
Mayfield Village 

Drainage & Infrastructure Committee 

 

 

Members: Joseph Saponaro, Council Representative 

Al Meyers, Council Representative 

Steve Schutt, Council Representative 

Michael Bucci, Resident  

John Michalko, Resident 

 Douglas Metzung, Service Director 

Thomas Cappello, Engineer 

Susan Jerome, Committee Secretary 

 

Meeting Agenda 

Monday, Oct 15, 2018 @ 7:00 p.m. 

 

 

 Approval of Minutes from October 9, 2017; 

 

 DiVincenzo Application 1000 Woodlane 

 

 Tisch Application 504 Zorn Lane 

 

 Any other matters. 

 

 

 

cc: Mayor, Council, Clerk of Council, Dept. Heads. 

The meeting will be held at the Mayfield Village Civic Center, 6622 Wilson Mills Road. 





















 

 

DRAFT 
MINUTES OF THE 

DRAINAGE & INFRASTRUCTURE 

STORM WATER MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE 

Meeting of Monday, October 9, 2017 - 6:35 p.m. 

 
The Drainage & Infrastructure Committee met on Monday, October 9, 2017 in the Mayfield Village 

Civic Hall.  Mr. Jerome called the meeting to order at 6:35 p.m.  

 

Present:  Tom Cappello  Engineer 

    Steve Jerome  Council Representative 

Tom Marrie  Council Representative  

Doug Metzung Service Director 

Al Meyers  Resident Representative 

     

Susan Jerome  Committee Secretary 

     

 

 Also Present:  Brenda Bodnar Mayor  

    Joe Diemert  Law Director 

    Diane Wolgamuth Director of Administration 

  

Absent:  Mike Bucci  Resident Representative 

    Joe Saponaro  Council Representative 

 

    

Approval of May 2, 2016 Meeting Minutes 

 

. Motion to approve Minutes of the Meeting of May 2, 2016 

 

Mr. Marrie, seconded by Mr. Meyers, made a motion to approve the Minutes of the Meeting of May 2, 

2016. 

 

  AYES:  All   Motion Carried 

  NAYS:  None    Minutes approved  

    

    

 

Review of suggested changes to D&I Application & Evaluation Forms 

 

Mr. Jerome asked Mrs. Wolgamuth to explain the changes that were included with the packet we 

received.  

 

Mrs. Wolgamuth said, yes, if I can do a little introduction. I gave you a memo last week describing how 
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we came about making these changes. It’s been awhile since the D&I committee met. Last year there 

were conversations about funding of D&I projects with a $10,000.00 limitation. That led us to look at 

and review the prior years of projects and what we found was a lot of the projects, even though they 

scored pretty low, they were still funded and we also found that a lot of people, they didn’t score well 

enough to have their project done, they would just come back year after year until they finally got their 

project done.  

 

The mayor asked that we take a look at the criteria that we were using to evaluate the projects so Tom, 

and Doug, and I actually looked through and found cities that have similar programs although not very 

many do and we took some of the thoughts and ideas from their application. So what we did, the first 

page after the agenda, is the updated application and we highlighted, in yellow, the changes that we 

made to it. Now, on the application itself, they are very minimal. We built in a $50.00 application fee, 

and we just talked before, just so people had some skin in the game and they don’t take it as lightly; so 

it’s not as easy as just filing an application. 

 

Mr. Marrie said he agreed, totally. 

 

Mrs. Wolgamuth continued to explain that they only clarified the language in number four (the next 

page is the old application) and it just said: you may be entitled to financial assistance and we didn’t 

want people to think there was actually more financial assistance available than just waiver of the 10%  

payment. Then we added the section at the end that they can’t come back for reconsideration for two 

years unless something substantially changed in their circumstances. So, that’s really all we did to the 

application. 

 

So, if you go to the third page we got the point evaluation system and this was the system was put in 

place back in 2005 and I know that because I actually did it because I was working at the Service 

Department then and I helped put this point evaluation system together. So that’s what we’ve been 

using all those years but some of these are very difficult; like when you’ve got like property damage or 

health and safety that’s severe, moderate, or minimal, it’s hard to know exactly what that means so on 

our current, the new application, that we proposed, we tried to define that a little bit more and give a 

description or an example of what would be considered severe or minimal. The other thing we did, and 

you can see this is the second to last page, we have three questions at the beginning and these were 

questions that Tom and Doug both thought: if you answered “yes” to any of those three, you’re project 

might not be appropriate for the D&I program, so, as you can see, if you have a rock or you have a 

landscaping feature that’s causing water problems, is that really something that the Village would 

consider in terms of paying to repair that? The second one is sump pump discharge from downspouts. 

They also didn’t think that that was necessarily a D&I project. The reason we put the drainage 

easement on the property – the theory there was if there was a drainage easement, the Village is already 

responsible for it so there was no reason to have a D&I application because we should be taking care of 

that. 

 

If I can just walk you through the rest. The point evaluation system – we did a number of properties 

that are similar to the old evaluation system. Standing Water is a new one we thought was important 

and it was something we saw on another city’s application; how long the water sits in your yard we 
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thought was relevant. A lot of times Doug and Tom say the water’s gone within a half an hour. There 

may be a lot of water as it’s raining and immediately after but if the water goes away pretty quickly, 

they thought that should score less. Health and Safety – we really only gave examples of how to 

determine severe, moderate, or minimal. Property Damage – also, we just gave some examples. 

Percentage of Property Affected is also a new one. I can’t remember Tom, I don’t know if you 

remember, why we came up with that one? We thought that if 50% of your yard is a bigger deal than if 

it’s in the back section of your property and it’s not really affecting a large amount. So, I know it’s a lot 

to think about. I hope you guys had a chance to look this before tonight. It has a 15 point maximum. 

We arbitrarily decided on six and that’s certainly open to discussion if people think six is too high or 

too low. Again, these are all suggested changes but there’s not been a meeting because I think there’s 

not been anyone who has requested an application but I think Doug now has someone who might be so 

before he hands out the new application, we thought we’d better review it all. 

 

Mr. Meyers asked, do they do the evaluation numbers?  

 

Mrs. Wolgamuth replied, no, they do the application and then, typically, Tom and Doug do the 

evaluation.  

 

Mr. Cappello said, what we did when it originally started was, we used to meet with all three council 

members and we would actually go look at each problem, as a group, and that was good because it 

wasn’t just Doug and me looking at it. When you go to this, everyone has a better opinion and also sees 

what’s going on. 

 

Mrs. Wolgamuth said, if these changes are acceptable to the committee, we have asked the law 

department to go through the current ordinance and eventually make changes that corresponds with the 

new criteria. So, if we were to do that, we could go through the ordinance review process and get the 

ordinance changed.  

 

Mr. Meyers said, so basically every project would be looked at by the committee. 

 

Mr. Cappello said it’s important for everyone who is going to vote on this to actually see what’s going 

on.  

 

Mr. Marrie said, it’s another set of eyes. Another thing is, we had a little meeting before too, number 

six, we should probably look at that. I would like to go back over a couple of projects and see how they 

would have scored based on this.  

 

Mrs. Wolgamuth said, because that might be too high?  

 

Mr. Cappello said I don’t know because remember I just went over one project that we funded that we 

thought was a good one and it barely made six; I think it made seven and that was a decent project. 

Again, this is just my opinion; we could leave it at six. Mrs. Wolgamuth said, in terms of how the 

committee actually does it’s function, I think that’s up to the committee; they can set their own rules.   
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Mr. Meyers asked Mr. Cappello if he thought that was high or low?  

 

Mr. Cappello said, I think it might be a little high but since we’ve done projects in the past and I think  

me and Doug can take a look at it; pick a few of them we thought were decent projects but how would 

they score today?  I just want to make sure we don’t set a number and then realize it may be too high to 

be considered.  

 

Mrs. Wolgamuth said, I think that would lead you to change the points available. We ended up doing, if 

it’s only one property affected, we gave it zero.  

 

Mr. Cappello said, maybe give it a one. Mr. Diemert said, or you change the sentence before the end, 

“the project must score six”, it could be recommended that the project scoring six or more to be 

considered rather than make it a mandatory score.  

 

Mr. Marrie said, that’s a good point.  

 

Mr. Metzung said, my opinion is it should be hard to get a project approved.  

 

Mr. Marrie said, he agreed with Doug and I like the $50.00 application fee and also, percentage of 

property affected. I think that’s a really good one because we passed and did a couple that were way 

back in the yard and I thought, “come on”,  that had no effect on their property at all so I think this is a 

good one, I like that.  

 

Mr. Cappello said, I think we have a better guide than before. The other one was a little vague. I had a 

hard time defining severe property damage. It didn’t list what was considered severe. Someone’s severe 

might be our moderate.  

 

Mrs. Wolgamuth said, well, we always laughed about the topographical nuisance. We couldn’t figure 

out what that was. And whether they should get points or get points deducted because they had them so 

we got rid of that completely because that was very confusing. 

 

Mr. Jerome said he had a couple of thoughts and questions. I, personally, feel we should be doing more 

and thought we had been doing a lot of good projects as long as Tom and Doug agreed on them. We 

haven’t had any in a while and it’s not like we are getting fifty in a year and there of low scoring 

nature. Let me ask this, so, when someone thinks they might have an issue, what is the process? They 

call Service Department and you let Doug know (indicating to Ms. Jerome).  

 

Ms. Jerome said, usually they’ll talk to Doug and he’ll tell me if I should send out an application.  

 

Mr. Metzung said he’ll typically go out and look at it first and evaluate it.  

 

Mr. Jerome said, you at least go out and look and then you tell the resident either we don’t do this or 

you would say I think this could be a project for D&I?  
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Mr. Metzung said, correct.  

 

Mr. Jerome said, so no call in gets pushed to the side? I would be afraid that someone would call in, 

they don’t want to spend $50.00 right away so you would give them some guidance and tell them you 

think this might work or I don’t think this is going to happen? 

 

Mr. Metzung said, we typically try to suggest other things they may be able to do. If it’s pretty clear 

that some type of joint effort is needed, like going through someone else’s property, or something of 

that nature to make it work, then we’ll start to evaluate it amongst Tom and I on which direction we 

want to go with it. 

 

Mr. Jerome said, if you gave them suggestions because they need to take care of it, you’re still 

available to answer their future questions? They can at least rely on us as a service that Mayfield 

Village provides. With your knowledge and Tom’s knowledge, we’ll help you the best we can but other 

than that, we don’t feel it will score enough to assist them.   

 

Mr. Metzung said, right.  

 

Mr. Jerome said, it’s not like they are hung out to dry.   

 

Mr. Metzung said, we do our best to give suggestions and our thoughts where they can go to correct a 

situation. That’s like the one were talking about now. The water drains to the back corner. There’s an 

obstruction in trying to get it out. We looked at how can we help drain this area? Me, personally 

looking at it, am not convinced how bad this area was and how bad the water sits. When you go out and 

look at it, you can see the potential for it. We haven’t asked the resident to verify what’s going on; to 

take photos to verify what’s going on out there. We’ve just used what we saw when we went out there. 

 

Mr. Jerome asked how does that rely on the new stormwater management program? I know there’s one 

resident in Worton Park. I don’t know whatever happened. He was trying for awhile. I think the last 

time we said the way to go was through this program and I don’t know if he’s gotten anywhere.  

 

Mr. Cappello said his name is Mr. Mackie. He is on the regional system so the good news is the sewer 

district has been looking at it and went out to do evaluations. The sewer district’s criteria is: Is your 

house flooding? Are you getting water? That’s high. Is your yard flooding? Not so high. He was 

concerned about his bridge.  

 

Mr. Metzung said we were looking at the creek next to his house and the erosion. So what they’re 

doing is monitoring the erosion.  

 

Mr. Cappello asked if they were also looking at the erosion by the bridge?  

 

Mr. Metzung said they are but that wasn’t part of the original request made by Mr. Mackie when we 

made our recommendations for what we were going to do with that project. The project we had looked 

at was just the side.  
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Mr. Jerome said that in his case it was only affecting his property and I don’t know if that would be 

considered severe but again, we scored it that way even though it was only affecting him. It is a big 

project but not enough for Mayfield Village to come in and do something.  

 

Mr. Metzung said, well, that and the potential for regional sewer district. It was good for him, good for 

us, good for everybody. He didn’t have to put out 10%. We didn’t have to fund the project. He was all 

for it at that point. So, I don’t know where it stands because the regional sewer district is saying they 

are going to monitor it. We’re not seeing giant chunks of land being sucked away from your home.  

 

Mr. Jerome said his third option would be to do something himself. Mrs. Wolgamuth said, he didn’t file 

an application, right?  

 

Mr. Cappello said, yes, but what ended up happening at that time was the sewer district said they were 

starting a system and Doug thought Mr. Mackie might be on the system. He was on the fringe. Let the 

sewer district take a look at it now because they had funds set aside to maintain storm water.  

 

Mr. Metzung said we had evaluated it, talk to contractors, had drawings.   

 

Mr. Cappello said at that time my understanding was it was by the side of his house. We were putting 

gabions over there but then he came to the meeting and his main purpose was the bridge falling down; 

he thought the bridge was being undermined.  

 

Mayor Bodnar asked if Mrs. Breeden in that district?  

 

Mr. Cappello said, yes, she’s across the street. 

 

Mayor Bodnar asked if she has gone through the sewer district? 

 

Mrs. Wolgamuth said she didn’t think so. 

 

Mr. Metzung said there was a D&I project done on the Breeden property where we armored the creek 

bed going through her property. That was a long time ago. 

 

Mayor Bodnar said she applied twice but the last time was quite a few years ago? 

 

Mr. Cappello said yes, that was prior to the sewer district’s program. 

 

Mr. Metzung said we have armored that creek in several locations. 

 

Mr. Jerome said we’ve established that if we move forward with this we aren’t saying we won’t come 

and look at it. It makes sense to do it.  

 

Mayor Bodnar said the way I understand it is, you would go out and look at it before they would pay 
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the fee before the application is completed. 

 

Mr. Cappello said we can give them our opinion but they still may want to apply. 

 

Mayor Bodnar said at least they can decide if they want to pay the fee after being advised it might not 

be the right kind of project. Then if they do, it’s on them. 

 

Mr. Jerome said so if they pay the $50.00 fee and we deny it, they will have to wait 2 more years to 

bring it back. 

 

Mayor Bodnar said unless there was a change in their circumstances. 

 

Mr. Marrie said he thought that was a good change. 

 

Mr. Jerome said we could trial this. We were trying to help a lot of people out and a lot were coming in. 

Some got upset when we felt we could not help. 

 

Mr. Diemert said Steve the beginning premise has to be, as our new mayor came in and talked about, 

there has to be justification to spend tax-payer dollars on private property. The amendments speak to 

the code and the application and the percentages and are leaning toward the justification for the finance 

director and the auditors that there is some semblance of public benefit, not just private property. The 

more you can justify that the better you are at passing audits. 

 

Mr. Jerome said the toughest one is when it only affects one property. That puts us in a bind. In regard 

to snow removal for the residents, how does that work? 

 

Mr. Diemert said it is justified because we are paying for a service that helps people in a certain age 

group therefore all tax payers can benefit from it. When you’re just going to help one person with 

flooding, it’s not open for everybody so that’s the difference. 

 

Mrs. Wolgamuth said there is another thing I’d like to mention and this is up to the committee. There 

was a time when you would gather all the projects and bid them out at the same time then there was a 

time when the projects came you would meet just on that project. It’s up to the committee to decide but 

I always thought it made sense to gather all them up and bidding them out as a group of projects 

demonstrating economy of scale. 

 

Mr. Cappello asked didn’t we set a time line? 

 

Mrs. Wolgamuth said yes there was a deadline for that year with the theory that those projects got done 

during the time period that we were gathering the next year’s projects. 

 

Mr. Metzung said we had many applicants at that time and now there aren’t as many. 

 

Mr. Jerome said I do believe we are spending more money Village wide for general Village projects. 
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It’s not like we’re not doing anything. We’re putting substantial resources behind the flooding. 

 

Mr. Marrie said I think the committee, certainly Tom and Doug, have done a good job in leaning 

overboard toward the resident. So, I don’t think it’s a situation where you’re just doing everything it 

just to do it. I think where the person really needed it, you were very favorable for them. I think you 

were more than fair. 

 

Mr. Jerome said with some of these changes, what the law director has stated, this cleans it up a little 

bit and gives us a little more direction as to what we should and shouldn’t be doing. It puts the finance 

director on the same page on spending money on private property and keeps the auditor happy with 

how we’re spending our money. It’s case by case.  

 

Mr. Metzung said the one thing I would add to this, and we discussed this a little earlier today, is when 

we do “property affected” . We had a project that never got done but we did fund it, I think, twice, on 

Bonnieview where it really only affected her property but yet she’s at the bottom end of the whole 

street and everyone drained into her yard. So I don’t know if it’s fair to say, affected property, one, 

because she’s at the bottom of the falls. At that point there could be some kind of flexibility when you 

rate it.   

 

Mr. Cappello asked, can we also make a note to say we waive the criteria? Is that possible? 

 

Mrs. Wolgamuth said I think everything’s possible. This is all just recommendations to the committee 

then the committee recommends to council. 

 

Mr. Jerome said it doesn’t necessarily have to go through this committee.  

 

Mr. Metzung said it does if it’s on private property and not part of an easement. This is the only 

mechanism we have to spend Village funds on private property like that unless there’s an easement. 

 

Mr. Diemert said so maybe under “A” we can put another category because the biggest justification I 

know when I worked for Soil and Conservation on their projects was if the private property flooding 

touched a right of way, a curb, a sidewalk, a street, and caused water to back out; it’s dealt with under 

health and safety. If a contiguous property happens to be public right of way of any kind, it should get a 

number that’s significant 

 

Mr. Cappello asked do you mean if the flooding is contiguous to a public property? 

 

Mr. Diemert said yes, if it touches a sidewalk you’re undermining the sidewalk. If it touches a curb 

you’re undermining a curb, if it goes on the road you’re creating ice and a public safety factor. 

 

Mr. Cappello said I think that’s a good suggestion.  If it’s touching a right of way we would come out 

ourselves and say this is not a D&I project. Can we get an easement from you because we need to fix 

this. 
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Mr. Jerome said unless they were causing the issue then we would say they need to fix that. 

 

Mr. Diemert said and often times that’s the case. In the olden days when we had more ditches and the 

ditches were cluttered with debris and they were backing up onto the right of way and the right of way 

was freezing, I would send orders to the property owner to clean their ditch, at your expense. 

 

Mr. Jerome said they can get to six if it’s only affecting one property. Do we change the points to one or 

zero? 

 

Mr. Cappello said we can see how it goes because this is not part of the ordinance, right? 

 

Mrs. Wolgamuth said no. 

 

Mr. Cappello said so that can be modified. 

 

Mr. Marries said you can change it. 

 

Mr. Diemert said the ordinance just takes into account justification for the public being affected. We try 

to make the ordinances are generic as possible so we don’t have to amend it often. 

 

Mr. Jerome said it all makes sense so we can make sure we’re doing the most we can, legally. Do any 

of the committee members have any thoughts? 

 

Mr. Marrie said no, I think it’s a good improvement. 

 

Mr. Meyers said he agrees with everyone. Every project is isolated. The numbers might not add up but 

it’s still given consideration. 

 

A copy of the revised application and evaluation forms are attached to the minutes. 

 

Phase II Update 

 

Mr. Jerome said we’ve reviewed the suggested changes, we’ve discussed the proposed changes to the 

ordinance. Let’s review the Phase II Storm Water update. 

 

Mr. Cappello said as part of our Phase II requirement we are supposed to update our Storm Water 

Management Ordinance which we did in December as well as our Erosion and Sediment Control 

Ordinance which we also did in December. That’s basically a quick update of what’s going on with our 

storm water management plan. 

 

Mr. Jerome said that was some months ago so it’s all been put into effect. It has to do with the Ohio 

EPA? 

 

Mr. Cappello said yes. 
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Mr. Jerome asked if we get assistance with that through Chagrin Watershed Partners and Euclid Creek 

Watershed. 

 

Mr. Metzung said and now Regional Sewer District and the Board of Health.  

 

Mr. Jerome asked if anything has come into play yet? Have the new ordinances helped? 

 

Mr. Cappello said we’re just updating what we had updated before. To be in compliance with the 

updated storm water permit, version 3, I believe. 

 

Mr. Jerome said so that affects stuff that’s ours and other projects in the Village? 

 

Mr. Cappello said any projects that come to the Village have to follow the ordinance and be in 

compliance with the EPA. 

 

Mr. Jerome said which include requirements and suggestions.  Were there some things that we added or 

mostly suggestions we chose?  

 

Mr. Cappello said we did what was required. We stay away from their suggestions because they go 

above and beyond and could back us into a corner. Not that we wouldn’t necessarily take a look at 

those on a project but I wouldn’t want that in the code. It gives us a little less flexibility. We did 

everything we had to. 

 

Mr. Jerome asked how often do they make changes?  

 

Mr. Cappello said the permits are on a five year cycle. Usually they make their adjustments every 5 

years if there are going to be any. 

 

Mr. Jerome asked if there were any other matters, any other questions?  

 

There were none. 

 

There being no further matters, the meeting adjourned at 7:09 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

Susan Jerome 
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