
Minutes of    REGULAR   
 

Held   at the SAFETY SERVICES CENTER  July 12, 2022 
 

~ 1 ~ 
 

 ******************************************************************* 

MINUTES OF SYMMES TOWNSHIP REGULAR MEETING 

  

JULY 12, 2022 

******************************************************************* 

                                                                                                                      

The meeting was called to order at 7:00 p.m. Elected officials present were Ms. Jodie Leis, Mr. 

Kenneth Bryant, Mr. Phil Beck, and Mr. Joseph Grossi. 

 

Also, present: Kimberly Lapensee – Township Administrator; Jeff Forbes - Law Director;  Major 

Chris Ketteman and Sergeant Sovern – HCSO; Ott Huber – Chief LSFD. 

 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE AND INVOCATION 

 

APPROVAL OF AGENDA  

  

JODIE LEIS made a motion to approve the agenda. Mr. Beck seconded the motion. The roll call 

vote was as follows: Ms. Leis - ‘aye’, Mr. Beck ‘ ‘aye’ and Mr. Bryant – ‘aye’. Motion passes.  

 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES   

 

JODIE LEIS made a motion to approve the regular minutes for June 14, 2022. Mr. Beck 

seconded the motion. The roll call vote was as follows: Mr. Beck – ‘aye’, Ms. Leis - ‘aye’, and 

Mr. Bryant – ‘aye’. Motion passes. 

 

FISCAL OFFICERS REPORT 

 

JODIE LEIS made a motion to approve the Fiscal Officers Report for June. Mr. Bryant seconded 

the motion. Discussion continued. 

 

JOE GROSSI stated that we have $25,077.32 in our HRA Account, $6,652,804.48 in the checking 

account, and $8,208,528.20 in our Meeder Investment account from June. He stated that we were 

just notified that we will be receiving the second half of our ARPA funds later this month totaling 

$788,033.00. He stated that we have $2,765,155.50 in the General Fund, $1,139,191.54 in the 

Police Levy Fund, $546,268.13 in the Fire Levy Fund, and $2,778,396.41 in the Safety Services 

Fund as of July 1, 2022. 

 

The roll call vote was as follows: Mr. Beck – ‘aye’, Ms. Leis - ‘aye’, and Mr. Bryant – ‘aye’. 

Motion passes. 

 

PRESENTATIONS 

  

Kenny Lawless Retirement Proclamation – Ms. Leis read a proclamation to retiring officer Kenny 

Lawless for his 30 years of service as a Patrol Officer and 26 of those years were spent in Symmes 

Township serving the community. Officer Lawless stated that he wanted to thank everyone and 

the Sheriff’s Office and appreciates the recognition. Major Chris Ketteman stated the Sheriff’s 

Office appreciates all the challenging work that Kenny has shown throughout the years and wanted 

to thank him for everything he has done. He stated that he appreciates all the support that the 

Township gives to the officers in this community. Major Ketteman presented Officer Lawless with 

a challenge coin. 

 

PUBLIC HEARINGS 

 

JODIE LEIS opened the public hearing at 7:12 p.m. for the Kohls Zone Change/Major Revision 

from “EE” Planned Residence District with Subservient Retail to “EE” Planned Residence 

District with Subservient Retail to allow the creation of an outparcel in front of the existing 

Kohls store for the purpose of constructing a future additional commercial building utilizing 
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existing parking lot space and access points at 9201 Fields Ertel Road, on the south side of Fields 

Ertel Road (Parcel #620-0190-0060). 

 

BRYAN SNYDER, Hamilton County Regional Planning Commission, 138 E. Court St., 

Cincinnati, OH 45202, stated that this is a zone change request/major revision. Case 2000-01 was 

a major revision approved for the property that goes back to the 1980’s was originally part of a 

much larger site that was zoned Residential “A” to Planned Retail “EE” which was back before 

Governor’s Way was constructed and before Fields Ertel Road was relocated. He stated that it 

included all of the properties south, east, and west of this site all the way to Montgomery Road. 

He stated that following that initial approval, there have been several other cases – two specific 

major revisions in 1993 and 2000 to modify the original preliminary development plan that was 

originally approved for this site. He stated that the 1993 amendment involved the Kohls, Burger 

King and Sofa Express (which is now the appliance store). He stated that all of the buildings that 

are existing were approved as part of the 1993 case. He stated that the 2000 case included the Big 

Lots which is now known as Kings Honda. He stated that there have been a number of modified 

final development plans over the years. He stated that the difference in the modified plan and a 

major revision is the legislation that was passed by the Trustees to create the original zone change. 

He stated that if there are conditions included with the approval, which would include maximum 

number of buildings, those items cannot be changed by the Zoning Commission in a final 

development plan. He stated that the only group that can change the conditions in a zone change 

would be the Trustees. He stated that one of the original conditions for the site was to limit the 

number of buildings to three (3) and to increase the number of buildings to four (4) requires a 

major revision. He stated that this is exactly what Casto (the owner), would like to do. He stated 

that this proposal includes an additional out lot out by the entrance on Fields Ertel Road between 

the Burger King and the entrance. He stated that the owner is proposing to create a 1.3-acre parcel 

and build a commercial 4,800 sf building with associated parking, dumpster, and signage areas. 

He stated that they have submitted their concept plan of what could be developed on the site. He 

stated that details of that site would have to go through a Final Development Plan process with the 

Zoning Commission. He stated that this process is conceptual at the Trustees process (if approved) 

and then the greater detail is submitted to the Zoning Commission before a zoning permit can be 

issued.  

Mr. Snyder stated the staff report shows the Land Use Plan adopted by the Symmes Township 

trustees designates the area as general retail. The proposed commercial building would be 

consistent with this land use designation. He stated the staff finds the proposal would be consistent 

with the adopted Land Use Plan. He stated the Kohl’s parking lot is a large, under-utilized parking 

lot which would be consistent with the adopted Symmes Township 10-Year Master Plan. Staff 

found that consistency with the adopted land use plan is required and that the zone amendment can 

achieve consistency with the adopted land use plan.  

Mr. Snyder stated the Hamilton County Regional Planning Commission has unanimously 

recommended approval at their meeting on May 5, 2022. The Thoroughfare Plan does not require 

dedication of right away as part of major revision. There is a zoning issue with the rear yard 

setback. The applicant is requesting a 26-foot rear yard setback at the northmost point of the 

southern property line. The site is located within a larger, interconnected retail complex and this 

reduced rear yard setback would not be noticeable on the ground. The proposed building would be 

over 150 feet from the existing building to the south due to the irregular shape of the lots. 

Therefore, staff finds there is sufficient reason to support a variance for the 26-foot rear yard 

setback. Landscape plan was not submitted but would be required in the Final Development Plan.  

Mr. Snyder stated the applicant has not submitted a lighting plan and staff finds that if any new 

lighting is proposed anywhere on the entire site including the Kohl’s parking lot, a lighting plan 

that meets the requirements of the Zoning Resolution should be submitted as part of the Zoning 

Compliance Plan.  

Mr. Snyder stated the applicant is proposing 1.5 square foot of wall signage per linear foot of 

building frontage along Fields Ertel Road and Union Cemetery Road. This equates to 90 square 

feet of signage along Fields Ertel Road and 120 square feet of signage along Union Cemetery Road 

for a total of 210 square feet of wall signage. Under Section 321.4-1(1), the eastern façade along 

Union Cemetery Road would only be permitted to have 60 square feet, for a site total of 150 square 

feet of wall signage. Staff does not support the variance as proposed and finds that all wall signage 

on the site should meet the requirements of the Zoning Resolution.  
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Mr. Snyder stated a landscape plan approved for the Kohl’s site was approved per Symmes 93-3, 

it appears some of the required plantings along Fields Ertel Road west of the Kohl’s access drive 

have been removed. The applicant is not proposing to remove the required landscaping on the 

newly created parcel. However, this landscape requirement still applies on the site and staff finds 

that the landscaping that was removed in the area listed above, should be replanted. Staff finds that 

a landscaping plan for the entire zone change area should be submitted as part of the Final 

Development Plan. Mr. Snyder stated there is sufficient parking for Kohl’s despite the reduction 

in the total number of spaces, the site would have more parking than required (58 spaces above 

what they need). 

Mr. Snyder stated staff recommended approval of case Symmes 2022-03 Kohl’s out lot, a request 

for a major revision to an existing “EE” planned residence district (with subservient retail) subject 

to the standard covenants for planned districts and the following conditions and variances:  

Conditions: 

1. That a detailed signage plan shall be submitted as part of the Final Development Plan. 

2. That a detailed landscape plan in compliance with the approved landscape plan per case 

Symmes 93-3 and Section 145 of the Zoning Resolution shall be submitted as part of the 

Final Development Plan. 

3. That no new lighting shall be installed without submission of a lighting plan in compliance 

with the Zoning Resolution.  

Variances: 

1. Section 137.3(4) – That the new commercial building shall be permitted to have a minimum 

26-foot rear yard setback where a 50-foot rear yard setback is required. 

Mr. Snyder stated that the Regional Planning Commission and the Symmes Township Zoning 

Commission both recommended approval of the requested zone change per the conditions and 

variance as submitted in the staff report. 

 

JODIE LEIS asked if we know what affect if any this will have on Fields Ertel Road. Mr. Snyder 

stated that the Hamilton County Engineer will be involved in the review of the building permit 

when it is submitted. He stated that if the county engineer feels like there are any other signalization 

or lane changes that need to occur, then they will be the one is to require it before they allow the 

use to be approved.  

 

KEN BRYANT stated that there were a number of county agencies that did not provide reports for 

this request. He asked Mr. Snyder if he sees that as a problem. Mr. Snyder stated no, they will have 

to comply with those department’s requirements at the time of submittal. He stated that they will 

have to comply with all storm water, sewer, soil, and water requirements, etc. 

 

PHIL BECK asked if he stated earlier that this may be a restaurant. Mr. Snyder stated that they did 

provide all the parking that is required for a restaurant because those uses require the most parking. 

He stated that it is their intent to leave it open. Mr. Beck asked if there would be a drive thru. Mr. 

Snyder stated that the original drawing did have a drive-thru on the site plan and then it was 

revised. Ms. Leis asked if they could add it later. Mr. Snyder stated that those finer details will 

have to be added during the final development plan process.  

 

KEN BRYANT asked if they are already providing the maximum number of spaces that are 

required for a restaurant, then they would have what is needed for any commercial development. 

Mr. Snyder stated yes, the restaurant use requires 1 space for every 100 sf which is the most. He 

stated that all other retail uses are 1 space for every 200 sf and the office use is lower than that.  

 

MATT FELLERHAUF, Strauss, and Troy, 150 E. 4th Street, #4, Cincinnati, Ohio 45202, who 

represents the owner of the neighboring property (Burger King), stated that he expresses his 

concerns about the process that the township went through for the PUD request (Section 519). He 

stated that he believes that once a PUD becomes zoned, then anything after that is an administrative 

process. He stated that this should be appealable to the Court of Common Pleas (Section 2506). 

Mr. Fellerhauf stated that they feel that it is inappropriate for this proceed because testimony here 

is not under oath and it should be remanded back to the Zoning Commission under Section 519.021 
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to have a proper hearing. He stated that he has talked to our Law Director, and he will talk about 

other things they are objecting to. He stated that they have concerns about the drive-thru and 

parking for the site. He stated that they do not know what is going to be there and there is no 

entitlement to this change for the PUD. He stated that the board can change the conditions and 

grant the zone change at this time if they believe it, is a good idea. He stated that the map shows a 

different plan at this meeting than what was presented at the zoning commission meeting. Mr. 

Snyder stated that originally the applicant submitted a plan with a drive-thru and then changed the 

site plan to the one that is currently being shown on the screen with no drive-thru. Mr. Fellerhauf 

stated that his client is concerned about this hearing that once after it is approved, the final plans 

can be changed per the testimony that was given earlier. He stated that his client also has rights to 

all of the parking on the Kohls parking lot. He stated that if this plan is approved, then it would 

deny his client the right to use the most valuable parking to him. He stated that by deed, his client 

has the right to use every parking space that is shown on the plan. He stated that when we are 

considering the parking for the uses proposed on that new site, that his client’s uses should be 

considered. He stated that his client is also concerned about the property having a drive-thru 

because it could conflict with his drive-thru that is already existing at the Burger King site. He 

stated that he has a valuable tenant there that he wants to keep. He stated that this approval could 

prevent that tenant from staying. He stated that he and his client are requesting the board of trustees 

to deny this request for these very reasons. He stated that there is a section in the code that requires 

the neighboring property rights to be considered and he believes that his client has been left out of 

the process. He believes that this new parcel could be put anywhere in this large parking lot, but 

they have chosen to slam it up against his client’s property. He is requesting that the owner submit 

a new plan and stick with that plan the whole way through the process so that everyone knows 

what will be going there.  

 

RAY CONN, 11160 Kenwood Road, Cincinnati, Ohio 45242, stated that he represents the family 

that has owned this property for over 30 years, and they are concerned about cross parking 

agreements. He stated that if the proposed building was located on the opposite side of the property, 

then he would not be here tonight. He stated that he knows that Kohls does not want it on that 

particular site because it affects them. He stated that with this plan presented tonight, the 

development is more intense right up against him and there are more parking spaces shoved up 

against his building and then he would have to go to the other side of the building (west side) to 

use those spaces.  

 

GREG MALONE, 250 Civic Drive, Columbus, Ohio, Casto Development, stated that his company 

owns the entire property and all shaded areas on the map are under the control of Kohls (with their 

lease for another 15 years). He stated that they started working with them several years ago to try 

and figure out a more efficient use of the property. He stated that they have operated that Kohls 

for over 27 years. He stated that they operate over 1200 stores and have good knowledge of what 

they need to operate. He stated that they have developed this plan over the last couple of years. He 

stated that while he appreciates other opinions and respect them, but he disagrees with what the 

neighboring owners/attorneys stated earlier in the presentation. He stated that the reason they have 

chosen that location for the new parcel is pretty evident. He approached the board and showed 

them photos of the Kohls lot over time (2000, 2005, 2010, 2015 and 2021) which shows how many 

parking spaces have been used over time since it was built. He stated that the photos were not 

taken at 7:00 p.m. at night when the parking lot would not be utilized. He stated that the parcel 

shown in this application is where no one parks. Mr. Malone stated that Mr. Conn’s property that 

Burger King operates on, consistently uses only 5 spaces out of his 40 spaces that are available on 

his property. He stated that Mr. Conn knows how many spaces he needs to operate. Mr. Malone 

stated that the map on the screen (that shows the drive-thru) was prepared for a staff review that 

was help in February with staff/public which was prior to making the formal application. He stated 

that the size, location, and access to the parcel never changed. He stated that they do not know yet 

who will occupy the parcel, but their application at this time does not show one. He stated that 

they are trying to get minimum standards established so that they can market the parcel and then 

develop a final plan. He stated that this lot has always been vacant, and they are just trying to bring 

additional jobs and development to the community. He stated that there has been over 250,000 sf 

of retail that has been removed since the time it has been developed. He mentioned the Honda 

property and the newly approved McCluskey property which has and will diminish the number of 

car traffic in the area. He stated that he believes that this zone change will not diminish Mr. Conn’s 

property rights for parking. He stated that that is a private matter between property owners and is 

unenforceable by the township. Mr. Malone handed out the parking agreement to the board. He 
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stated that however this is developed or split, the Symmes Township zoning resolution will require 

all parcels to self-contain their parking depending on the uses. He stated that he disagreed with the 

inadequate parking statements. 

 

KEN BRYANT asked what other development could go there besides a restaurant? Mr. Malone 

stated that they plan to build a 4,800-sf bldg. that will house  a commercial service of some type 

or food service building. He stated that he could see one the tenants that will need to be moved 

from the old JC Penny/strip center site and could potentially relocate to this building. He stated 

that whatever they put on that site, they will meet the requirements that are specified in the zoning 

resolution which includes parking, stacking, signage, etc. 

 

MATT FELLERHAUF handed out the parking agreement to the board. He stated that his client 

has a right to all the parking spaces across that entire parking lot and what will be on the new 

parcel.  

 

BRYAN SNYDER asked if that was non-exclusive? He stated that each business must supply their 

own parking spaces on their lot for that particular use they are using it for. He stated that you are 

not permitted to use parking spaces on another lot for your requirements unless you have exclusive 

use of those parking spaces. He stated that you cannot share parking in a retail use because they 

have overlapping hours. He also stated that unless you have exclusive rights to parking, they would 

not be permitted to build a bigger building on their property and expect Mr. Malone to provide the 

parking just because they have cross-access parking agreements that will not comply with zoning. 

He stated that he just wanted to make that clear. 

 

MATT FELLERHAUF stated that many codes allow shared parking for exclusive uses. 

 

JODIE LEIS stated that she is a Kohls shopper and there is always plenty of parking. 

 

KEN BRYANT asked if the procedure that was used in this zone change was the correct procedure 

for this process. Mr. Forbes stated that he discussed this with their attorney and with Mr. Snyder, 

and he is confident that the correct procedure was followed, and it is appropriate for this board to 

take whatever action they may decide to take tonight.  

 

JODIE LEIS asked Mr. Snyder that no matter what plan is shown, the final will go back to the 

Zoning Commission for final approval. Mr. Snyder stated yes.  

 

PHIL BECK stated that he reviewed both plans and the parking areas still remain the same no 

matter if there is a drive-thru or not and there is still parking that surrounds the new building that 

could potentially be used by the neighbor.  

 

KEN BRYANT stated that the new parcel actually provides ingress/egress to the Burger King 

parcel. Mr. Bryant asked if the access to the Burger King parcel would change and if the drive isle 

will remain. Mr. Malone stated that Burger King will continue to have access on the private drive 

entering the site and he will still have access to all of the parking areas that are illustrated in the 

private parking/access agreement. Mr. Malone stated that they are not changing any access points 

to the Burger King site from Fields Ertel or Union Cemetery Road. 

 

MATT FELLERHAUF stated that the building not on the plan clearly will affect parking.  

 

RAY CONN stated that PUDs are difficult things and have many concerns. He stated that he 

believes that the board should take into consideration our concerns. He stated that we have certain 

rights and have for many years. He stated that without the township’s protection they have none. 

 

JODIE LEIS made a motion to close the public hearing at 8:09 p.m. 

 

APPROVAL OF DISBURSEMENTS 

 

Ms. Leis made a motion to approve the warrants 81358 to 81455 and Vouchers 147 to 166 in the 

amount of $938,577.82. Mr. Beck seconded the motion. The roll call vote was as follows: Mr. 

Beck – ‘aye’, Ms. Leis - ‘aye’, and Mr. Bryant – ‘aye’. Motion passes. 

 



Minutes of    REGULAR   
 

Held   at the SAFETY SERVICES CENTER  July 12, 2022 
 

~ 6 ~ 
 

REPORTS 

 

JEFF FORBES, LAW DIRECTOR – Mr. Forbes stated that he had no report.  

 

MAJOR CHRIS KETTEMAN, HAMILTON COUNTY SHERIFF’S DEPT – Major Ketteman 

had no report.  

 

CHIEF OTT HUBER, LSFD – stated that he has no report. 

 

BILL PITMAN, DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS – Absent.  

 

COMMITTEE – None.  

 

OTHER – None.  

 

HEARING OF RESIDENTS 

 

JOANNE MITCHKOSKI, 12007 Antietam Drive, stated that there is sump pump next door to 

them at 12019 Antietam Drive that constantly runs and is pumped to the street/gutter which ends 

up in front of their house to get to the catch basin. She stated that the gutter stays wet all year long 

and there are algae there in the summer that is slippery, but the worst part is in the winter when it 

freezes. She stated that she contacted their neighbor about the water, but he did not respond so they 

contacted Mr. Pitman (Public Works Director) and was told that the Health Department regulates 

sump pumps and where the storm water can be released to. She stated that they were told that the 

water from the sump pump cannot be released to the street/gutter/storm system and that the 

Prosecutors Office advised the health department that they were not going to help them enforce 

the rules according to Lisa Humble (Health Department). She asked if there was anything that the 

township could do to help the situation.  

 

JEFF FORBES stated that he has talked to Mr. Pitman, and they have reviewed it. He stated that 

there are regulations that prohibit the discharge of sump pumps into the streets/gutters, but they 

are Hamilton County Health Department regulations, and the township has no authority to enforce 

those regulations. He stated that he knows that Mr. Pitman has been in contact with the Health 

Department urging them to enforce their rules. He stated that he knows that there is reluctance on 

their part to enforce the rules due to a staffing issue and they would have to take people to court. 

Mr. Forbes stated that he is not sure that the township even has the authority to regulate that 

because it is a sanitary issue and that is why the health department has that in their regulations.  

 

PHIL BECK asked if there is a rule that a sump pump has to stop within so many feet of the street. 

Mr. Forbes stated that the regulations require that the sump pump stop within 15 feet of the 

property line. Mr. Beck stated that the owner does not own the area around the street or in the 

street and stated that he would like the township to look into the possibility of treating these sump 

pumps as a nuisance. He stated that he believes that we should not be cutting the curbs or leaving 

the cuts in the curbs when we replace the curbs when paving. Mr. Forbes stated that the owner has 

the option to cut the pipe back 15 feet away from the property line or connect to the collector line 

to discharge the water. He stated that they have never used the nuisance route to regulate these. 

Ms. Leis asked if we could look into this. Mr. Forbes stated yes. Mr. Beck stated that he will talk 

to Greg Kesterman with the Health Department to see if there is anything that can be done. 

 

BARB WILSON, 7906 Clement Street, stated that State Route 126 repaving will occur shortly and 

wondered if that repaving will affect the vacation of Kugler Mill. Mr. Beck stated that he has no 

update on that portion of Kugler Mill and he will contact Eric Beck at the status. 

 

 

CORRESPONDENCE 

 

Attached to the packet.  

 

EVENTS/MEETINGS 
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• Zoning Commission Meeting – Wednesday, July 20, 2022, at 7:00 p.m. at the Safety 

Services Center. 

• Storytime with the Library – Monday, July 25, 2022, from 10:00 to 10:30 at Home of the 

Brave Park. 

• Board of Zoning Appeals Meeting – Monday, August 1, 2022, at 7:00 p.m. at the Safety 

Services Center. 

• Regular Trustees Meeting – Tuesday, August 3, 2022, at 7:00 p.m. at the Safety Services 

Center. 

 

OLD BUSINESS 

 

None. 

 

NEW BUSINESS  

 

JODIE LEIS made a motion to approve Resolution G2022-76 – Resolution Approving a Zone 

Change from “EE” Planned Residence District/Major revision to “EE” Planned Residence 

District Located at 9201 Fields Ertel Road. Mr. Bryant seconded the motion.  

 

The roll call vote was as follows: Mr. Beck – ‘aye’, Ms. Leis - ‘aye’, and Mr. Bryant – ‘aye’. 

Motion passes. 

 

JODIE LEIS made a motion to approve Resolution G2022-77 – Resolution Approving the 

Submittal of the Annual Tax Budget for Fiscal Year 2023 to the County Budget Commission. 

Mr. Beck seconded the motion.  

 

The roll call vote was as follows: Mr. Beck – ‘aye’, Ms. Leis - ‘aye’, and Mr. Bryant – ‘aye’. 

Motion passes. 

 

JODIE LEIS made a motion to approve Resolution G2022-78 – Resolution Authorizing the 

Township Administrator to Enter into a Joint Agreement between Hamilton County and the 

Board of Township Trustees of Symmes Township for the Installation of a Flashing Signals at 

Various Locations. Mr. Bryant seconded the motion. 

 

The roll call vote was as follows: Mr. Beck – ‘aye’, Ms. Leis - ‘aye’, and Mr. Bryant – ‘aye’. 

Motion passes. 

 

JODIE LEIS made a motion to approve Resolution G2022-79 – Resolution Authorizing the 

Township Administrator to Enter into a Contract with Medi Count for Providing Ambulance 

Billing and Collections. Mr. Beck seconded the motion. 

 

The roll call vote was as follows: Mr. Beck – ‘aye’, Ms. Leis - ‘aye’, and Mr. Bryant – ‘aye’. 

Motion passes. 

 

JODIE LEIS made a motion to approve Resolution G2022-80 – Resolution Authorizing the 

Township Administrator to Sign a Real Estate Purchase Contract with Michael Opp and 

Dispensing with the Second Reading. Mr. Bryant seconded the motion. 

 

The roll call vote was as follows: Mr. Beck – ‘aye’, Ms. Leis - ‘aye’, and Mr. Bryant – ‘aye’. 

Motion passes. 

 

JODIE LEIS made a motion to approve Resolution G2022-81 – Resolution Authorizing the 

Township Administrator to Enter into a Contract with Medical Mutual of Ohio for Providing 

Health Insurance Coverage for the Elected Officials and Full-Time Employees of Symmes 

Township. Mr. Beck seconded the motion. Discussion continued. 

 

Mr. Grossi stated that he would like us to discuss the pros and cons of the grand mothered plan 

through Medical Mutual that will cost the township an additional $60,000.00 in premiums vs the 

plan suggested by Assured Partners that will cost the township an additional $6,000.00. He stated 

that he wants it to be clear to the taxpayers to know what they are paying for and why one plan 
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will be picked over another plan. He stated that he would like to understand it as well since he is 

also a taxpayer in this township. Ms. Leis stated that since we have moved to another health 

broker, she has not seen them or heard from them, and does not know anything about them. She 

stated that last year they were promised that they would walk the board through the process. She 

stated that she has not been happy with the policy that they presented, and she lost her trust in the 

company. Mr. Bryant stated that we are talking about Medical Mutual. She reiterated that she 

was not happy and that the whole reason people stay with companies are because of their health 

insurance plans. Mr. Grossi stated that the medical mutual plan over the last year has not 

changed. Ms. Leis stated that she does not have any trust that the $6,000.00 increase plan will be 

good. Mr. Grossi wanted to know why Ms. Leis did not trust Assured Partners.  

 

Mr. Beck stated that 81 and 82 are tied together. Mrs. Lapensee stated that Resolution 81 is just 

to renew our current medical plan.  

 

Mr. Bryant stated that we had been with Burnham and Flowers for quite a while and then last 

year we switched to Assured Partners. He stated that they both shopped us for medical rates 

based on our history. He asked if the broker matters for the rates we get and wanted to know if 

Med Mutual was the cheapest costs across the other carriers. Mr. Grossi asked how long we have 

been with Burnham and Flowers. Mr. Bryant did not know. Mrs. Lapensee stated that they were 

here when she arrived in 2017. Mr. Grossi asked if Burnham and Flowers ever came forward 

with any other recommendations for plans or money saving ideas for other plans. Mr. Bryant 

stated they may have, but we always picked the grand mothered plans because we always got a 

better rate. Mr. Grossi asked if he thought an increase in $60,000.00 was a better rate? Mr. 

Bryant stated not necessarily, but in the past, we have gotten a better rate by staying. Mrs. 

Lapensee stated that to answer Mr. Bryant’s questions about the comparisons, there is a table in 

the packet that compares Med Mutual to Anthem, Humana, and United Health care. He asked if 

Med Mutual was the cheapest. She stated yes; however, there are no comparable plans to 

compare ours too because our plan is no longer available, and we are paying to keep the plan we 

have. She stated that the closest plan was with a higher deductible of $5,000/$10,000.00. Mrs. 

Lapensee believes we went to Burnham and Flowers and Medical Mutual in 2013. Mr. Bryant 

stated that we used to be with the Center for Local Government years ago and after the first year, 

the rate increased 25% so they had to buy their way out of the group/plan they were in. Mr. 

Grossi asked if Med Mutual was stuck with us since we have a grand mothered plan. Ms. Leis 

stated that once we leave the plan, we cannot go back to that plan. Mrs. Lapensee stated that if 

the federal government continues to extend the relief from Obama care (compliance with 

community rating), then we can stay on the plan. If they discontinue the relief, then we can get 

kicked off the plan and be forced to comply with community rating which would increase our 

costs. Mr. Grossi stated that if we have to pay $60,000.00 to keep our plan, what is it going to 

cost us next year? Mr. Grossi asked what our increase was in 2021. Mrs. Lapensee stated that we 

received an 8% increase, and this year was 18%. She stated in prior years, it was around 2 to 3%. 

Mr. Grossi asked if there is a cap in cost increases. Mrs. Lapensee stated no. Mr. Beck stated that 

the cost of insurance across the board is extremely high right now. He stated that premiums are 

double what they used to be. Mr. Grossi stated that the other plan that was given as an option 

was only a 6% increase and was still a Medical Mutual plan. Ms. Leis stated that it also has a 

$10,000.00 deductible. Mr. Bryant stated that it would be a complicated plan. Mrs. Lapensee 

stated that the deductible would stay the same at $3,000/$6,000.00 and the only thing that would 

change is that once your reach your deductible, then the member would have to pay a co-pay for 

prescription drugs until the end of the year. She stated that what the broker was proposing to us 

is that the township could back-fill those prescription costs through the HRA and then have 

Custom Design Benefits run the program as our Third-Party Administrator. Mrs. Lapensee stated 

that part of the problem with that plan is we do not know how much to budget for those 

additional co-pays. Mr. Bryant asked if the employees would have to pay more. Mrs. Lapensee 

stated no, the HRA would make up the difference for the co-pays. Mr. Bryant stated that the 

differential between the two costs is no longer $54,000.00 due to increase in the HRA. Mr. 

Grossi stated that it just seems stiff to him to pay out $54,000.00 more dollars than we have to 

than pay for a grand mothered plan that could be gone next year. Mr. Beck stated that the only 

way to know is if we compared the costs with what we would have to pay and what it costs to 

renew the plan (which we do not know what those costs are). Mr. Grossi stated that if we renew 

our current plan, would we still have to feed the HRA? Mrs. Lapensee stated that we would still 

fund the HRA, but from what she understands, it acted like an HSA instead of an HRA. Mr. 

Grossi asked if we would have to increase the HRA limits with the renewal. Mrs. Lapensee 
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stated no. She stated that if keep our medical plan, but switch brokers, we still have the same 

$2,000/$4,000.00 limits for the year. Mr. Grossi asked if we would have to increase the HRA 

limit if we switched plans? Mrs. Lapensee stated yes, we would have to increase it to account for 

the additional prescription drug costs.  

 

Mr. Bryant asked which broker recommended the MEWA plan and will that be able to be 

administered by another broker. Mrs. Lapensee stated that if we are going to switch brokers, she 

would recommend that we just stay with our current plan. She stated that she was not sure how 

that works with brokers. Mr. Bryant asked if we got the $60,000.00 renewal because of Assured 

Partners. Mrs. Lapensee stated no, that was just our regular renewal and has nothing to do with 

the broker. She stated that we received our renewal in the mail around the end of May and once 

our broker saw that we were going to get an 18% increase, they immediately went out and tried 

to find comparable plans through Humana, United Health Care and Anthem, with Med Mutual 

still being the cheapest alternative. She stated that they did look at other plans that have a 

$5,000.00/$10,000.00 deductible, but she communicated to him that that would not work for us 

and to keep looking. She stated that they then found the COSI MEWA plan that kept the same 

deductibles but increased the prescription drug costs with new copays with a 1.8% increase. She 

stated that she told him that our group would not like that and that is when they thought we could 

just backfill the additional costs through the HRA. Mr. Bryant stated that it sounds to him like 

the way to go but who would administer it? Mrs. Lapensee stated that if the board wants to go 

back to Burnham and Flowers, then she can talk to them to see if they can administer that 

program, but it should not matter.  

 

Mr. Bryant stated that there are two issues here: changing brokers if we are unhappy and dealing 

with the cost increase. Ms. Leis stated that we do not know how much the prescription drug costs 

will be and there is not enough time left before the renewal. She stated that she is just not 

comfortable with switching. Mr. Beck stated we had the COSI MEWA option last year and did 

not take it. Mrs. Lapensee stated that the plan last year would have raised our deductibles to 

$5,000/$10,000.00 and changed other parts of our current plan. Ms. Leis stated that we got burnt 

on our health insurance plan before and that is her issue, and we do not know how much we are 

going to have to add. Mr. Beck asked if we could keep all our same doctors. Mrs. Lapensee 

stated that it would still be Med Mutual. There was a long discussion over deductibles, the cost, 

the tier system for the HRA’s, etc.  

 

Mr. Bryant asked what plan was included in the resolution. Mrs. Lapensee stated that the 

resolution is to renew our current Med Mutual plan with the 18% increase. Mr. Bryant asked if 

she had an alternate resolution. Mrs. Lapensee stated no, but she can change it and we would 

have to have a special meeting. Mr. Bryant asked the board what they wanted to do. Mr. Beck 

stated that we just went through the exercise and that the plans were the same and we do not 

need to switch. Mr. Grossi stated that he knows he does not have a vote, but he would like to 

state for the record that he is opposed to them renewing the plan for that higher amount because 

the other plan will be cheaper. Mr. Beck stated that he believes that we will have to spend an 

additional $45,000.00 to cover the additional costs for prescriptions which will only be a 

$9,000.00 gap. Mrs. Lapensee stated that not everyone will use the entire amount or do not take 

prescription drugs. She stated that if you go back to Burnham and Flowers for the broker/HRA, 

then the HRA we had before was wide open for costs and it could be used to pay for other items 

besides medical costs and prescriptions. Mr. Bryant stated no. Mrs. Lapensee stated that yes, the 

HRA was being used by the employees to pay for other items that is why everyone was upset 

when we switched to Chard Snyder. Mr. Bryant stated that he thought we already educated 

everyone that they cannot use the HRA to pay for Dental or Vision costs. Mrs. Lapensee stated 

that she is just reminding the board that is the plan they had before and would like for them to 

tell her how to set up the plan when they approve it – what costs can be paid for. She stated that 

they will need to decide that when they get to Resolution 84. The board agreed that the HRA 

should not pay for dental, or vision copays or other items related to dental or vision. 

 

Mr. Beck stated that he is still struck by Mr. Grossi’s comment and that he is hung up on the 

$54,000.00 number, but if we end up paying an additional $3,000.00 per employee, then it could 

cost us more. Mr. Grossi stated that is speculation. Ms. Leis stated that the whole problem is it is 

speculation because we did not have time to research it and she is being cautious because she has 

lived through changing the plan and unless she is completely convinced that it is a better move, 

then she does not want to do it. She stated that she is not convinced. Mr. Grossi stated that he is 
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not convinced of her position that she would rather be safe than sorry and spend $60,000.00 

additional dollars. He stated that he would rather see us move to the other plan and pay an 

additional $6,000.00 and we would have an additional $54,000 to pay out before we have lost 

nothing. He stated that whereas if we spend the additional $60,000.00 its gone and there is no 

chance of us saving any of it. Mr. Bryant asked if Burnham and Flowers could administer the 

plan if we change. Mrs. Lapensee does not know, but she can ask. She stated that we would have 

to table this resolution and schedule a special meeting.  

 

KEN BRYANT made a motion to table Resolution G2022-81. Mr. Beck seconded the motion. 

The roll call vote was as follows: Mr. Beck – ‘aye’, Ms. Leis - ‘aye’, and Mr. Bryant – ‘aye’. 

Motion passes. 

 

JODIE LEIS made a motion to approve Resolution G2022-82 – Resolution Authorizing the 

Township Administrator to Change Health Brokers and Sign an Agreement with Burnham and 

Flowers for Medical, Dental, Life and Vision Benefits for the Elected Officials and Employees 

of Symmes Township. Mr. Beck seconded the motion. Discussion continued. 

 

JODIE LEIS made a motion to table Resolution G2022-82. Mr. Beck seconded the motion. The 

roll call vote was as follows: Mr. Beck – ‘aye’, Ms. Leis - ‘aye’, and Mr. Bryant – ‘aye’. Motion 

passes. 

 

JODIE LEIS made a motion to approve Resolution G2022-83 – Resolution Approving a Pay 

Adjustment for Luanne Felter for Fiscal Year 2022. Mr. Bryant seconded the motion. 

 

The roll call vote was as follows: Mr. Beck – ‘aye’, Ms. Leis - ‘aye’, and Mr. Bryant – ‘aye’. 

Motion passes. 

 

JODIE LEIS made a motion to approve Resolution G2022-84 – Resolution Authorizing the 

Township Administrator to Change Health Reimbursement Account Providers and to Sign an 

Agreement with Burnham and Flowers for HRA Benefits for the Elected Officials and 

Employees of Symmes Township. Mr. Bryant seconded the motion. 

 

KEN BRYANT made a motion to table Resolution G2022-84. Mr. Beck seconded the motion. 

The roll call vote was as follows: Mr. Beck – ‘aye’, Ms. Leis - ‘aye’, and Mr. Bryant – ‘aye’. 

Motion passes. 

 

JODIE LEIS made a motion to approve Resolution G2022-85 – Resolution Authorizing the 

Township Administrator to Purchase Solar Powered Flashing Pedestrian Signals for Crosswalks 

at Various Location in the Amount of $20,056.96. Mr. Beck seconded the motion. 

 

The roll call vote was as follows: Mr. Beck – ‘aye’, Ms. Leis - ‘aye’, and Mr. Bryant – ‘aye’. 

Motion passes. 

 

JODIE LEIS made a motion to approve the following expenditures and authorization for the 

Township Administrator to sign any necessary contracts/agreement or paperwork:  

a. Expenditure: $5,753.98 Motorola Solutions to purchase two new radios.  

b. Expenditure: $5,269.87 ESO Solutions Inc. for annual reporting software. 

c. Expenditure/then and now: $4,000.00 Environmental Enterprises Inc. for hazardous 

household waste collection. 

d. Increase the appropriations for line item #2196-760-730-0000 from $45,000.00 to 

$151,000.00. 

 

Mr. Beck seconded the motion. 

 

Mr. Bryant asked what line-item d was for. Mrs. Lapensee stated that it is for the purchase of 

8887 Weekly Lane. 

 

The roll call vote was as follows: Mr. Beck – ‘aye’, Ms. Leis - ‘aye’, and Mr. Bryant – ‘aye’. 

Motion passes. 

 

EXECUTIVE SESSION – None. 
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ADJOURNMENT 

 

JODIE LEIS made a motion to adjourn the meeting. Mr. Beck seconded the motion, and the roll 

call vote was as follows: Ms. Leis - ‘aye’, Mr. Beck – ‘aye’, Mr. Bryant - ‘aye’. 

 

Meeting adjourned at 9:24 p.m. 

 

 

Approved: 

 

 

 ___________________     _________________________    ________________________ 

 Jodie L. Leis, President      Philip J. Beck, Vice-President   Kenneth N. Bryant, Trustee 


