
Village of Whitehouse 

Village Council Meeting As A 

Committee of the Whole 

Village Hall, Whitehouse, OH 

6:30 March 10th, 2026 

             

 

CALL TO ORDER – ROLL CALL 

Meeting called to order at 6:31pm by President of Council Steve Fine. 

 

Council Members Present: Dave Riggenbach, Louann Artiaga, Carrie Tuohy, Joe Bublick, and 

President of Council Steve Fine 

 

Council Members Absent: Larry Yunker  

 

Staff Present: Deputy Administrator Joshua Hartbarger, Public Works Director Mike Hill and 

Clerk of Council Nicole Hartbarger 

 

Guests Present: Jeff Heany 

 

Motion by Councilman Riggenbach, seconded by Councilman Bublick to approve the minutes of 

the February 10th, 2026 Committee of the Whole meetings. 5 ayes 

 

CITIZEN COMMENTS ON COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE AGENDA ITEMS 

Council President Fine asked if there were any citizens present to comment on the Committee of 

the Whole agenda items. There were none. 

 

GENERAL 

Review Proposal for Maintenance Building Roof 

Hill comments that the memos were shared with the bids/proposals in the meeting packet. The 

quality of the material being used is different in all which drives the different price. Hill likes the 

proposal from Vodika because of the offerings they have provided. He shares that the Village has 

used Vodika before. Artiaga asked what the budget amount was; Hill says $47k. Bublick asks for 

timeline; Hill not sure when it would start, possibly mid-summer.  

 

Motion by Councilwoman Artiaga, seconded by Councilman Riggenbach to accept the 

maintenance building roof proposal from Vodika. 5 ayes 

 

Discuss Conditions for No-Bid Contracts 

Daugherty reviews the current process for state bidding. There are exceptions for Council being 

able to waive. Wants to make sure all understand the area between purchase order and bidding. Do 

we want parameters on things that go to Committee of the Whole or straight to legislation. Often 

with proposals they are projects that are already budgeted, the roof just approved for example. 

Purchases that have been approved with the budget – sometimes the process extends too long with 

Committee of the Whole then going to Council, etc. From a policy standpoint, Council still 

approves the specific line-item budget and also approves the payment when made. Daugherty is 

asking Council’s wish to take things to Committee of the Whole if already budgeted, can things 

be passed with an emergency, etc.  

 

Riggenbach comments on appropriations from fall, does not remember specific discussion on roof 

for example, feels it is helpful for the memo if items were forgotten that were previously discussed. 

Understands the request, since already approved for spending of the money. Riggenbach 



comments for things like this where the item is already approved through the budget process, 

would it be good to have a baseline for passing as an emergency, would Council be OK with that. 

Tuohy comments do we need to take into consideration if the cost of the item surpasses the 

budgeted amount – does that go as an emergency. Daugherty comments if the Committee prefers, 

the memo can still be provided with the line-item budget detail and actual spend detail. Council 

does like the memo. Riggenbach says if already approved in budget as actual detailed line item 

does the Committee still need to go through and approve again – Bublick says if it has not changed 

probably not. Daugherty comments in the middle band of the spending process, it must pass as a 

resolution – staff always gives memo of what is being recommended and what was budgeted. 

Riggenbach confirms if it goes to resolution because of the $31k spend limit; Daugherty confirms 

yes. Riggenbach comments if it is already approved as line item should be comfortable to be passed 

as an emergency to accommodate timelines. In the roof scenario bring directly to Council and 

present it as an emergency. Daugherty confirms if it hasn’t been appropriated in line item detail it 

should be an automatic Committee of the Whole discussion, or if it was budgeted but bid comes 

in above the approved budget amount it should come to the Committee. Riggenbach suggests a 

range within the line-item budgeted amount – 10% to 15% of the budget should still go straight to 

Council.  

 

Fine paraphrases the Committee’s decision. If the purchase or project is not in the line-item budget 

it should come to Committee of the Whole, then recommend to Council. If the purchase or project 

is in the budget line-item, and the amount is equal to the approved budget or less or within 15% of 

the budget bring directly to Council as an emergency with the memo.  

 

Motion by Councilman Fine, seconded by Councilman Riggenbach to update the conditions for 

no-bid contracts as follows: If the purchase or project is not in the line-item budget it should come 

to Committee of the Whole, then recommend to Council. If the purchase or project is in the budget 

line-item, and the amount is equal to the approved budget or less or within 15% of the budget bring 

directly to council as an emergency with the memo. 5 ayes 

 

Preliminary Discussion Regarding All-Inclusive Playground 

Hill shares this topic has been brought up by past Councils; he brought it up a few meetings ago. 

Suggesting that we add some all-inclusive items to the playground. Would like to do some updates 

to the playground, it is getting aged, even consider moving it to the larger grassy area closer to the 

ball diamonds. Fine asks the reasons to move there, Hill feels the front of the park should be more 

greenspace, park setting. Daugherty comments staff did a parks master plan – the new area is 

poised for more programming with more trees, etc. Artiaga asked about the space moving and how 

much it is used by Cherry Fest, will that disrupt at all. Riggenbach comments it puts this 

playground much closer to the pond; this is a concern with the body of water having no fence 

around it. Hill comments the current area is not really an all-inclusive surface – could look at 

putting a fence around the playground. Daugherty asks does the idea of transitioning the 

playground sounds OK to all, all agree it does. He comments that staff will come with some 

proposals. Have been in contact with tree commission to review as well. Bublick comments closer 

to the Cherry Fest building might be better. Hartbarger comments on the idea of disrupting Cherry 

Fest – he says there is a good established relationship with the planning committee now and it is 

all in the communication, letting them know the possible plans. He feels it is not a concern. Bublick 

asks next steps – Hill comments to start looking at costs. Daugherty comments if Council OK, will 

move forward with overall transition plan that includes the all-inclusive pieces. Daugherty 

comments City of Bryan has a great example – this was private donor lead. Hill suggests others 

have tried to get as much grant money as they can, donations from local healthcare companies. 

Fine shares the Tree Commission would like to be in the loop on planning so there aren’t trees that 

are planted that eventually have to be torn up. Daugherty comments staff will move forward with 

proposed ideas. 



 

Resident Survey 

Fine shares the final draft of the survey. Asks if anyone has comments or questions. Riggenbach 

comments he went through the packet and nothing to add or subtract. Artiaga same, no questions. 

Tuohy and Bublick comfortable as well. Fine will work with staff to get ready to send out. 

 

Preliminary Discussion Regarding a Village Newsletter 

Fine comments that the survey two years ago asked about communication methods. Village 

newsletter was brought up. Comments on timing; could be quarterly to start. Does the committee 

feel like it would be worthwhile to start up? Artiaga asks if this would be mailed, online, etc. Tuohy 

comments on the website and app and feels like this is the newsletter. Since the last survey, the 

app is up and running but wasn’t before the survey. Tuohy comments on Whitehouse discussion 

groups and how they are being well used to spread the word on village updates as well. Bublick 

comments he feels we are doing adequate communication right now. Fine comments on longer 

term piece might be missing – not an event coming up but maybe sharing things about plans i.e. 

park plan. Artiaga suggests adding a tab to the app that shares topics that are being discussed. 

Bublick concern with this is a lot of questions coming in before any actual plans are being made. 

Fine confirms not a lot of interest in an actual newsletter now which is OK. Hartbarger says this 

has been a point of discussion as well internally – try to evaluate same things being talked about, 

what is being communicated, what’s the best way to share it, etc. Could very easily come up with 

a plan if there is any want for the newsletter. Daugherty comments not just the fact of getting 

information, people can get the info if they want it – but the why is more important. Such as why 

we are considering transitioning the park area. Thinking of a bi-weekly very short video/audio of 

the why’s – why does legislation take so long, etc. could be more summarized things. Fun ideas to 

get the public to understand what is going on and why. Fine confirms, Administration will come 

with ideas regarding a newsletter and in lieu of one – all willing to hear ideas. 

 

Discussion on Potential Sidewalk Ordinance 

Fine shares this was talked about last year. At that point Council was feeling that it should be a 

default that all new builds have sidewalks, but Council can waive as they see fit. Asks if Council 

is still interested in this topic. Artiaga comments interested in moving this ordinance forward. 

Riggenbach comments should be the default, Bublick agrees, Artiaga agrees. Fine confirms 

commercial and residential, both sides of the street for default. Daugherty comments now is the 

time to consider multi-use path – i.e. along Weckerly Road do you want sidewalks there or do you 

want multi-use path. Could be a consideration in the future. Tuohy confirms wording could be said 

in lieu of sidewalk can extend multiuse path in a certain area. Fine asks if this is something the 

Planning Commission should be expected to review if it should be a sidewalk or multi-use path. 

Artiaga asks about parts of town where there are no sidewalks – is there any interest in adding 

sidewalks to some of these neighborhoods. Daugherty comments that previously Steve Pilcher and 

he worked on a sidewalk master plan, there have been some things updated with as much in-house 

work as possible. Artiaga asks any plans to go through the town and see if sidewalks need to be 

updated/replaced – Hill and Daugherty confirm this is done as staff sees issues that need to be 

fixed. Daugherty suggests appropriating an amount every year to use for adding or updating 

sidewalks.  

 

Riggenbach confirms which of the three sidewalk related topics should be decided on tonight to 

send to Council. All suggest the first topic, making sidewalks mandatory as a default for new 

developments. The second topic of including multi-use path language where applicable is liked as 

well. Riggenbach likes the budgeted idea every year for sidewalk additions and updates, suggests 

starting with proximity to school. Fine suggests reviewing the sidewalk master plan as a first step.  

 



Motion by Councilwoman Tuohy, seconded by Councilman Bublick to recommend to Council an 

ordinance be created to require sidewalks as a default including multiuse path updates. 5 ayes 

 

CITIZEN COMMENTS 

Council President Fine asks if there are any citizen comments to be heard. There were none. 

 

OTHER BUSINESS 

Council President Fine asks if there is any other business to discuss from Council members. There 

was none. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

Motion by Councilwoman Artiaga, seconded by Councilwoman Tuohy to adjourn the meeting at 

7:37pm. 5 ayes 

 

 

 

Respectfully submitted by Nicole Hartbarger, Clerk of Council 


