MARCH 17, 2014
PUBLIC HEARING

PARMA CITY HALL COUNCIL CHAMBERS

6:56 P.M.


The public Hearing was called to order by Planning Committee Chairman Allan Divis presiding.  Planning Committee members Scott M. Tuma, Vito Dipierro, and Jeffrey Crossman were also in attendance.


-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------


Chairman Divis – The purpose of today’s meeting is to discuss:





      Ordinance No. 287-13


An Ordinance to amend a portion of subsection (H) “Other business Uses” of Section 1170.03 “Schedule of Permitted Uses,” relative to the addition of Item No. 13 “Credit Service Organization, Loans on Motor Vehicle Title Business, or Other Similar Businesses” of the Codified Ordinances of the City of Parma, and declaring an emergency

There will be no vote taken this evening and no other deliberations.  This meeting will be in two sections.  The first to speak will be those who are in favor of the rezoning, and second to speak will be those who are against the rezoning. Any group present, it would be appreciated if a spokesman would speak representing the group to cut down on repetition.

FOR ORDINANCE NO. 287-13:

No one wished to speak.


--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

AGAINST ORDINANCE NO. 287-13:


David Michalski, Attorney with Sonkin & Koberna in Cleveland. I represent Title Max of Ohio.  It’s the Title Lending company that proposes to open a location at 7311 Brookpark Road.  I understand that we are supposed to be taking a position either for or against the ordinance at this point, but I wanted to raise at least a concern that my client has regarding the ordinance.  I’m not sure that we can get a ready answer to that at this point  My client’s proposed location is in Commercial Manufacturing A on Brookpark Road and the proposed ordinance would apparently allow Auto Title Loan businesses, such as my clients, in that location.  The concern my client has, and I am not sure how to get it resolved at any point in the near term, is that the exhibit attached to the proposed ordinance also includes *7, a proposed limitation on credit service organizations, auto title loan, lending businesses and other similar business to a limit of one per every 20,000 residents in Parma.  So, my client is not sure whether that limitation would apply.  How many businesses are already deemed to be operating in the City, and whether in fact passing the proposed ordinance would permit my client or similar business to operate.  So, that is why at this point my client is not in a position to take a stance on either for or against the ordinance, because it is unclear whether the ordinance as worded would, in fact, allow my client to operate in Parma.  So, for that reason, we are not in a position to take a stance in favor or a stance against but at least I wanted to call this to the attention of the Committee so they are aware of the issue.


-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------


David Tryon, Attorney at Porter, Wright, Morris and Arthur – My client is Ohio Auto Loan Services and like Mr. Michalski, the Ordinance is great with the exception of *7 which restricts it to, has two restricts on it, one they can’t be more than 1,000 feet within each other and the number of businesses shall not exceed One for every 20,000 residents.  As I understand, if there are 80,000 residents in the City of Parma approximately, which would mean it would be limited to four.   I know of at least three right now and maybe more.  I don’t know that for sure.  I counted three for sure.  So, that would mean only one would be left with that.  So, our concern is that and what we would request is that this particular provision be either eliminated or modified to allow more of these businesses to be established.  If I could just ask if the Committee, during its deliberations, could explain the rationale for the one per 20,000 limit and also the 1,000 feet spacing limit.  It appear to me that both of these numbers are an arbitrary number and if in fact they are an arbitrary number, I would appreciate if you would let us know if there is a specific reason for those numbers.  That would be helpful so that I could report those back to my client.  And, second of all, if there is a reason you are limiting the number to four, if that is based on concerns about the economic rules of supply and demand, if it is supply and demand, if you think the supply of four is enough for the demand it would be helpful for us to understand that.  If there is some other rationale, we would appreciate hearing that during deliberations. But, again, we would request that that footnote be deleted in the legislation.  Thank you.  I can answer any questions if you have any for me.

Chairman Divis – Again, this was not for discussion back and forth.  Thank you Mr. Tyron.  


--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

REPORT ON ABSENT OFFICIALS


Motion made by Councilman Tuma seconded by Councilwoman Lime to excuse Councilman Mark Casselberry from the Public Hearing.  Motion carried.

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

ADJOURNMENT


Motion made by Councilman Tuma seconded by Councilwoman Lime to adjourn the Public Hearing.  Motion carried.


------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

C E R T I F I C A T I O N


I, Kenneth A. Ramser, Clerk of Council for the City of Parma, Ohio, do hereby certify this to be a true and correct copy of the Minutes from the Public Hearing held on Monday, March 17, 2014.


_______________________________
_____________________________


KENNETH A. RAMSER



ALLAN DIVIS


CLERK OF COUNCIL



PLANNING COMMITTEE CHAIRMAN

Meeting adjourned at 7:04 P.M./lk
