AGENDA
PIQUA CITY COMMISSION
WORKSESSION
THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 2012
7:30 P.M. — COMMISSION CHAMBER - 2" FLOOR
201 WEST WATER STREET
PIQUA, OHIO 45356

CALL TO ORDER
ROLL CALL

CITY COMMISSION WORKSESSION
1. Municipal Court Location

2. Vicious Dogs ~ Part 2

3. Recycling Program* (Discussion Only)

4, Transportation Committee Recommendations

5. Redistricting Update* (Discussion Only)

6. Public Safety Income Tax* {Discussion Only)

7. Mote Park Picnic Shelter

8. Roadway Maintenance Agreement with Miami County

9., Adjournment
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Miami County Municipal Court
1. Background

The Municipal Court is located in the Knights St. John's building behind the
police station parking lot. Court is held every Wednesday morning with once a
month also containing a small number of small claims cases.

The County has leased the building from the Knights of St. John at a cost of
approximately $30,000 per year. Initially this building was open multiple days for
the convenience of being able to pay court fines and see probation. Probation
hasn’t been located in the building outside of court hours for in excess of two
years. The Court staff has been minimized as well, gradually decreasing the
days a clerk was at the building. Currently there is no clerk at the building
outside of court hours.

In preparation of the County’s lease expiring early 2012, the Court requested the
City's position on holding court in Pigua. No other community within the County
holds court outside of the County Courthouse. The City has requested that a
court remain in Pigua; however, in facing budgetary issues, the City began
discussions with the County on possible alternatives.

The primary question fo be answered is whether the City of Piqua desires to
continue to have a court in Pigua and if so, what aliernative can the City
participate in as a partner to lessen the financial burden?

2. Spacing Issues

Having a court requires more space than one room for a courtroom. Spacing
that is required includes:

e A Judge’s chambers. This is where lawyers meet privately with the
Judge in off the record discussions.

¢ A secure Clerk’s office. Currently there is buliet proof glass and a

locked door accessible by a punch code. There is money taken in

as well as equipment that is kept at the Clerk’s office such as

computers, a copier and fax.

Space for the prosecutor.

Space for the public defender.

Space for probation.

A waiting area. There are multiple things taking place at court,

pretrials, arraignments and small claims. All of these having
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3. Useage

Piqua has consistently held approximately the same percentage of all County cases:

Piqua County Percentage of

Totai

2008 Criminal 1,472 5,633 26%

2008 Traffic 1,147 13,814 8%

2009 Criminal 1,295 5,288 24%

2009 Traffic 1,666 12,609 13%

2010 Criminal 1,286 4,805 27%

2010 Traffic 1,289 10,890 12%

2011 Criminal 1,308 4,613 30%

2011 Traffic 1,217 10,460 12%

Out of these total cases, it is unknown what percentage live in Piqua. Many times in
court the defendant requests a change in address and it is often Troy or Sidney.

4, Mote Park

It has been suggested that Mote Park be a viable option for the Court. The floor
plan is quite similar to what is used now for the Pigua court. 1t contains an office
space, waiting area and a room to be used as a courtroom. Much needed
renovations would have to take place. Court personnel, including the judges,
clerk’s office, probation and the IT Director walked the building to determine the
feasibility of a court. There has been no further discussion other than the City
doing some preliminary drawings of layout. Renovations would likely be costly
and there has been no discussion on who would pay for those renovations.

The Mote Park building is rented out. In renovating the building, the stage wouild
be removed. If is no longer used by Piqua Players and during 2011, the stage
was used 9 times for events. The building was used a total of 190 times during
2011. The kitchenette would remain.

5. Judge Gutmann
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Pit bulls may lose ‘vicious’ label due to bill
Senate OK's bill that will not immediately label any dog as ‘vicious.’
- By'Lawrence Budd, Staff Writer

Updaled .08 PM Wednesday, February 1, 2012

COLUMBUS — Pit bulls would no longer be the only dogs that could immediately be classified as
viciousunder new legislation passed by the Ohio Senate this week.
The bill, passed Tuesday, also would. eliminate problems that for decades have hampered animal

control efforts involving other dog breeds, according to Mark Kumpf, director of Monigomery
County Animal Resource Center,

“Tt bagically levels the playing field for all breeds of dog,” Kuinpf said Wednesday. “Other than
the one dog; we've had our hands tied.”

The Senate voted 27-5 to Tewrite the state’s vicious dog law, passed in 1987 and weakened by a
2004 -Ohio Supreme Court ruling.

The Supmme Court found the law failed to provide due process — the nght to a court hearing —
for other dﬂg owners, discouraging animal control officers from issuing citation for first
fifractions.

Unlesé itwas.a pit bull mix, “your dog had one free bite,” Kumpf said.

Kumpf was part of a group involved in rewriting the bill introduced last January — for the second
tirhe — by Rep. Barbara Sears, R-Monclova Twp.

Next the bill is headed back to the House of Representatives for final changes.

T 51gned by the governor, the law would allow animal control officers to designate any dog as
nuxsanca,” “dangerous” or“ vicious,” régardless of breed. Violators could be fined or face felony

Regardless of breed, the vicious dog classification would apply to dogs that, without provocation,
badly injure or kill a person. Such dogs are often seized and euthanized.

For now, Ohio remains the only state which only classifies pit bulls as vicious, a distinction that
has divided victims of pit-bull bites and those who love the mixed breed.

The existing law also discourages some pit bull owners from licensing their pets or picking them
up from the pound, Kumpf said.

Under the new law, their owners would no longer need liability insurance.

Sen. Jim Hughes, R-Columbus, said pit bulls were involved in bad-bites cases and used by drug
dealers. '

hittp://www.daytondailynews.com/news/dayton-news/pit-bulls-may-lose-vicious-label-due-t... 2/2/2012
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“Unfortizhately, pit bulls in this county have had a lot of bad cases with children and drugs,”
Hughes said. “Drug dealers use these dogs to go after police.”

Last month in Dayton, a pit bull mauled two people, including its owner, sending both to the
hospital. Tt was the latest in a series of bad-bite cases involving pit bulls reported in the area.

A 2011 Dayton Daily News examination of dog bites in Montgomery County found pit bulls led all
breeds in the number of reported dog bites sinee January 2009. But boxers, German shepherds
and Labradors collectively had more bites reported. All told, 83 percent of the reported bites did
riot itivolve pit bulls:

“The majority of the pit bulls we deal with are not aggressive animals;” said Eric Hancock; a dog
warden in: Warren County.

The law will have no effect on communities; including Xenia, Hamilton and Cincinnati, that place
spectal restrictions on pit bull mixes. Dayton prohibits ownership of any dangerous or vicious

The House is expected to make changes on Feb. 8.

Amendinents suggested by Gov. John Kasich's office have already been added, Kumpf said.
“ft'a probably got several weeks before it sees the governor’s desk,” he said.

Theé Cofumbus Dispatch contributed to this repoit.

Contact this reporter at (937) 225-2261 or Ibudd@Dayton DailyNews.com.

Find this ariicle at:

hitpe/hsew daytondailynews comfnewsldayton-news/pit-bulls-may-lose-vicious-label-dug-o-Lil- 1322792 htiml
£ Pring this page [~ Close

htth://www.davtondailviews.com/Mmews/davton-hews/nit-bulls-mav-lose-vicious-label-due-t... 2122012



As Passed by the Senate

129th General Assembly
Regular Session Sub. H. B. No. 14
2011-2012

Representiative Sears

Cosponsors: Representatives Winburn, Garland, Bubp, Duffey, Gardner,
Lundy, Szollosi, Wachtmann Speaker Batchelder

Senators Wagoner, LaRose, Coley, Jordan, Seitz

ABILL

To amend sections 955.08, 955.11, 955.22, 955.89,
1901.18, and 1907.031 and to enact sections
955.222 and 955.54 of the Revised Code to remove
pit bulls from the definition of "vicious dog" in
state law, to establish a process by which owners,
keepers, or harborers of dogs that have been
designated as nuisance, dangeroug, Or vicious may
appeal that designation, to define a "nuisance
dog," to change the definitions of a "dangerous
dog" and a "vicious dog," to require the owner of
a dangerous dog to obtain a dangerous dog
registration certificate, to prohibit certain
felons from owning dogs under certain conditions,
and to change the penalties involving ownership of

nuisance, dangerous, and vicious dogs.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF THE STATE OF OHIO:

Section 1. That sections $55.08, 955.11, 955.22, 955.%9,
1901.18, and 1907.031 be amended and sections 955.222 and 955.54

of the Revised Code be enacted to read as follows:
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Sub. H. B. No. 14
As Passed by the Sehate

gec. 955.08. In addition to the certificate of registraticn
provided for by section 955.07 of the Revised Code, the county
auditor shall issue to every person making application for the
registration of a dog and paying the required fee therefor a metal
tag for each dog so registered. The form, character, and lettering
of the tag shall be prescribed by the county auditor. Each year
the tag shall be a color distinctive from that of the previous
yvear. If a tag is lost, a duplicate shall be furnished by the
auditor upon proper proof of loss and the payment of ewentyEive
cents five dollars for each duplicate tag issued er-payment—of—on
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Sec. 955.11. (A) As used in this section:

(1) (a) "Dangerous dog" means a dog that, without provocation,

and subject to division (A} (1) (b) of this section, has ehaged-e¥
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anv of the following:

(1) Caused iniury, other than killing or serious injury. Lo

any person:

{ii} Killed anofher dodg;

(iii) Been the subiject of a third or subgequent vioclation of

Aivision (Y of section 955,22 of the Revised Code.

(b) "Dangerous dog" does not incliude a police dog that has
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Sub. H. B. No. 14
As Passed by the Senate

anv-persen caused injury, other than killing or serious ipjury. to

any person or has killed another dog while the police dog is being

used to assist one or more law enforcement officers in the

performance of their official duties.

(2) "Menacing fashion" means that a dog would cause any
person being chased or approached to reasonably believe that the

dog will cause physical injury to that person.

(23) {a) Subiect to division (A)(3)(b) of this section,

f"puigance doa" means a dog that without provocation and while ofF

the premises of its owner, keeper. or harborer has ghssed or

approached a person in either a menacing fashion or an apparent

attitude of attack or haso aibtempted to bite ox otherwise endanger

any . persoil.

(b} "Nuisance dog" does not include a pelice dog that while

being used to assist one or more law enforcement officers in the

performance of official duties has chased or approached a pexson

in either a menacing fashion or an apparent atbitude of attack or

has artempted to bite or otherwise endangey any person,

(4) "Police dog" means a dog that has been trained, and may
be used, to assist one or wmore law enforcement officers in the

pérformance of their official duties.

4£43(3) vgSerious injury" means any of the following:

(z) Anv phveical harm that carries a substantial risk of

death;

(b) Anyv physical harm that involves a permanent incapaciiy.

whether partial or total, or a temporary, substapiial incapacity;

{e) Anv physical harm that involves a permanent disfigurement

or g temnporary, sericusg disfigurement;
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Sub, H. B. No. 14 Page 4
As Passed by the Senate

(d) Anv ophysical harm that involves acute pain of a duration 79

that results in substantial suffering or any degree of prolonged 80
or intractable pain, 81
(6) (a) "Vicious dog" means a dog that, without provocation g2

and subject to division ()44 (6) (b)Y of this section, meeks—any—of 83
Ehe—Etollowiag 84
4dd-Fas hag killed oxr caused serious injury to any personnr 85

86

87

88

89

90c

91

(b) "Viecious dog" does not include either of the following: 92

(1) A police dog that has killed or caused serious injury to 93

any person or—-thathag-coused dnduey —other—thanloiiiing—or 24
serious—intury—to—ony-person while the police dog is being used 85
to assist one or more law enforcement officers in the performance 96
of their official duties; 97
(i1) A dog that has killed or caused serious injury to any 98
person while a person was committing or attempting to commit a 99
trespass or other criminal offense on the property of the owner, 100
keeper, oxr harborer of the dog. 101
£5)(7) "Without provocation" means that a dog was not teased, 102
cormented, or abused by a person, or that the dog was not coming 103
to the ald or the defense of a person who was not engaged in 104
illegal or criminal activity and who was not uging the dog as a 105
means of carrying out such activity. 106
{B) Upon the transfer of ownership of any dog, the seller of 107

the dog shall give the buyer a transfer of ownership certificate ioe



Sub. H. B. No. 14
As Passed by the Senate

that shall be signed by the seller. The certificate shall contain
the registration number cof the dog, the name of the seller, and a
brief description of the dog. Blank forms of the certificate may
pe obtained from the county auditor. A transfer of ownership shall
be recorded by the auditor upon presentation of a transfer of
ownership certificate that is signed by the former owner of a dog

and that is accompanied by a fee of twenky—five-cents five
dollars.

(C) Prior to the transfer of ownership or possession of any
"dog, upon the buyer's or other transferee's reguest, the seller or
other transferor of the dog shall give to the person a written

notice relative to the behavior and propensities of the dog.

(D} Within ten days after the transfer of ownership or
possession of any dog, if the seller or other transferor of the
dog has knowledge that the dog isg a dangerous or—vietous dog, ke

+he saller or other transferor shall give to the buyer or other

transferee, the board of health for the district in which the
buyer or other transferee resides, and the dog warden of the
county in which the buyer or other transferee resides, a completed
coby of a written form on which the seller shall furnish the

foliowing information:

(1) The name and address of the buyer or other transferee of

the dog;

(2) The age, sex, color, breed, and current registration

number of the dog.

in addition, the seller shall answer the following guestions.

which shall be specifically stated on the form as follows:

"Hag the dog ever chased or attempted to attack or bite a
person? If yes, describe the incident (8) in which the behavior

occurred.®

"Has the dog ever bitten a person? If yes, describe the
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Sub. H. B. No. 14
As Passed by the Senate

incident (g) in which the behavior occurred.”

"Hae the dog ever seriously injured or killed a person? If

ves, describe the incident(s) in which the behavior occurred."

The dog warden of the county in which the seller resides’

shall furnish the form to the seller at no cost.

(E) No seller or other transferor of a dog shall fail to
comply with the applicable requirements of divisions (B} to (D) of

this secticn.

Sec. 955.22. {(A) As used in this section, "dangerous dog" and
Heriedous—degli-have has the same meandmgs meaning as in gsection
955,11 of the Revised Code.

(BY No owner, keeper, or harborer of any female dog shall
permit it to go beyond the premises of the owner, keeper, or
harborer at any time the dog is in heat unless the doy ig properly

in leash.

() Exéept when a dog is lawfully engaged in hunting and
accompanied by the owner, keeper, harborer, or handler of the dog,
no owner, keeper, or harborer of any dog shall fail at any time to

do either of the following:

{1} Keep the dog physically confined or restrained upon the
premises of the owner, keeper, or harborer by a leash, tether,
adequate fence, supervision, or secure enclosure to prevent

escape;
(2) Keep the dog under the reasconable control of some person.

(D) Except when a dangerous er—ieieus dog is lawfully
engaged in hunting or training for the purpose of hunting and is
accompanied by the owner, keeper, harborer, or handler of the dog,
no owner, keeper, or harborer of a dangerous er—rhadeus dog shall

fail to do either of the following:
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Sub. H. B, No. 14
As Passed by the Senate

(1) While that dog is on the premises of the owner, keeper,
or harborer, securely confine it at all times in a locked pen that
has a top, locked fenced yard, or other locked enclosure that has
a top—execepi—-that—a—dangerous-Gog—may—in—the-arternativer—be
£tead with-aleash-sr—tether-so—that-thedog—isadeguatedy
restroiaed;

(2) While that dog is off the premises of the owner, keeper,
or harborer, keep that dog on a chain-link leash or tether that is

nct more than six feet in length and additionally do at least one

of the following:

(a) Keep that dog in a locked pen that has a top, locked

fenced yard, or other locked enclosure that has a top;

(b) Have the leash or tether controlled by a person who is of
suitable age and discretion or securely attach, tie, or affix the
ieash or tether to the ground or a stationary object or fixture so
that the dog is adequately vestrained and station such a persen in
- ¢lose enough proximity to that dog so as to prevent it from

cauging injury Lo any person;
() Muzzle that dog.

(E) No person who has been convicted of or pleaded guilty to

three or more violations of division (C) of this section jinvolving

the same dog and no owner, keeper, or harborer of a weious

dangerous dog shall fail to ebtain do the following:

{1} Obtain liability insurance with an insurer authorized to
write liability insurance in this state providing coverage in each
OCCuUrrences—sabiect—te—a—tinik-exetusiveof inkerestondcogts
of not—leogs than-ene—hundred-thousand-dollars because of damage or
bedily injury to or death of a perscn caused by the wieieus

dangerous dog if so ordered by a court and pxovide proof of that

liability insurance upon redguest to any law enforcement officer,

county dog warden, or public health official charged with
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Sub. H. B. No. 14
As Passed by the Senate

enforcinag this section:

(2) Obtrain a dangerous dog registration certificate from the

county auditor pursuant to division (I) of this section, affix a

tag that identifies the dog as a dapngerous dog to the dog's

gellar, and ensure that the dog wears the collar and taa at all

times:

(3) Neotifv the logal dog warden immediately if any of the

following occurs:

() The dog is loose or unconfined.

{(b) The dog bites a person, unless the dog is on the property

of the owner of the dog, and the perseon who is bitten is
unlawfully trespassing or committing a criminal act within the

boundaries of that property.

(¢) The dog attacks another animal while the dog is off the

propertv of the owner of the dog.

(4} If the dog is sold. given to another person. or dies.

notifv the countv auditor within ten dave of the sale, transfer,

or death.
(F) No person shall do any of the following:

(1) Debark or surgically silence a dog that the person knows

or has reason to believe is a wdedews dapngerous dog;

{2) Possess a wiedeuws Jangeroug dog if the person knows or
has reason to believe that the dog has been debarked or surgically

silenced;

{3) Falsely attest on a waiver form provided by the
veterinarian under division (@) of this section that the person's
dog is not a wsdeieus dangeroug dog or otherwise provide false

information on that written waiver form.

(G} Before a veterinarian debarks or surgically silences a

dog, the veterinarian may give the owner of the dog a written
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Sub. H. B. No. 14
As Passed by the Senate

waiver Form that attests that the dog is not a siedows dangerous

dog. The written waiver form shall include all of the following:

(1) The veterinarian's license number and current business

address;

(2) The number of the license of the dog if the dog is

licensed;

(3) A reasonable description of the age, coloring, and gender

of the dog as well as any notable markings on the dog;

{4) The signature of the owner of the dog attesting that the

owner's dog is not a yieiows dangerous dog;

(5) A statement that division (¥) of section 955.22 of the

Revised Code prohibits any person from doing any of the following:

(a} Debarking or surgically silencing a dog that the person

knows or has reason to believe is a s=Sedews dangerous dog;

(b) Possessing a wiedews dangerous dog if the person knows or
has reason to believe that the dog has been debarked or'surgically

silenced;

(c) Falsely attesting on a wailver form provided by the
veterinarian under division (G) of section $55.22 of the Revised
Code that the person's dog is not a wdeiews dangerous dog or

otherwise provide false information on that written wailver Torm.

(H) It is an affirmative defense to a charge of a violation
of division (F) of this section that the veterinarian who is
charged with the violation obtained, prior to debarking or
surgically silencing the dog, a written waiver form that complies
with division (G) of this section and that attests that the dog is

not a wheieuws dangerous dog.

(1) {1} The countv auditor shall issue a dangerous 4og

registration certificate to a person who ls the owner of a dog,

who is eidhteen vears of age or older, and who provides the
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Sub. H. B. No. 14
As Passed by the Senate

following to the county auditor:

(z) A fee of £iftv dollars:

(b} The person's address, phone number, and other appropriate

means for the local doo warden or county auditor to contact the

DET SO 7

{c) With respect to the person and the dog for which the

registration is soughi, all of the following:

{1} Either satisfactory evidence of the dog's current rabies

vaccination or a statement from a licensed veteriparxian that a

rabies vaccination is medically contraindicated for the dod:

(ii) Rither satisfactory evidence of the fact that the dog

hag beep neutered or gpaved or a statement from a licensed

veterinarian that neutering or spaving of the dog is medically

contraindicated;

{11i) Satisfactoryv evidence of the fact that the person has

posted and will continue to post clearly visible gigns at the

person's residence warning both minors and adults of the presence

of a dangerous dog on the property:

{iv) Satisfactory evidence of the fact that the dog has been

pnernanently identified by means of a migrochip and the dog's

microchip number.

{2} Upcn the issuance of a dangerous deog registration

certificate to the owner of a dog, the county auditor shall

provide the owner with a uniformly designed tag that identifies

the animal as a dangerous dog. The owner shall renew the

certificate annually for the same fee and in the same Nanner ags

the initial certificate was obtained. If a certificate holder

relocates to a new county, the certificate holder shall follow the

procedure in division (I)(3)(b) of this section apd.. upon the

expiration of the certificate issued in the original gounty, shall
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Sub. H. B. No. 14
As Passed by the Senate

renew the certificate in the new county.

{3} (&) If the owner of a dangerous dog for whom a

registration certificare hag previously been obtained relogates to

a new address withir the same county, the owner shall provids

notice of the new address to the county auditor within ten days of

relocating to the new address.

(b) If the owner of a dangerous dog for whom a registration

certificate has previcusly been obtained relocates Lo a New

address within another county. the owner shall do both of the

following within ten davs of relocating to the new address:

{i) Provide written notice of the new address and a copy of

the original dangerous doa regigtration certificete to the county

auditor of the new gounty;

{11} Provide written notice of the new address to the county

suditor of the county whers the owner previougly resided.

{4) The owner of a dangerous dog shall present the dangerousg

dog registration certificate upon being reguested to do 20 by any

law enforcement officer, dog warden, or public healih official

charged with enforcing this section.

{5) The fees collected pursuant to thig division shall be

deposgited in the dog and kennel fund of the county.

Sec. 955.222. (A) The municipal court or county court that

has territorial qurisdiction over the regidence cof the gwaer,

keeper, or harborer of a dog shall conduct any hearing concerning

the desicnation of the dog as a nuisance dog. dangerous dog, oOr

viciocus dog.

IBY If a person who is authorized to enforce thisg chapter has

reagsonable cause to believe that a dog in the person's

‘urisdiction is a nuisance dog, dangerous dog. or vicious dog, the

person shall notify the owner., keeper, or harborer of that dog, by
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Sub. H. B. No. 14
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certified mail or in person, of both of the following:

(1} That the person has designated the dog a pulsance dog,

dangerous dog, or vicious dog. as appligable;

{2) That the owner, keeper, or harborer of the dog may

request a hearing regarding the designation in agcordance with

thias secrtion. The notice shall include instructions for filing a

request for a hearing in the county in which the dog's owner,

keeper, or harborer resides,

() 1f the owner, keeper, or harborer of the dog disagrees

with the desicnation of the dog as a nuisance dog, dangerous dog,

or vicious dodg, as applicsble, the owner, keeper, or harborer, not

later than ten davs after receivipg notification of the

desicnation. may request a hearing regarding the determipation.

The reguest for a hearing shall be in writing and shall be filed

with the municipal court or county court that has territorial

durisdiction over the residence of the dog!s owner, KeepeX.. QL

harborer. At the hearing, the person who designated the dog as a

nuisance dog., dangerous dog, or vicious dod has the burden gf

proving, by clear and convincing evidence, that the dog is a

nuisance dog, dangerous dog, or vigiocus dodg.

The owner, keeper, or harborer of the dog oxr the perscn who

desicnated the dog &g a nuisance dog, dangerous dog, or vicious

dog mayv appeal the court's final determination gg in any other

case filed in that court,

(D) A court, upon motion of an owner, keeper, or harborer or

an attornev representing the owner, keeper, or harborer, may order

that the dog designated as a nuisance dog, dangergus dog, or

vicious dog be held in the possegsion of the owner, keeper., or

harborer until the court makeg a final determination under this

section or during the pendency of an appeal, as applicable. Until

the court makes a final determination and during the pendency of
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anv appeal, the dog shall be confined or restrained in accordance

with the provisions of diyvision (D) of section 955.22 of the

revised Code that apply to dapngerous dogs regardless of whether

the dog has been gdesignated as a vigious dog or a nuisange dog

rather than a dangerous dog. The owner, keeper., or harborer of the

dog shall not be reguired to comply with any cther reqguirements

eatablished in the Revised Code that concern a nuisance dog,

dangerous dog, or vicious dog, as applicable. until the court

makeg a final determination and during the pendency of any appeal.

(B) If & dog is finally determined under this section. or on

appeal as described in this section., to be a wvicious dog, diviaion

(DY) of section 955.11 and divisions (D)} to (I) of section 955.22

of the Revised Code appliv with respect to the dog and the owner,

keeper, or harborer of the dog as if the deog were a dangercous dodq,

and section 955.54 of the Revised Code applies with regpect to the

doc as if it were a dangerous dog. and the court shall issue an

order that svecifiegs that those provisions apply with respect. Lo

the dog and the owner, keeper, or harborer in that manner. As parb

of the order, the court sghall require the owner, keeper, or

harborer to obtain the iiability insurance required under divigion

(&) (1) of section 955 22 of the Revised Code jn an amount

described in divigion {(H){2) of section 955.%9 of the Revised

Code .

{F) As used in this section, "nuisance dog, " "dangercus dog,”

and "vicious dog" have the same meanings as in section 955.11 of

the Revised Code.

Sec. 955.54. (A) No person who is convicted of or pleads

cguilty to a felony offense of violence committed on or after the

effective date of thisg section or a felony violation of any

proviegion of Chanter 956., 2923., or 2925. of the Revised Code

committed on ox after the effective date of this section shall
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knowingly own, possess. have custodv of, or reside in a residence

with either of the following for a period of three vears

commencing either upon the date of releage of the person from any

period of incarceration imposed for the offense or violation or.

if the person is not incarcerated for the offense or violation,

upon the date of the person's final release from the other

sapctions imposed for the offense or violation:

(1) An unspaved or unneutered dog older than twelve weeks of

ade;

(2) . Any dog that has been determined to be a dangerous dog

under Chapter 955, of the Revised Code.

(Bl A person described in divigion {A) of this section shall

microchip for permapent identifigation any dog owned, posszessed

by, or in the custedy of the person.

(€) (1} Division (A) of this section does not apply to any

person who is confined in a correctional dnstitution of the

department of rehabilitation and correction.

(2) Division (&) of this section does not apply to any person

with respect to apy dog that the person owned, posgessed, had

custody of, or resided in a-residence with prior to the effective

date of this section.

SBec. 955.89. (&) (1) Whoever violates division (E) of section
255.11 of the Revised Code because of a failure to comply with

division (B) of that section is guilty of a minor misdemeanor.

(2) Whoever viclates division (E) of section 955.11 of the
Reviged Code because of a failure to comply with division (C) or
(D} of that section is guilty of a minor misdemeanor on a first
offense and of a misdemeanor of the fourth degree on each

subsequent offense.

{B) Whoever violates section 955,10, 955.22, 955.24, or
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955 .25 of the Revised Code is guilty of a minor misdemeanor.

(C) Whoever violates section 955.261, 955.39, or 855.50 of
the Revised Code is guilty of a minor misdemeanor on a first
offense and of a misdemeancr of the fourth degree on each

subsequent offense.

(D) Whoever violates division (F) of gection 955.16 or
division (B) of section 955.43 of the Revised Code is guilty of a

misdemeanor of the fourth degree.

(E) (1) Whoever viclates section 955.21 e¥ of the Reviged

Code, violates division (B) of segtion 9855.22 of the Revised Code,

or commits & violation of division (C) of section 955.22 of the

Revised Code that invelves sz dog that ig not a nuigance 4od,

dangerous dog. or vicious dog shall be fined not less than

twenty-five dollars or more than one hundred dollars on a first
offense, and on each subsequent offense shall be fined not less
than seventy-five dollars or more than two hundred fifty dollars

and may be imprisoned for not more than thirty days.

(2) In addition to the penalties prescribed in division
(E} (1) of this section, if the offender is guilty of a violation

of divigion (B) of section 955.22 of the Revised Code or a

violation of division (C) of section 955.22 of the Revised Code

that involves a dog that is not = nuisance dog. dangercus dog, Or

vicious dog, the court may order the offender to personally
supervise the dog that the offender owns, keeps, or harbors, to

cause that dog to complete dog obedience training, or toe do both.

(F) ££ (1) Whoever commits a viclation of division (C) of

section 955.22 of the Revised Code that invglves a nuisance dog ig

quilty of a minor misdemeanor on the first offense and of a

misdemeanor of the fourth degree on each subsequenf cffense

involving the same dodg. Upon a person bpeing convicted of or

oleading ouilty to a third violation of division (C) of section
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955 .22 of the Revised Code involving the game dog., the court shall

require the offender to register the involved dog zs g dangerous

dog.

(2) In addition to the penalties pregcribed in division

(F) (1) of this section, if a violation of divigion (C) of section

955 22 of the Revised Code involves a nuissnce dog, the court may

order the offender to personally supervise the nuisance dog that

the offender owns, keeps. or harbors, to cause that dog to

complete dog cbedience training, or to do bhoth.

(@) Whoever commits a violation of division -53+(C) of section
955 .22 of the Revised Code that involves a dangerous dog—wheever

rielates that-divistien or a violation of division (D) of fhat

section is guilty of a misdemeanor of the fourth degree on a first
offense and of a misdemeanor of the third degree on each
gubsequent offense. Additicnally, the court may order the offender
to personally supervise the dangerous dog that the cffender owns,
keeps, or harbors, to cause that dog to complete dog cbedience
training, or to do both, and the court may order the offender to
obtain liability insurance pursuant to division (E) of gection
955.22 of the Revised Code. The court, in the alternative, may
order the dangerous dog to be humanely destroyed by a licensed
veterinarian, the county dog warden, or the county humane society

at the owner's expense. With respect fo a viclatbtjion of divigion

(C) of section 955.22 of the Revised Code that involves a

dancerous dog, until the court makes a final determination and

during the pendency of any appeal of a violatjon of that division

and at the discretion of the dog warden, the dog shall be confined

or restrained in accordance with divigion (D) of section 955.22 of

+he Revised Code or atf the county dog pound at the owner's

expense.

{C3-ZE (H) (1) Whoever commits a violation of division -£23-{C}

of section 955.22 of the Revised Code that involves a vicious dogr
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whoeever-wiolates-that--dtvisieon is guilty of one of the following:

413 ({a} A felony of the fourth degree en—a—firsteor-subseguent

effense 1f the dog kills ersesiously-iwTeres a pPErson.
Additionally, the court shall order that the wvicious dog be

humanely destroyed by a licensed veterinarian, the county dog

warden, or the county humane scclety at the owner's expense.

423 (b} A mizdemeanor of'the first degree en-o—itrst—-offense

the dog causes serious indury to a person. Additionally, the court

may order the vicious dog to be humanely destroyed by a licensed

veterinarian, the county dog warden, or the county humane society—

» * . ! ; E %lﬁaﬁ ;Ea‘ ; ﬂ‘ﬁg BE BW‘W 3 3 7 W&EE’@E}-
+H}F at Lhe owner's expense.

(2) If the court does not order the vicious dog to be
destroved under division (H) (3) (b} of this section, the court
chall issue _an order that specifiesg that division (D) of section
955,11 and divisions {D) to (I} of section 955.22 of the Revisged
Code apply with respect to the dog and the owner, keeper, or

harborer of the dog as if the dog were a dangerous dog and that

section 955,54 of the Revised Code applies with respect to the doyg

ags if it were a dangerocus dog. As part of the order, the court

shall ordexr the offender to obtain the liability insurance
required under divigion (E) (1) of section 255.22 of the Revised
Code in an amount, exclusive of interest and costs, that ecuals or

exceeds one hundred thousand dollars. Until the court makes a

final determination and during the pendency of any appeal of a
violation of divisicn (C) of segiion 955.22 of the Reviged Code
and at the discretion of the dog warden, the dog shall be confined
or restrained in accordance with the provisions described in

division (D) of section 955.22 of the Revised Code or at the
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county dog pound at the owner's exXpence.

(1) Whoever violates division (A) (2} of section 955.01 e¥
divinien{Bl-of-seetion-955-—22 of the Revised Code is guilty of a

misdemeanor of the first degree.

%I+ {J) Whoever viclates division (E)(2) of section 955.22 of

the Peviced Code ig cquilty of s misdemeancr of the fourth dedree.

{K) Whoever violates division (C) of section 955.221 of the
Revised Code ig guilty of a minor misdemeanor. Each day of
continued violation constitutes a separate offense. Fines levied
and collected for violations of that division shall be distributed
by the mayor or clerk of the municipal or county court in
accordance with section 733.40, division (F) of section 1901.31,
or division (C) of section 1907.20 of the Revised Code to the
treasury of the county, township, or municipal corporation whose

reasclution or ordinance was violated.

L3> (L) Whoever violates division (F) (1}, (2), or {3) of
cection 955.22 of the Revised Code is guilty of a felony of the

fourth degree. Additionally, the court shall order that the

yigdieus dog involved in the violation be humanely destroyed by a
]icensed veterinarian, the county dog warden, or the county humane

society. Until the court makes a final determination and during

the pendency of any appeal of a violation of divisjon (F) (1), {23,

or (3) of section 955.22 of the Revised Code and at the discretion

of the dog warden, the doa shall be confined or restrained in

accordance with the provisions of division (D) of section 955.22

of the Revised Code or at the countvy dog pound at the owner's

EXDenge

(M} Whoever violates divigion (8) {1}, (3), or (4} of section

955 22 of the Revieed Code is gullby of a minor misdemeanor.

(N) Whoever violates division (I)(4) of section 955.22 of the

Reviged Code is gquilty of 2 minor migdemesnor.
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(0) Whoever violates divigion (A or [(B) of gection 955,54 of

the Reviged Code ig guiltv of a misdemeanor of the firgt degree.

(pY (1) If a dog is confined at the county dod pound pursuant

to divieion (@), (H), or (L) of this section, the county dog

warden shall give written notice of the confinement to the ownex

of the dog. If the countyv dog warden is unable to give the notice

fo the owner of the dog, the county dog warden sghall pogi the

notice on the door of the residence of the ownexr of the dog or in

another conspicuocus place on the premigeg at which the dog was

geized. The notice shall include a statement that a security in

the amount of one hundred dollars is due to the gounty dog warden

within ten davs to secure payment of all reasonable expenses,

including medical care and boarding of the dog for gixty davs,

expected to be incurred by the county dog pound in caring for the

dog pending the determination. The couaty dod warden mayv draw from

the security any actual costs incurred in caring for the dog,

(2) If the pergon ordered to post security under division

(p) (1} of thig section does not do so within ten davg of the

confinement. of fhe animal, the dog is forfeited, and the county

doa warden may derermine the disposition of the dog unlegg the

court issues an order that specifies otherwige.

{3) Not more than ten days after the court makes a final

determination under divisgion (@), (H), or (L) of this secticon, the

countv dog warden shall provide the gwper of the deog with the

actual cost of the confinement of the dog. If the gounty dog

warden finds that the security provided under divigsion (P) {1} of

this section is less than the actual cost of confinement of the

dog. the owner shall remit the difference between the security

provided and the actual cost fo the county doda warden within

thirtyv dave after the court's determination. If the county dog

warden finds that the gecurity provided under divigion {(P) (1) of

this section is greater than that actual cost. the county dog
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warden shall remit the difference between the security provided

and the actual cost to the owner within thirty dayes after the

court's determinstion.

(0) _As used in this section, "nuigance dog.,!" "dangerous dog, "

and "vicious dog" have the same meaningg as in section 955.11 of

the Revised Code.

Sec. 1901.18. (A) Except as otherwise provided in this
division or section 19201.181 of the Revised Code, subject to the
monetary jurisdiction of municipal courts as set forth in section
1901.17 of the Revised Code, a municipal court has original
jurisdiction within its territory in all of the following actions

or proceedings and to perform all of the following functions:

(1) In any civil action, of whatever nature or remedy, of

which judges of county courts have jurisdiction;

(2) In any action or proceeding at law for the recovery of
money or personal property of which the court of common pleas has

Jurisdiction;

{3) In any action at law based on contract, to determine,
preserve, and enforce all legal and eguitable rights involved in
the contract, to decree an accounting, reformation, or
cancellation of the contract, and to hear and determine all legal
and eguitablie remedies necessary or proper for a complete

determination of the rights of the parties to the contract;

{4) In any action or proceeding for the sale of personal
property under chattel mortgage, lien, encumbrance, or other
charge, for the foreclosure and marshalling of liens on personal
property of that nature, and for the rendering of personal

Judgment in the action or proceeding;

(3) In any action or proceeding tc enforce the collection of

its own judgments or the -judgments rendered by any court within
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the territory to which the municipal court has succeeded, and to
subject the interest of a judgment debtor in personal property to

satisfy judgments enforceable by the municipal court;

(6) In any action or proceeding in the nature of

interpleader;
(7} In any action of replevin;
(8) In any action of forcible entry and detainer;

(9) In any action concerning the igsuance and enforcement of
temporary protection orders pursuant to section 2919.26 of the
Revised Code or protection orders pursuant to section 23903.213 of
the Revised Code or the enforcement of protection orders issued by
courts of another state, as defined in section 2919.27 of the

Revised Code;

(10) If the municipal court has a housing or environmental
division, in any action over which the division is given
jurisdiction by section 1901.181 of the Revised Code, provided
that, except as specified in division (8) of that section, no
judge of the court other than the judge of the division shall hear

or determine any action over which the division has jurisdiction;

(11) In any action brought pursuant to divieion (I} of
section 3733.11 of the Revised Code, if the residential premises
that are the subject of the action are located within the

territorial jurisdiction of the court;

(12) In any civil action as described in division (B) (1) of
section 3767.41 of the Revised Code that relates To a public
nuisance, and, to the extent any provision of this chapter
conflicts or is inconsistent with a provision of that section, the

provision of that section shall contre) in the civil action;

{13} In a proceeding brought pursuant Lo section 955.222 of

the Revised Code by the owner of s doa that has been degignated as
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a nuisance dog, dangerous dog, or viciocus dog.

(B} The Cleveland municipal court also shall have
jurisdiction within its territory in all of the following actions

or proceedings and to perform all of the following functions:

(1) In all actions and proceedings for the sale of real
property under lien of a judgment of the municipal court or a lien
for machinery, material, or fuel furnished or labor performed,
irrespective of amount, and, in those actions and proceedings, the
court may proceed to foreclose and marshal all liens and all
vested or contingent rights, to appoint a receiver, and to render

personal judgment irrespective of amount in favor of any party.

(2) In all actions for the foreclosure of a mortgage on real
property given to secure the payment of money or the enforcement
of a specific lien for money or other encumbrance Or charge on
real property, when the amount claimed‘by the plaintiff does not
exceed fifteen thousand dollars and the real property is situated
within the territory, and, in those actions, the court may proceed
to foreclose all liens and all vested and contingent rights and
may proceed to render judgments and make findings and orders
between the parties in the same manner and to the same extent as

in similar actions in the court of common pleas.

(3) In all actions for the recovery of real property situated
within the territory to the same extent as courts of common pleas

have jurisdiction;

(4) In all actions for injunction to prevent ox terminate
violations of the ordinances and regulations of the city of
Cleveland enacted or promulgated under the police power of the
city of Cleveland, pursuant to Section 3 of Article XVIII, OChio
Congtitution, over which the court of common pleas has or may have
jurisdiction, and, in those actions, the court may proceed to

render judgments and make findings and oxders in the same manner
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and to the same extent as in similar actions in the court of

common pleas.

gec. 1907.031. (A) Except as otherwise provided in section
1907.03 of the Revised Code and in addition to the jurisdiction
authorized in other sections of this chapter and in section
1909.11 of the Revised Code, a county court has original
jurisdiction within its district in all of the following actions

or proceedings and to perform all of the following functions:

{1) In an action or proceeding at law for the recovery of
money or personal property of which the court of common pleas has
jurisdiction;

{2) In an action at law bhased on contract, to determine,
preserve, and enforce all legal and equitable rights involved in
the contract, to decree an accounting, reformaticn, or
eancellation of the contract, and to hear and determine all legal
and eguitable remedies necessary O proper for a complete

determination of the rights of the parties to the contract;

(3} In an action or proceeding for the sale of personal
property under chattel mortgage, lien, encumbrance, or other
charge, for the foreclosure and marshalling of liens on the
personal property, and for the rendering of personal judgment in

the action or proceeding;

{4) In an action or proceeding to enforce the collection of
its own judgments and to subject the interest of a judgment debtor

in personal property to satisfy judgments enforceable by the

county court;
(5) In an action or proceeding in the nature of interpleader;
(6) Tn an action of forcible entry and detainer;

(7) In a proceeding brought pursuant to section 955.222 of

the Revised Code by the owner of g _dog that has been designated asg
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a nuisance dog, dangercus dog,. QT vicious dog.

(B) A county court has original jurisdiction in civil actions
as described in division (B) (1) of section 3767.41 of the Revised
Code that relate to a public nuisance. To the extent any provision
of thisg chapter conflicts or is inconsistent with a provision of
that section, the provision of that section shall control in such

a civil acgtion.

Section 2. That existing sectioﬁs 955 08, 955,11, 955.22,
955,99, 1901.18, and 1907.031 of the Revised Code are hereby

repealed.

Section 3. (A) Except as provided in division (B) of this
asection, an owner, keeper, OX harborer of a dog who was reguired
to comply with the regquirements pertaining to a vicious dog prior
to the effective date of this act shall be required to comply with
the regquirements pertaining to a dangerous dog on or after the

effective date of this act.

{8} Division (&) of this section deoes not apply to an owner,
harborer, or keeper of a dog who was required, with respect to
that dog, to comply with the requirements pertaining to a vicious
dog prior to the effective date of thig act solely because the dog

belongs to a breed that is commoniy known as a pit bull dog.
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TTEM # 4

TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE

Municipal Government Complex ~ Commission Chambers .

Friday, January 27, 2012 - 10:00AM

MEETING MINUTES

Attendees: Amy Havenar; Bruce Jamison; Chris Schmiesing; Don Seeberger; boug
Harter; Gary Huff; Janelle Collier; John Kendall; Jon Litchfield; Marty Grove; Mike
Alien: Mike Rindler; Nick Berger; Roger Wehrman; Tom Steiner.

Transportation Committee Mission Statement:

Expiore and determine the concerns of affected residents and business in the
City with respect to public transportation infrastructure, including but not
limited to streets, highways, sidewalks, bike trails, airports, and rallroads.
Make committee findings; propose pians and specific recommendations to the
City Manager, Commission, and other public parties of interest regarding
public transportation facilities.

Assist in informing the public of transportation issues within the City.

1. Committee Purpose Gary
Notes: City Manager Gary Huff stated the Mission Statement
expressing the importance of seeking the views of ail parties as it
relates to transportation. Meetings will be open to the public.
Motion: Motion to add additional wording to include “Commission,
and other public parties of interest”, Moved by Roger Wehrman,
seconded by Marty Grove,

Vote: Unanimous vote in favor change.

Chris Schmiesing was nominated and unanimously voted Committee
Chairman.

Action Items: Agenda, minutes and meeting notices will be available
through the City notification system.

2. Old Business
None

3. New Business

Mound Street ~ One Way Amy

Notes: City Engineer Amy Havenar received the request from
Commissioner Joe Wilson. Ms. Havenar reported the design solutions
to be limited for low volume roadways. After open discussion of
concerns, it was determined that a quick study of traffic flow will
need to be compieted including the evaluation of the bus schedule for
Safe Haven.

Motion: None

Vote: None
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TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE

Municipal Government Complex - Commission Chambers
Friday, January 27, 2012 - 10:00AM

MEETING MINUTES

Action Items: Amy Havenar will report findings at the next commiitee
meeting.

park Avenue - Sight Distance/Speed Limit Chris

Notes: City Planner Chris Schmiesing submitted a presentation on
“Speed Limits and Sight Distances” jdentifying the standards related
to Intersection sight Distance (ISD}. There was considerable
discussion regarding the merits of implementing any solution that
falls short of achieving the conditions deemed necessary by the
applicable design standards. It was noted that similar sight
distance/safety condition concerns along Washington Avenue had
been addressed by reducing the speed from 35MPH to 25MPH. It was
also noted that past experiences refated to the removal of on-street
parking spaces suggest that any recommendation to remove on-
street parking spaces is likely to be met with considerable opposition
from the public.

Motion: Moved by Mike Rindler, seconded by Roger Wehrman to
recommend reducing the speed to 25mph and to reassess the
conditions at these intersections one year following the
implementation of the reduced speed limit to determine whether or
not the removal of parking spaces is entirely necessary.

Vote: Unanimous vote in support of the motion.

Action Items: Committee Chairman Chris Schmiesing wiil report the
recommendation to the City Manager and Commission for action. If
approved an accident analysis will be done one year after 25 MPH
speed limit is in effect.

Coilege at Covington/Water/High - Signal Improvements Amy

Notes: Ms. Havenar reported the findings submitted by the consultant
that indicated that the signal at High is not warranted with the limited
vehicle traffic. A letter has been submitted from Fire Chief Rindier to
ODOT. The letter was written in support of keeping the High Street
signal due to the limited sight distances at this location, concerns
related to pedestrian movements, and with reference to the
intersection being located along an important safety services route to
the west side of the community.

Motion: None
Vote: None

Action Ttems: No additional action taken. Amy will report on ODOT's
response.

College at Ash/Greene/North — Traffic Signal Removal Chris

Notes: Mr. Schmiesing reviewed the Safe Routes To School (SRTS)
grant opportunity to include bump-outs on Coliege and how it relates
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to the recommended traffic signal removals identified in the
Intersection Improvement Study.

Concerns were discussed regarding snow removal, pedestrian safety,
and vehicle speeds,

Motion: None
Vote: None

Action Items: Mr. Schmiesing will update the committee as progress
on the SRTS grant application continues.

Main at Greene - Traffic Signal Modification Mike

Notes: Mike Allen reported the 60 sec split cycle and the coordination
from Riverside to Wood on Main St; Ash and Main runs free.

Mr. Schmiesing also read the citizen request received concerning the
traffic signal timing.

Motion: Moved by Marty Grove, seconded by Amy Havenar to provide
public education on the signal operations and traffic flow preferences

and the differences motorist should expect to encounter when using a
primary route through town as opposed to a secondary route,

Vote: Unanimous vote in support of the motion.

Action Ttems: Ms. Havenar will organize the educational programming
(WOTVC - Pigua Channel 5 “Piqua on the Move” or with a Spirit
Newsletter Article).

High Street - Location of Mid-Block X-walk Signs at FPP Amy

Notes: Ms, Havenar reported that a concern had been raised
regarding the location of the In-Street Pedestrian Crossing signs and
that it had been suggested that the signs be relocated to sit closer to
the crosswalk so they would be less likely to be struck by vehicles
backing from the adjacent parking stalls. Mr. Harter noted that the
slgns currently Installed are required to be 20’ from the crosswalk,

Mr. Schmiesing suggested the handicap parking space on the west
side of the crosswalk island be relocated to the east side of the island
and the space on the west side of the island be made unrestricted.
Mr. Schmiesing suggested that doing so would provide more space
adjacent to the stall for passenger side loading and unloading and
may reduce the frequency of the use of the space and hopefully
decrease the incidents of the In-Street Pedestrian Crosswalk sign
being struck by vehicles backing from this parking stali.

Motion: Moved by Doug Harter, seconded by Mike Rindler to
recommend the handicap space be moved to allow for addition
vehicle maneuverability to provide safe pedestrian crossing and avoid
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damage to the sign.
Vote: Unanimous vote in support of the motion.

Action Items: Ms. Havenar will process the revision request to the
parking Schedule and report back to the committee.

Ash and Wayne - Wayne Street Red Light Wait Time Mike

Notes: Mr. Allen reported that the removal of SR 185 from Ash Street
makes the extended wait time currently programmed into the system
for Ash Street unnecessary. Mr. Allen further noted that eliminating
the Ash Street extended wait time at this intersection would improve
the coordination between the signals on Ash at Wayne and at Main,
and will also have a positive effect the side street wait time on Wayne
at Ash,

Motion: Moved by Marty Grove, seconded by Roger Wehrman to
aliminate the extended wait time and make any other adjustments
necessary to optimize the signal performance concerning coordination
of the signals on Ash and decreasing the wait time on Wayne.

Vote: Unanimous vote in support of the motion.

Action Items: Mike Allen will implement the modifications discussed;
Amy will include this topic in the public awareness education
programming.

Water and Wayne - Wayne Street Red Light Wait Time Mike

Notes: Mr. Allen explained that the side street wait time is currently
set to optimize the efficiency of the traffic flow on Water Street based
upon the traffic data that was available at the time the signals were
installed. Mr. Allen suggested that a review of the current traffic data
would review whether or not an adjustment to the signal timing is
warranted.

Motion: Moved by Roger Wehrman, seconded by Mike Rindler to
reevaluate the system settings based upon an evaluation of the
current traffic data figures.

Vote: Unanimous vote in support of the motion.

Action Ttems: Mike Alien will review the current traffic data and report
his findings to the committee at a future meeting.

White Tail Lane vs. White Tail Drive Chris

Notes: Mr. Schmiesing received a petition from the owners along
White Tail Drive to formally change the name of the street to White
Trail Lane. White Trail Drive is the official name of the street on the
subdivision plat recorded at the Miami County Map Department. The
name originally posted on the street sign was White Tail Lane, which
what is reflected on the construction documents for this section of the
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subdiviston.

Motion: Motion to formally change the name to White Tall Lane.
Moved by Roger Wehrman, seconded by Amy Havenar.

Vote: Unanimous vote in support of the motion.

Action Items: Mr. Schmiesing will report the request to the Planning
Commission and initiate the steps necessary to complete the process.

4. Reports
None
5, Other Business

Ms, Havenar reported concerns discussed at the pre-construction
meeting for the US 36/E. Ash Street Reconstruction project:

The Piqua Board of Education requested the temporary prohibition of
parking on E. Water Street. There was discussion concerning the
impact removing the on-street parking would have on the adjacent
residents and the traffic flow characteristics in this area.

Motion: Motion to keep parking available and reevaluate as needed,
Moved by Chief Bruce Jamison, seconded by Amy Havenar.

Vote: Unanimous vote in support of the motion,

Ms. Havenar also reported a request received concerning changing
the speed limits along E. Ash Street upon completion of the project to
allow for a smoother transition between the various speed limit
postings. Ms. Havenar will consult with Craig Ely at ODOT and report
back to the committee at a future meeting.

Mr. Wehrman requested future agenda items:
o  Snow Emergency Policy.
. Bike Path closure during the Power Plant demolition project.

6. Adjournment

Meeting adjourned at 11:55 A.M.
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Mote Park Picnic Shelter

Name & Title: Chris Schmiesing, City Planner

Department: Development Department

XlConsent [ JOrdinance [ JResolution [ IRegular

[T]1% Reading M 2™ Reading [13™ Reading

Ordinance #: Resolution #:

' IX|City Manager [ JAsst. City Manager/Finance
D<]Asst, City Manager/Development X]Law Director
X|Department Director IXlOther: Community Diversity

Committee; Park Board

The purpose of this item is to review and accept the Community Diversity
Committee and Park Board recommendations concerning the Mote Park picnic
shelter proposed signage, electric service, and site restoration.

Budgeted $:

Expenditure $:

Source of Funds:

Narrative: All labor and materials donated.

1. | Accept board and committee recommendations; Support legislation for
formal approval.

2. | Reject board and committee recommendations; Provide further direction.

March-April 2012 — Install signage and electric, and finish site restoration
Spring 2012 — Dedicate shelter

| Accept board and committee recommendations.

November 2011 Community Diversity Committee Meeting Minutes
January 2012 Park Board Meeting Minutes :
Mote Park Picnic Shelter Renderings




CITY OF PIQUA, OHIO
PARK BOARD MEETING MINUTES
WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 4, 2012 ~ 7:00 P.M.
CITY HALL -~ COMMISSION CHAMBERS

MEMBERS PRESENT: Cathy Oda, Kevin Pryfogle, Patty Vogt, Jim Cruse, BEdna
gtiefel, Michelle Herndon, and Denise Uhlenbrock

STAKFF PRESENT: Gary Huff, Doug Harter, and Chris Schmiesing

TTEM MO. 1: CALL THE MEETING TO ORDER

Meeting called to order at 7:07 P.M.

ITEM NO. 2: APPROVAL OF MEETING MINUTES

The minutes from the meeting held on necember 7, 2011 was accepted as written.
The motion was moved by Patty Vogt and seconded by Edna Stiefel.

TPEM NO. 3: PARKS REPORT

Doug Harter discussed the building plagues, MEeMOry wall, trees for memorials.
Gary Huff responded to the idea of a bench donated. There was a discussion for
the Park Board to come up with ideas and present them to the commission.

Doug informed the Park Board that the City is applying for an $18,000 grant for
the pool. This grant is available for all of the Miami County.

Cathy Oda asked about appointing members from the Neighborhood Assoclation on
the Park Board. OCary Huff suggested an offer for them to attend meetings but
not to vote.

Edna Stiefel mentioned that the North Parks Association wants to replace the
fence at the Kiwanis Park in the spring.

1+ was discussed about all improvements need to go through the Park Board.

ITEM NO. 4: GARY HUFF-ADOPT-A-PARK, STRATEGIC PLAN, RECONGNITION FOR VOLUNTEERS

Gary Huff reviewed what the Adopt-A-Park program is and the present ideas.
There was discussicn on possible other ideas for adoption (examples: ball
fields, streams, etc.).

Michelle Herndon asked about the money pudgeted for signs. Gary Huff assured
her that there is money available for signs. The liability coverage and waiver
forms need to be followed up on. :

nenise Uhlenbrock moved to get started as soon as possible on this program.
This program will be placed on the agenda to vote on during the next meeting.



Gary Huff discussed the strategic plan for the parks. Gary will facilitate
hased on the Park Board recommendations on a 5 year park plan. Gary wants the
board and the city cfficials to work together on ten priorities for the next 5
Years.

There was discussion on how should the Park Board recognize volunteers. Edna
steifel menticned the use of SPIRIT. Doug Harter mentioned the use of the City
webpage. Cathy Oda mentioned certificates given at the Commission meeting.
ITEM NO. 5: CHRIS SCHMIESING - SIGN FOR MOTE SHELYER

Chris Schmiesing presented the sign named “Upper Mote Shelter”. Chris asked

for permission for a sign recognizing businesses that donated. A motion to
approve by Michelle- Herndon and seconded by Denise Uhlenbrock.

ITEM NO. 6: OTHER BUSINESS

Chris Schmiesing provided an overview on rhe electric to Mcte Park sheliter.
Jim Cruse made points against it due to the cost and visual.

A motion was made by Michelle Herndon to approve and seconded by Patty Vogt.
Tn favor were Denise Uhlenbrock, Kevin Pryfogle, Micheile Herndon, and Patty
Vogt. Jim Cruse was against and Edna Steifel abstained. This will go to
commission for recommendation. '

fdna Steifel mentioned the trees in Fountain Park. The City is waiting on the
money in the budget to be bid out again this year. There are 16 trees that
need to come down. There was also discussion on the mulch lacking around the

playground eguipment.

it was brought to Doug Harter’s attention that the letters are faded out on the
Heritage Park sign. Doug Harter will check into it.

ITEM NO. 7: DATE & LOCATION

The next regular meeting will be set for February lst, 2012 to be held at
7:00 P.M. at the City Hall Commission Chambers.

ITEM NO. 8: ADJOURN
The meeting adjourned at 8:05 P.M. moved by Jim Cruse and seconded by Kevin

Prvfogle.

Minutes as prepared by Tammy Wright



Committee on Community Diversity
Meeting Minutes
Tuesday, November 8, 2011
5:00 P.M.
Municipal Government Complex — Administrative Conference Room

1. Call to Order

Committee Members Present: Vice-Chairman Larry Hamilton, Gary Huff, Helen Cuff,
Roger Hartley and Gordon Wise.

Excused: Terry Wright and Judy Terry

Vice Chairman Larry Hamilton called the meeting to order at 5:00 P.M.

2. Approval of Minutes
a. Vice Chairman Larry Hamilton presented the October 11, 2011 minutes for
approval. On a motion from Gordon Wise, seconded by Helen Cuff, the minutes
of the October 11, 2011 Community Diversity Committee were approved. Gary
Huff abstained due to not being present at the October 11, 2011 meeting. Motion
carried.

3. New Business

City Manager Gary Huff stated that he has been reviewing the policies and according
to city policy the naming of facilities should be presented to the Community Diversity
Committee for review and advice. Gary reported a new picnic shelter is being built at
Mote Park and a name has been identified for the shelter, but he felt that we got a bit
ahead of ourselves and he wanted to bring it before this Committee for their review
and comment and get the Committees thought on it. Gary then presented Chris
Schmiesing, City Planner.

Chris stated he wanted to speak to the Committee to make sure they are proceeding in
the right fashion. He stated he has been engaged in conversation with the Southview
Neighborhood Association earlier this spring and at that time they expressed an
interest in building a shelter at Mote Park. The SVNA has been fortunate to receive
materials and donations for this project. The project began in October this year with
the design process taking place prior by reviewing the existing shelters in the
community and tried to capture all the characteristics of those shelters in place. From
there they came up with a design for the shelter and reviewed with the Association.



They identified a feature that had not been included in previous shelters and that
being an identification panel so that citizens could identify it. Chris reported he met
with the SVNA in regards to the naming convention of the shelter and it was mutually
decided to propose the name of the shelter as Upper Mote Shelter which came by way
of dialogue. Chris further stated as he moved forward with the shelter project and
went before the Park Board, the Planning Commission and City Commission to share
the good news and how the project came about, it came to their attention that if they
were going to put a name on the shelter, there is a process and policy that needs to
happen and that being that it be presented to the Community Diversity Committee
first.  Chris stated he needed to ask for forgiveness because he stated he almost
missed this, but that is the reason he is here before the Committee this evening. Chris
stated he read through the policy and its detail in regards to what the Commitiee
requires. Chris reported the shelter size is 12 x 24 structure and is to the east of the
existing Community Center. The thought process for naming the shelter Upper Mote
Shelter was that of being named after Raymond Mote who was a long-time track and
baseball coach for the City of Piqua as well as the Director of the Piqua playground
program. The reasoning for naming the shelter Upper Mote is because the park name
is Mote Park and the shelter is atop the hill at Mote Park thus being called Upper
Mote Park for many years. The thought was to keep the name of the shelter clear and
concise and to name it Upper Mote Shelter. Chris passed out a drawing of the shelter
to the members for review and discussed work yet to be completed. A number of
local businesses were extremely generous through their donations such as Piqua
Concrete providing all the concrete, Piqua Lumber provided all the wood, Classic
Metal Roofing Systems provided roofing materials, Casto Landscaping provided sod,
bushes and landscaping material and Quint Custom signs provided the identification
panel. Chris stated the Planning Commission and Park Board are in support of the
project, but he stated he wanted to make sure this project was done right and that is
why he is discussing this today. Also, Chris stated there were many citizens involved
with the construction of this project as well. Larry stated it seems as though
everything you want from a joint cooperative effort on the part of the City, Planning
Commission and the Neighborbood Association. Larry asked if PPP was involved in
this as well. Chris stated that PPP was involved in the process. Larry further stated
this was a good community activity and he wished it would have been done in the
manner that was prescribed by the Committee on Community Diversity. Larry asked
if this would be brought before the City Commission before the adoption of the name.
Gary stated that it is to be reviewed by this Committee first, thus giving him advice
and the Neighborhood that may be affected will then have an opportunity to give
input. The final approval will then be presented to Piqua City Commission. Gary
stated the process is being followed. Larry stated he envisioned a “grassroots” type
of initiative in terms of being involved in the process and he further stated it seems as



though this is what we have in the way of the Southview Neighborhood Association.
Gary said that even though the Piqua City Comuission makes an announcement of
the new name for the shelter, they should still make available an opportunity for
people to have some input the process., Gary stated after the suggestions it may still
go back to the Park Board.

Roger Hartley stated he did not have any problem with the name of the shelter and
said that he sees an opportunity with the other shelters that have not been named and
this Committee could name. Gary stated that any recommended names for shelters
would go before the Neighborhood Associations and to the City Commission for final
approval.

Chris stated it was an oversight in not bringing the issue before the Community
Diversity Committee. Helen asked if the Neighborhood Association chose the name
for the shelter. Chris stated they were engaged in the conversation and endorsed the
name. Jim Vetter on behalf of the Neighborhood Association sent a letter to Chris
endorsing the name of Upper Mote Shelter. Larry asked where the name of the
shelter originated from to which Chris replied the Neighborhood Association chose to
endorse Upper Mote Shelter. Larry asked if all organizations such as PPP or Point
embraced the naming of the shelter. Chris said Southview Neighborhood was the
driver for the project and they as a group came to the decision for building the shelter.
Larry stated he did not have any personal objections, but questioned if the
Commission would give several readings on the subject. Gary stated it would go
before the Commission with the recommendation of the name, but Commission
would have the final say for the naming. Also, Gary stated if there were other names
for recommendation they would bring those before the Commission as well. Chris
stated the name recommendation would first be brought before the Planning
Commission and if they approve it will then be brought before Piqua City
Commission.

Larry stated he understood how a mistake could be made with this issue not being
presented to the Community Diversity Committee at the beginning of the process.

Roger Hartley made a motion to accept the name of Upper Mote Shelter for the
structure. Helen Cuff seconded the motion. Motion carried. No objections.

Larry Hamilton wanted to discuss the conversation that he had with Chris Schmiesing
and requested reviewing Resolution No. R-110-07 (A Resolution recognizing
Diversity in the City of Piqua) referring to the matter of the Bond Levy for Piqua City
Schools. Larry stated he understood the City had made an agreement/stipulation that



if the levy passed, for the sale of $1.00, the City of Pigqua would sell the former
hospital to the Piqua Board of Education. Larry stated the process calls for the
Community Diversity Committee to be involved in that discussion about the sale of
that property before the property is sold. Larry reviewed Section 1 - C for Resolution
No. R-110-07, which states that in the sale of Municipal Properties with facilities
naming possibilities, the purchaser shall be informed of city policy in naming
alternatives as they relate to the recognition of diversity in the community. Gordon
stated this came from the original Ad Hoc Community Diversity Committee and
asked if this provision carried into the Community Diversity Committee constitution
by-laws. Larry stated it did. Gary stated that this Committee would the right to make
some recommendation and would then be passed on to the School District and then
hopefully the School District would make the choice rather to accept or not. Larry
stated there was an obligation/process starting with the Community Diversity
Commmnittee and then the proposals would then passed on to City Commission and
then the City Commission would make the School District aware of the
recommendation to which Gary stated he would be in agreement with that, but the
School Board would then make that final decision.

Gary stated he would make certain the Committee members would get a copy of R-
110-07. Gary asked Larry what the RIGHT Concept was and Larry stated it stood for
Recognizing Individual Greatness Historical Testament. The mission statement is as
follows:

RIGHT promotes the development of community partnerships in naming public
properties that is more reflective of diversity. Honoring and memorializing the
service of people historically excluded from ownership identity should merit greater
inclusion in the process of naming public property.

Gary asked if the Community Diversity Committee adopted the RIGHT Concept, to
which Committee members replied it was not adopted by this Committee. Larry
stated when we had the consolidated list of ideas, one thing that was discussed was
what names had been proposed. Gordon asked if there was a list of names. Larry
stated the Ad Hoc Committee prepared a list of potential names for facilities. Helen
Cuff said that she had looked at the list of names just today, so she knows there is a
list. Larry reviewed some of the names he was aware of. It was mentioned that the
list would need to be reviewed and those names that have received recognition need
to be highlighted.



Larry said this concept would insure there would be opportunity for conversation
when naming a facility that a worthy or number of worthy individuals that may not
have been considered worthy in the past.

4, Old Business
a. Update from Larry Hamilton on Meeting between Jim Oda and the Piqua
Historical Society and the Committee on Community Diversity

Larry had planned to meet to meet on November 1, 2011 with the Piqua Historical
Society, however, he had a meeting conflict on that date.

The Committee welcomed and thanked Gary Huff for joining in on the Committee.

5. Adjournment

Helen Cuff called for a motion to adjourn the meeting, Mr. Hartley seconded the motion.
All approved. The meeting adjourned at 5:50 P.M.

The next meeting is scheduled for Tuesday, December 13, 2011beginning at 5:00 PM.
The meeting will be held at the Municipal Government Complex located at 201 W. Water
Street.

Minutes recorded by Vice-Chair Larry Hamilton

Transcribed by D. Stein, Executive Assistant
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Roadway Maintenance Agreement with Miami County

Name & Title: Chris Schmiesing, City Planner

Department: Development Department

D Consent ["JOrdinance [ IResolution [ Regular

[ 11* Reading [ 12" Reading [ ]3™ Reading

Ordinance #: Resolution #:

X|City Manager [ ]Asst. City Manager/Finance

D Asst. City Manager/Development | DX[Law Director

DXDepartment Director X]Other: Miami County Officials

The purpose of this item is to establish a formal agreement with Miami County
for the maintenance responsibilities concerning roadways split by city and
county jurisdictional boundaries. This item would replace less formal
operational agreements that have been utilized in the past and provide a legally
binding agreement between the affected jurisdictions.

Budgeted $:

Expenditure $:

Source of Funds:

Narrative: Where practical, the agreement strives to create an equitable
division of responsibilities between the affected agencies.

Approve the proposed agreement; Support leislation for formal approval.

Reject the proposed agreement and provide direction on changes desired.

B R e

February 21, 2012 — Resolution to City Commission
i February 22, 2012 — City Manager executes agreement; Send to Miami County
| Feb-Mar 2012 — Resolution to Miami County

' Approve the agreement as submitted and support moving forward with a similar
agreement with ODOT and the townships.

1 Miami County Roadway Maintenance Agreement
Exhibit “A” Map of Split Roadways
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