about people who are on Social Security, and you’re going to raise it $8 per 1,000 or whatever—they aren’t going to get $8 more on their checks, it is just going to cost them more.  She said she knows they all work and have a paycheck coming in, but there are people, our senior citizens, who don’t get extra money, they don’t have that extra; and she hopes Council will consider that when you make these decisions.  She said she knows the City has to run and they have to create money, but she hopes they consider the senior citizens.  Mr. Haney asked her if she was talking about the storm water and ERU’s?  Ms. Tussey said yes.  Mr. Haney said that there is a hardship clause in there to where if it affects your income like that, there are things you can fill out or an appeals board, correct?  Mr. Harvey said there is no current legislation, there was in the previous legislation.  He said Ms. Tussey said waste water, and storm water was discussed in Public Utilities.  He thinks we are comingling . . .  He said his legislation was about storm water and getting it away from how much you drink to how much goes into the storm system.  He asked Ms. Tussey which one she was talking about.  Ms. Tussey said the one they are going to raise.  Mr. Harvey said one of them is just shifting the model of pay from being tied to drinking water to actually how much you contribute to storm run-off.  He said their legislation is about sewer and the need for infrastructure upgrades to sewer.  Ms. Tussey said they were talking about $2 for every . . .  Mr. Haney said currently she is more than likely, or most people will see a decrease in their storm water.  Ms. Tussey said she will hold him to that.  Mr. Kline said in the presentation they listened to in the Public Utilities meeting, it would be a more fair way for billing for storm water—it is actually going to be billed by run-off versus actual usage, which is what Craig is saying.  He said there will be an actual evaluation of people’s parcels and permeable area that they have.  He said the consultant was suggesting that would actually be a shift of the financial burden to larger commercial and industrial sites versus residential, which would actually be more users of water at this time.  He said he wanted to touch on what Ms. Tussey is talking about because it does weigh on him and he doesn’t take it lightly when it comes to rates.  He has three kids and works three jobs and he doesn’t want to pay one more bill.  But he works hard to pay the bills because he wants to make sure he is contributing just like everybody else in the City.  He wants his water to run, he wants his toliets to flush.  He said he does know that a lot of people are struggling and he knows he is very blessed.  He said we try to be conscious of being able to something off the bill when it comes to the Water Administration and the garbage fee.  He said he knows we have places like the CAO that will help people who do have problems in paying their bills, and that information is available at the counter on the second floor.  Ms. Tussey said that there some people though who don’t want to ask for help, but she has seen the person’s refrigerator be empty.  She said she knows it is only $8, but that means a lot to the older folks who don’t get extra money.  She said she just wanted Council to consider that.  Whenever she hears that anything is going to increase, she just thinks of them first because it really is hard on them.  Mr. Haney said one thing he does want to bring up.  He said Nate has been their representative in the revamping of our waste water treatment plant.  He said we have received bids of $70 million to $80 million, but they have worked it with Council’s approval to where Mr. Haskins has put in a tremendous amount of work to get that number probably about 20% of that total project.  He said we are not going to throw $70 or $80 million out there and make everybody pay for it—we are actively looking at ways and putting people in the right positions.  He said the Mayor put Mr. Haskins in there and Nate is working with them to make sure that . . . like Nate said, he doesn’t want to pay another bill.  He said we are working and the City is working to try to nullify increases and modernize our infrastructure.  Ms. Tussey asked who sponsored the bill about the Police?  Mr. Haney said himself, Mr. Scott and Mr. Harvey.  

	Terryann Blizzard, Scoutmaster Girls Troop #106, 710 Park Avenue, Suite 3.  She passed an announcement and update.  She said last year they were doing some research about January, and they thought they were 80 years old but that didn’t sound right.  First they found one of the charters in Scioto County said that they were 95 years old.  They had their celebration last year for the 95th.  Then their guy from District, who they have been working with and an Eagle Scout from their Troop in the 1980’s, found their original charter from Lawrence County—they were Troop #6 and when they moved to councils is when they changed to #106, and they chartered in Lawrence County in 1926, so this year marks their 100th anniversary, not the 96th like they originally thought.  She said Tuesday, April 7th was the official date of the document, so on April 7th they were 100 years old.  She said also a recruitment  update.  She said they want Council and the community to know that they are always recruiting and happy to take new recruits.  They also have their contact on Facebook, BSA Troop #106, Ironton, Ohio.  She said they participate in Navy Night and hold the flags for the 13 folds, and they also carry division banners and signs in the Memorial Day Parade.  She said with the 100 years, they have more than 100 Eagle Scouts.  She said Matthew Heighton in about 2022 would have been their 100th Eagle Scout.  She finally found the actual list and they had no idea how many Eagle Scouts there were until they started doing this research as to how old our troop actually is.  Mr. Haney said he thinks somebody was recently in the process of doing their Eagle Scout project.  Ms. Blizzard said they have had several recently.  She said last year it was the floodwall and it was Anika McCown, and her sister is working on hers at Ironton High School; and before that it was Luke , who did the Military Wall at Woodlawn Cemetery.  They also have five or six who are ready for Eagle Scouts.

	Mayor Cramblit said he wanted to make Council aware of some good news.  He said the Ohio EPA reached out on Tuesday and said that we were approved for $10 million for PFAS treatment through the Dupont settlement, and that grant agreements should be coming within the next couple of weeks.  He said also he would like to have an Executive Session to discuss contracts for union negotiations with the Finance Director.  Mr. Kline asked where engineering is with putting together the PFAS plan.  Mayor Cramblit said they are working together on that, but it’s been approved because of our community being directly impacted by the Dupont settlement—there’s money that has line items specifically based on your water systems along the river, and there’s not too many that even qualify for the settlement.  Mr. Kline said he guesses what he is asking is does the plan exceed $10 million.  The Mayor said not that he is aware of, it is in the design process right now.  He said he knows the design was $100,000, which is usually 10% of the design.  He said with the PFAS treatment, you can go as far as what is needed, and with us using infiltration pumps and our kind of regulations but, hopefully, we can use $10 million for that treatment.  Mr. Kline asked if he needed anything from this body in regard to the . . .  Mayor Cramblit said not right now until they any agreements.  He said they are at the point where they are trying to get rid of the money that the State is sitting on to settle that and they have Ironton as a community that they have to disperse money to.  He said he has signed a few other settlements with 3M that are out of New Orleans, and that settlement is around at least $100,000 (or $700,000) through the other ongoing lawsuit we have.  Mr. Kline said he would like to have consideration before we are too far into this process is to make sure we review those settlement dollars and where whatever money is coming from and the State from the settlement dollars, and make sure we segregate what is restricted and what is unrestricted.  He said that he knows we might have comingled that right now and our budget just has settlement.  The Mayor said the State dollars were specifically Dupont and the other one is the ongoing one and is out of New Orleans District Court.  But we were a Phase 1 community because we live in the Ohio River basin and that is why they flagged us to be part of that lawsuit and also because they had to settle those first before they could settle on New York and all of these other areas.  Mr. Brown asked if there is any overlap on any of the equipment that would be required to treat PFAS with the existing Waste Water infrastructure, or are those two completely different ones?  Mayor Cramblit said that he thinks it will be strictly for the use of PFAS chemicals that could possibly come to our system.  Mr. Haskins said yes, for drinking water, but eventually within the next five years he thinks you will see it in waste water.  Mr. Brown asked if we know in the water filtration process, is any of that equipment that will help us in regard to regular water treatment or is it really just specific to PFAS?  Mr. Haskins said specifically to PFAS.  The Mayor said if you had to upgrade your power usage and things like that, there are things included that would enhance or upgrade other aspects of the process, but primarily it would have to somehow be justified that it is tied to that.  

REPORTS – None  

ORDINANCES 

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

Mr. Kline said Ordinance 26-23 received a favorable recommendation from Finance Committee.  Mr. Kline moved, seconded by Mr. Hock, to suspend the rules and give Ordinance 26-23 second and third reading by title only.  Discussion:  Mr. Brown asked if there was a reason why we have to suspend the rules to expedite this or is this something where they could allow more time for public input and multiple readings.  Mr. Kline said his thinking behind that is that Ordinance 26-20 regarding the bonds is something that has already been negotiated by our bonding agency and Mr. Elam has the administrative locked in.  He thinks that it is pretty imperative that we are going to go with that.  He said Ordinance 26-23 and Ordinance 26-20 would go hand in hand.  Mr. Brown asked Mr. Elam how much time do they have on our end before that goes out the window.  Mr. Elam said he thinks it would be prudent to go ahead and if it is your intent to pass this, then pass it now.  He said the other thing that happens is that these rate increases were based on how many more months do we have remaining this year and what is it going to be.  He said they will go up incrementally as time passes.  He said he knows that the bonding underwriter was asking me to call him quickly tomorrow morning if it did pass, so we are kind of on a time schedule, and it is multiple things that are affected by that schedule, including the rates and proposed adjustments.  Mr. Brown said he understands that they are needed adjustments to fund improvements that we have to have—his only concern is always in the name of allowing the public to have input; and he understands that when we have to pass things in the emergency measure, it makes it hard because if there is a member of the public who can’t be there at that one meeting, then they don’t have an opportunity to ask questions to understand more of why we are doing what we are doing instead of having two-way conversations.  Mr. Haney said when we lowered the rates about three months ago or longer for . . .  Mr. Kline said that there was a rate adjustment at the beginning of last year.  Mr. Brown said that there was a table of proposed adjustments that we started reviewing this year, but we didn’t actually enact any of that yet.  Mr. Kline said that is correct, that’s a summary of this legislation, but it has not been enacted.  He said it was discussed in committee.  Mr. Haney said it is a break-even, right?  Mr. Kline said no, it is not a break-even.  Mr. Elam said the fees that are being adjusted downward are monthly fees.  Mr. Kline said yes, the water administration and garbage fee are flat rates—the sewer rate is a usage rate.  Motion to suspend the rules:  Ayes:  Harvey, Hock, Kline, Scott, Simmons—five.  Nays:  Brown, Haney—two.   

ORDINANCE NO. 26-25 -	ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING THE CITY OF IRONTON, OHIO, TO ENTER INTO A MASTER EQUIPMENT LEASE-PURCHASE AGREEMENT AND PROPERTY SCHEDULE NO. 1 BY AND BETWEEN SANTANDER BANK AND THE CITY OF IRONTON, OHIO, TO FINANCE THE PURCHASE OF POLICE VEHICLES FOR THE CITY OF IRONTON AND AUTHORIZING OTHER DOCUMENTS IN CONNECTION THEREWITH, AND DECLARING AN EMERGENCY was given first reading.

Mr. Kline noted that this ordinance was given a favorable recommendation from Finance Committee.  Mr. Kline moved, seconded by Mr. Hock, to suspend the rules and give Ordinance 26-25 second and third reading by title only.  Motion passed unanimously and Ordinance 26-25 was given second and third reading.  Mr. Kline moved, seconded by Mr. Hock, to adopt Ordinance 26-25.  Motion passed unanimously.  ADOPTED

ORDINANCE NO. 26-16 -	REQUIRING THE CHIEF OF POLICE DEPARTMENT AND THE CHIEF OF FIRE DEPARTMENT TO BE RESIDENTS OF LAWRENCE COUNTY, SCIOTO COUNTY, JACKSON COUNTY OR GALLIA COUNTY AND DECLARING AN EMERGENCY was given third reading.

Discussion:  Mr. Kline said he would like to reiterate what he said at their last meeting regarding this ordinance.  He said that he feels like there needs be some sort of residency requirement for Police and Fire Chiefs.  The people on the Police Department are asked to serve with a residency requirement.  He personally would like to see something with a mileage radius, however, based on the Ohio Revised Code, it doesn’t lend itself to be able to do that in our shoes.  Does he want somebody driving from Gallipolis to Ironton to serve as Police Chief?  He said no.  He would still like that our Employee Manual be taken into account as far as the preference.  With that being said, this is the only residency requirement at our disposal, and that is why he supports this Ordinance.  Mr. Kline moved, seconded by Mr. Haney, to adopt Ordinance 26-16.  Discussion:  Mr. Brown said he is in 100% agreement with Mr. Kline and he wishes that ORC allowed a tighter radius—he likes the principle behind that.  He personally finds it difficult to vote in favor of that until we have an opinion back on the 40-mile radius of the Memorandum of Understanding, and since we don’t have a legal opinion back on that yet, he doesn’t think he can vote in the affirmative yet.  He agrees with the principle and he doesn’t know if anybody else would share those feelings and he would be open to tabling this until the next meeting until they get that legal opinion, but as of tonight he doesn’t feel comfortable yet in voting in the affirmative.  Ayes:  Haney, Harvey, Kline, Scott—four.  Nays:  Brown, Hock, Simmons—three.  ADOPTED 

ORDINANCE NO. 26-17 -	REQUIRING CITY DEPARTMENT HEADS 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 second reading.

Mr. Kline moved, seconded by Mr. Hock, to suspend the rules for Ordinance 26-17 and give it third reading by title only.  Motion passed unanimously and Ordinance 26-17 was given third reading.  Mr. Kline moved, seconded by Mr. Brown, to adopt Ordinance 26-17.  Motion passed unanimously.  ADOPTED

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

Discussion:  Mr. Kline said Ordinance 26-18 received favorable recommendation by the Finance Committee.  Mr. Brown said he is comfortable himself on this since this is second reading on this tonight.  He just wants to reemphasize that this does not increase the residential user’s rate for single-dwelling unit or for somebody in an apartment who can’t get trash service.  This addresses dumpsters in particular and tends to bring them up more to a market rate.  It is still by far the best deal compared to any of the competitors servicing that you could purchase a dumpster for in the City, by a significant amount in some cases.  He said this better adjusts the legislation to also capture the four and five-day pick-up, whereas right now the previous legislation only addresses one price for three, four, or five-day pick-up, of course, our cost increase with four and five days, so this really reflects that.  Mr. Haney said that there is another ordinance that we voted to give another reading to, so he would like to take this to third reading just in case people want to come in and state their case.  Unless somebody wants to go ahead and motion and second it, we will move along.

ORDINANCE NO. 26-19 -	REPEALING CHAPTER 876 OF THE CODIFIED ORDINANCES OF THE CITY OF IRONTON, OHIO REGULATING TAXICABS AND DECLARING AN EMERGENCY was given second reading.

Discussion:  Ms. Simmons said she is in no hurry for this to be an emergency, but she just thought that since it was something dating back to 1950 and hadn’t had any meaningful updates since 1965, constituents have been confused about whether services are available or not, and one resident approached her about it potentially limiting a business around ride shares in town.  She said it creates unnecessary barriers real and perceived, and she just doesn’t think it is necessary for 2026.  Mr. Scott said he shares this sentiment and he has had many people approach him that it is a danger to public safety sometimes, too, with there not being updates to this type of ordinance over time.  So just with the amount of discussions that he has had, he would be comfortable with moving this along to third reading.  Mr. Scott moved, seconded by Mr. Hock, to suspend the rules and give Ordinance 26-19 third reading by title only.  Mr. Kline asked if there was a current contract in place. Mr. Elam said it expired on March 31st.  Mr. Kline said, so there is nothing as of April 9th?  Mr. Elam said no, not that he can locate.  Motion passed unanimously and Ordinance 26-19 was given third reading.  Mr. Scott moved, seconded by Ms. Simmons, to adopt Ordinance 26-19.  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 WASTEWATER SYSTEM, AND 

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 IMPROVEMENTS-DIGESTER, TRICKLING FILTER, AND DISINFECTION PROJECT AND DECLARING AN EMERGENCY was given second reading.

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 second reading.

Mr. Haney said he wanted to mention that there is a public hearing scheduled for April 23rd at 5:00 p.m. for the 13th Street legislation.  Mr. Harvey said that is also not required, we’re just doing it as a courtesy to give people a chance to voice their opinion about northly or southerly.  They are all upset about it being too narrow for two-way traffic, so it is up to them about whether it goes north or south.  

RESOLUTIONS 

RESOLUTION NO. 26-24 -	RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE APPROVAL OF THE CONTRACT FOR SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH THE IRONTON-LAWRENCE COUNTY AREA COMMUNITY ACTION ORGANIZATION, INC. (CAO) was read.

Mr. Harvey said this is legislation that Ms. Throckmorton from CAO came to speak to us about, the trade-off for $27 million for $36,750.  Mr. Harvey moved, seconded by Mr. Hock, to adopt Resolution 26-24.  Discussion:  Nate Kline said he wanted to note that Resolution 26-24 received favorable recommendation from Finance Committee, and he is going to abstain from the vote to avoid a possible conflict of interest.  Motion passed unanimously, with Mr. Kline abstaining.  ADOPTED 

MISCELLANEOUS

	Ms. Simmons said she wanted to note that the Minutes are on the website, and she wanted to say thank you for getting those up there.  She did notice that the last ordinance was the hotel tax on there so if we need to be adding those, maybe that can be next on the list.

	Mr. Haney told Mr. Elam that are more and more Airbnb’s or VBRO’s.  Is there anything else he needs from Council to capture . . . ?  Mr. Elam said he doesn’t know where they are.  Mr. Haney said if they go through a company, it should automatically go once we enact that . . .  we enacted that three years ago.  As long as we have confirmation through VBRO or Airbnb, etc., this is just automatically on your bill.  The Mayor said he checked it, and he was wondering why ours didn’t show the local tax on there, and he thinks it is because the ordinance is written that they are required to remit to the Finance Department.  He thinks Airbnb is fighting it in a lot of states to collect on behalf of the owners of those.  He said it is really a matter of making sure that all of the people who have them listed are remitting that 3% that is installed.  Mr. Haney asked if they need to change their ordinance.  The Mayor said he doesn’t know if it will change it or not because the State of Ohio was trying to make it to where the local communities couldn’t oversee or do anything to regulate Airbnb’s.  Mr. Brown said he wanted to clarify—the City is not receiving any checks from Airbnb?  The Mayor said no, it is written for the owner to actually send that.  Mr. Brown asked if it was possible for that ordinance to make that the responsibility of the Airbnb. . .  The Mayor said he noticed in West Virginia it will say City, Local and State breakdown so it is built into the price, which he is sure has to go through Airbnb at that point.  He said he looked at ours and he looked at Portsmouth, and it is not included there but both cities have an Airbnb tax.  He looked at Kentucky and didn’t notice it either, but he thinks Airbnb is lobbying their state to remove that from their report.  He looked at Cincinnati and it does collect the city so there might be a threshold of collection, like you have to have so many users for them to actually collect on behalf . . .  Mr. Haney said when you would put a property on there, is that something that the owner would have to say, yes, our municipality has a tax.  The Mayor said he doesn’t know because he has seen different examples, but he was trying to figure out why ours wasn’t in there and he came to the conclusion that either we don’t have enough users for Airbnb to say that they are going to collect on our behalf, or it’s because our language specifically holds the owner responsible for remitting that tax.  So they are supposed to pay it out on their own to us.  Mr. Haney asked Mr. Elam if he could contact either VBRO or Airbnb and ask about our specific situation.  Mr. Elam said absolutely.  

	Mr. Brown said he doesn’t know if any other Council members would be in favor of maybe scheduling a town hall meeting around those rates—that way it is not eating up time in the next Council meeting.  He said if so, he would be happy to join with two other members to call that.  He said also, for the Mayor to put on his radar about the street lights—as we get father from the center of town, we still have a lot of our decorative street poles out.  The Mayor said he needs to give them some numbers on also—Etna Street has lot of activity down there at the pickleball court, and a lot of people have been bringing up the lighting situation.  He said we would have to rent a vehicle to actually access those and change those out, which is quite pricey to rent, so he wanted to put that on everyone’s radar.  He said he thinks it is worth it because the place is getting a lot of activity.   Mr. Harvey said he wanted to mention to be careful of town hall meetings without calling a committee or Council meeting because of . . .  Mr. Brown said it would be like a Special meeting.  

	Mr. Kline moved, seconded by Mr. Haney, to go into Executive Session to discuss contracts with the Mayor and Finance Director, with no action to follow.  Motion passed unanimously.
	
	Minutes were taken by Marta Leach, Clerk.

            In attendance:  John Elam, Mayor Cramblit


________________________________		_______________________________
Clerk							Vice Mayor

______________________________
Mayor 
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