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ORDINANCE REVIEW COMMITTEE 
MEETING MINUTES 

Mayfield Village 
June 8, 2010    

 
The Ordinance Review Committee met in regular session on Tuesday, June 8, 2010 at 

5:04 p.m. at the Mayfield Village Civic Center, Main Conference Room. Chairman Saponaro 
presided.       
 
ROLL CALL 
 
Present: Mr. Joe Saponaro Chairman 

Mr. Jerry Catalano 
Mrs. Mary Ann Wervey 

  Mr. John Marrelli 
 
Absent: Mr. Casey Kucharson 

Mr. Bill Marquardt  Council Alternate 
   
Also Present: Ms. Diane Calta  Law Department   
  Mr. Tom Cappello Engineer Department  
  Ms. Deborah Garbo Secretary  
 
CONSIDERATION OF MEETING MINUTES:  May 11, 2010   
Mr. Catalano, seconded by Mrs. Wervey made a motion to approve the minutes of May 11, 
2010.   
 
ROLL CALL 
Ayes: All      Motion Carried 
Nays: None   Minutes Approved As Written.   
 
 
PROPOSALS  
 
1. Special Purpose Flood Damage Reduction Ordinance    
 New Chapter 1125  

‘Letter of Final Determination’ forwarded to ODNR.  
      

2. Beautification Committee  
 Chapter 907; Ordinance # 2005-56  
   
3. Application for Stormwater Fee Credit - NEORSD 
 Discuss meeting requirements of Local Bldg & Zoning Ordinances.     
  
4. International Residential Code  
 Reinstate amendments from 2002 Edition that were inadvertently left out.   



Ordinance Review minutes 
June 8, 2010 
Pg #2 
 
OPEN PORTION 

 
Special Purpose Flood Damage Reduction Ordinance 

 
Chairman Saponaro called the meeting to order.  
 
Mr. Cappello stated we received the letter today from FEMA. We have to have everything 
completed by Dec 3rd. Now starts the process. We have 6 months to revise our Ordinance. 
We’re pretty much done with the revisions and close to being ready to send it forward. I just 
have to look back over the free board issue.  
 
Tom will continue process to meet deadline & requirements for 
adoption of floodplain management regulations.  
 
 

Beautification Committee  
 
Chairman attended the Beautification meeting on May 25th. Tom Marrie & I were both 
assigned as Council to Committee. He thought he was the alternate and I thought I was the 
alternate. Nevertheless, we’ll get that taken care of. I was under the understanding that 
Beautification had looked at the Ordinance. That wasn’t the case. They had never seen the 
proposed revisions to the Ordinance. I apologize, it certainly was not meant to exclude them 
from weighing in. Debbie, please get Ordinance Committee a copy of those Beautification 
minutes of May 25th.  They will have had the opportunity to review all the revisions by their 
next meeting date of Aug 31st.   
 
Chairman said we as Ordinance Review have to look at 907.06 PERFORMANCE one more 
time. It said that all the work shall be performed by the Service Department. This cannot be the 
case. The Committee will perform some of the work, Doug will perform some of the work and 
sometimes an outside Contractor. In my estimation, the part in how it gets performed does not 
have to be part of the Ordinance. In referencing other community ordinances, I don’t see the 
“Performance” piece in any of them. Unless Diane tells us differently, I’d like to take that out.  
 
Chairman said at the end of the day, we want an Ordinance that makes sense and is workable so 
the Beautification Committee knows what they’re charged with and is able to carry it out.  We 
just want it to be a good ordinance.  
 
Chairman stated Mary Ann sent me an e-mail after our last Ordinance meeting of the projects 
she envisions Beautification can weigh in on, i.e., signage landscaping, with the understanding 
that Beautification does not have approval rights. But what they do have is the ability to weigh 
in on it based on their experience and knowledge.  
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1. Delete Section 907.06 PERFORMANCE. Get revised copy to 
Beautification Committee prior to their 8/31 meeting.  

2. Beautification Committee to discuss & comment on Draft revisions at 
their 8/31 meeting date.   

3. Take off Ordinance Review agenda until Sept 14th meeting date.  
 
 

Stormwater Fee Credit – NEORSD   
 

• Rain Barrel Systems  
 
Chairman said we received from Diane’s office 3 sample ordinances from Parma, South Euclid 
& Beachwood.   
 
Ms. Calta stated because of all the litigation going on, NEORSD agreed not to start billing until 
October.  
 
Mr. Marrelli feels Beachwood’s is overdone by criteria. The difference between Beachwood, 
Parma and us is our houses are farther apart. We have big side yards. I could see little 
bungalows in Parma with the barrels in the side yards, and the guy next door having difficulty 
getting his car into his garage because of those 3’ wide side yards.   
 
Chairman asked if it’s felt that Parma’s is more of a workable solution in terms of a template if 
we want to create an Ordinance.  
 
Ms. Calta gets stuck on if the credit requires 100% of the rain barrels and you don’t want to 
allow them in the front yard, how do you let anyone get the credit?  
 
Mr. Cappello said now they’re saying you only need to cover 50%. So I think they’ll be o.k.  
 
Ms. Calta doesn’t think John wants to be in the business of inspecting every single rain barrel.  
 
Mr. Cappello stated Parma charges $1.00 for a permit fee. They’re not trying to make this 
difficult. John said then they send the Building Commissioner, Engineer and Mayor (in jest) out 
to look at the house.  
 
Ms. Wervey also thought Parma’s was good, but I wouldn’t require a permit fee. John agreed.  
 
Mr. Marrelli explains what the problem is not charging a fee. If you put requirements in, you 
have to have an application, and if you’re going to do an application, you have to issue an 
approval.  
 
Ms. Wervey said we’re not going to issue the credit. It’ll go through the County. You won’t be 
involved in the credits.  
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Mr. Marrelli said but we don’t know if the County is going to come to the Bldg Dept and ask, 
“Do you have a program”? When we say yes, they’ll say “Give us a list of all the people you 
approved for rain barrels”.  
 
Mr. Catalano said you have a numerous number of designed homes in this community with 3 
downspouts in the front of the house and only one in the back.  
 
Mr. Marrelli stated we have to have something for the people that want to do this.  
 
Mr. Cappello said it’s up to them to get the credits. They tell the people it’s their responsibility 
to follow local requirements. Diane said but the County’s not going to come out and inspect. 
The applicant will have to submit some kind of proof in a picture. 
 
Mr. Marrelli feels strongly down the road the County will come looking for a list of people 
with rain barrel permits issued.   
 
Mr. Cappello said right now it’s the responsibility of the homeowner.  
 

• Function of a Rain Barrel 
 
Chairman asked Tom to explain for the record how the rain barrel works. 
 
Mr. Cappello said it’s basically an old fashioned cistern. Roof water drains to the gutters down 
to a downspout. It used to go either into the ground in the storm sewer system or onto the 
ground and make it’s way to the grass to the storm sewer system. Their capacity is anywhere 
from 40 – 60 gallons. You’re collecting that water after that spill. They have what they call a 
diverter which then bypasses the barrel and either goes back to a splash block or goes back into 
the storm drain, depending on how you have your system hooked up. People use the rain 
barrels to water gardens. The thought is you’re conserving rain water, preventing erosion 
downstream. That’s good water for flower & vegetable gardens, not chlorinated from the tap. 
At the bottom of the barrel is a spicket to hook a hose to. The rain barrel is just one option. 
They have cisterns, large fiberglass storage tanks. A lot of farmers use them. One guy had one 
in his backyard hooked to his downspout, 6’ tall & 8’ diameter. That’s something you don’t 
want. However, doesn’t mean you can’t take that tank and bury it. This though gets into a 
tremendous cost, a long period of pay back. 
 
Mr. Marrelli refers to Parma’s that says installation of rain barrels or “other structural storage 
containers”. What would the other containers be? 
 
Mr. Cappello said only thing he thinks of is an underground cistern. 
 
Mr. Marrelli getting back to sample ordinances thinks Beachwood’s over the top, South 
Euclid’s too vague, prefers Parma’s.  
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Mr. Cappello mentioned the Parma one talks about matching piping colors. Mary Ann suggests 
getting rid of that. Tom agrees. John likes the language that states “Rain barrel must be black, 
brown or dark green in color, or the exterior of the barrel must be painted to match the body or 
trim color of the home”.     
 
Review, Approval & Fee Recommendations by Bldg Commissioner 
 

1. Doesn’t think we need the Village Engineer to inspect rain barrels. Should be 
subject to review & approval by the Bldg Department.  

2. Suggests a $5.00 permit fee per address. Plug fee in our Chapter ‘13’ Fee Schedule. 
3. Section 945.05 APPEALS, this wouldn’t be a decision of the City Engineer. There 

wouldn’t be a hearing before the Service Director. Delete both. Appeal should be 
to the Board of Appeals.  

 
• Commercial Application 

 
Mr. Marrelli asked if this applies to a commercial building application.  
 
Mr. Cappello replied no, commercial has to meet runoff reduction code, storm water criteria.   
 
Mr. Cappello asked what if Dr. Eadie who has a conditional use wanted rain barrels? John said 
the physical structure is a house. Another example is the Century 21 real estate house across the 
street. John asked, what if Skoda Minotti wants to promote green with two 80 gallon rain 
barrels in the back of their building?  
 
Chairman asked for clarification, is the only reason for the Ordinance for the folks to get the 
credit? John said no. Chairman said if we say it’s for anyone who wants it then we have to be 
clear. John said not that commercial can’t do it, it just has to be done differently because you 
get into storm retention & EPA requirements with commercial. 
 
Discussion ensued on residential versus commercial applications.  
 
Chairman Saponaro used Parma’s example. We can give them a max capacity of 80 gallons, 
tell them where they can place it, etc. If the commercial property wants to do that and meet all 
those criteria, fine, we can add language in there. If the JADD Mall wants to put the barrels in 
the back, a nuisance would be created because the back of it affects this building here. We have 
to contemplate those types of scenarios.  
 
Mr. Marrelli suggests commercial applications be a case by case review.  
 
Mr. Catalano said keep in mind you don’t want to create a health hazard on any of this. John 
said the barrels are sealed.  
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Commercial Application Recommendations 
 

1. Chairman Saponaro suggested putting something in the ordinance saying all 
commercial properties at minimum must comply with the ordinance but will be 
taken on a case by case basis whereby greater criteria may be required that they 
must meet in order to comply with the ordinance.  

2. Law Department to draft Ordinance.  
 
 

International Residential Code 
 

Mr. Marrelli explained when the last version was passed by Council in 2006, the 1321.03 
AMENDMENTS (1 – 7) from 2002 were left out. This came about when I went to reference 
our time limits (below) on a couple of jobs that have dragged on longer than they should, and 
realized they were missing.  
#7: Work for every permit issued shall commence within six (6) months of issue and shall 

be diligently pursued. The following deadlines shall be complied with: 
a. New Dwelling   1 year 
b. Additions to Dwelling  6 months 
c. Garage, shed, deck, pool,  

and similar structures  3 months 
Extensions may be granted by the Building Commissioner provided permitted can show 
good and satisfactory reasons beyond control that work cannot be completed within the 
stipulated time period.  
 

Law Dept to reinstate 1321.03 AMENDMENTS.   
Keep on Agenda  

 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
Chairman Saponaro said if no one has anything further to discuss, I’d like to entertain a motion 
to adjourn.  
 
Mr. Marrelli, seconded by Mr. Catalano made a motion to adjourn the meeting.  
ROLL CALL 
Ayes:  All       Motion Carried    
Nays:  None       Meeting adjourned at 5:50 p.m. 
 
Respectfully Submitted, 
 
Deborah Garbo 
Executive Assistant 
Building Department 


