 [image: A logo for a company

Description automatically generated]

NOACA Planning and Programming Committee 
Meeting Minutes
October 10, 2025
NOACA Offices
1299 Superior Avenue, Cleveland, Ohio

Present: Please see the attendance record.

Mayor Michael Dylan Brennan, Chair of Planning and Programming Committee, convened the meeting at 11:45 a.m.

Meeting Minutes
Mr. Michael Dever made a motion to approve the meeting minutes of July 11, 2025. Mayor Kirsten Holzheimer Gail seconded the motion. The motion passed by voice vote.

Subcommittee Updates
The Committee received updates on the subcommittee meetings that took place in September 2025.

Public Comment on Agenda Items
Attached to these meeting minutes are comments made by Mr. David Beach.

Chair’s/Executive Director’s Report
No report was presented at this meeting.
Action Items

[bookmark: _Hlk205387324][bookmark: _Hlk210655171]Second Quarter SFY 2026 Project Planning Reviews (PPRs) 
[bookmark: _Hlk205387341]Public Infrastructure Improvements in Brook Park (CUY SR 291-02.90)
Ms. Alison Ball provided background on the purpose and process of project planning reviews (PPR) and presented information regarding the Public Infrastructure Improvements in Brook Park (CUY SR 291-02.90):
· Intergovernmental Review and Consultation
· Proposed Improvements: 
· I-71 NB Exit Ramp Improvements
· I-71 SB Exit Ramp Improvements
· Snow Road/Ring Road Connector
· Realign SR-291 (Engle Road)
· Ring Road Improvements
· Pedestrian Bridge 
· Total Cost: $82.15 million
· Conceptual Plan and Schematic Layout
· Buildable Unit (BU) 1: I-71 Northbound (NB) Exit Ramp Improvements
· BU 2: I-71 Southbound (SB) Exit Ramp Improvements
· BU 3: Snow Road/Ring Road Connector 
· BU 4: SR-291 (Engle Road)
· BU 5: Ring Road Improvements 
· BU 6: Pedestrian Bridge
· BU 7: GCRTA Transit Station
· Summary of Comments
· Staff, Advisory Councils, Transportation Subcommittee
· Topics
· Staff Recommendations

[bookmark: _Hlk210655206]Mr. Ali Makarachi reviewed questions and clarifications staff submitted for the project and the corresponding responses provided by the consultant. The review covered the following sections of the Traffic Feasibility Study:
· General
· Non-Motorized & Transit
· Infrastructure (Main Report)
· Traffic Impact Study
· Event Day Traffic Analysis

Mr. Makarachi also presented additional information and visual materials related to the study, including:
· Development & Stadium Influence Area (map)
· Traffic Analysis for Development (chart)
· Traffic Analysis for Weekday Event (chart)
· Regional Traffic Congestion Analysis (map)

Mr. Makarachi stated that there is no financial impact associated with this action. He clarified that the action does not constitute approval of the proposed funding or the project's implementation schedule. NOACA staff will continue to forward any comments to the project sponsor and will work collaboratively with the sponsor to address any planning issues identified during the PPR process. Pending Board approval, the project sponsor will be notified that their project has completed PPR.

Mr. Skip Claypool noted that this topic had been discussed previously in the Policy Committee meeting regarding the appropriateness of MPOs allocating resources to certain types of projects. He raised several questions for clarification:
· Who is ultimately responsible for approving this project?
· Given that the project appears to be fully funded by the sponsor, should there be any financial impact on NOACA?
· Is NOACA being compensated by the sponsor for the significant amount of staff time devoted to the review?
· Have the ancillary traffic impacts on surrounding communities been adequately considered and addressed?
· Why is NOACA involved in the approval process for a private project on privately owned property?

Mr. Claypool reiterated that he is seeking clarification on the extent of NOACA’s role and authority in this matter and expressed some confusion about the nature of the approval being requested.

Director Gallucci clarified that NOACA is not requesting approval of the private development itself—whether that pertains to the stadium, housing, or mixed-use components. She explained that the Committee is not being asked to approve the development project, but rather to review the transportation infrastructure improvements associated with the development. Director Gallucci emphasized that this distinction is important because, as Mr. Claypool noted, the related transportation improvements are regionally significant and have an impact on interstate and arterial roadways within NOACA’s planning area.

Mr. Claypool inquired whether the project sponsor is compensating NOACA staff for the time and effort they are dedicating to the review process.

Director Gallucci responded that NOACA staff are not compensated by the project sponsor for their work. She explained that staff conduct their analyses as part of NOACA’s due diligence process to ensure that the Board has the necessary information to make well-informed decisions.

Mr. Claypool stated that he believes that when a private entity requires significant time and resources from a public agency, that entity should compensate the agency accordingly. He noted that NOACA staff perform valuable work and should be compensated for their efforts, particularly when the work benefits a private development rather than serving a direct public need.

Mr. Claypool further commented on the traffic impacts associated with the project. He observed that the traffic study included a detailed analysis of freeway exits and ramps serving the stadium area but did not appear to address potential impacts on local arterial roads. He expressed concern that drivers may use neighborhood routes as alternate access points, creating congestion in surrounding areas, especially near the airport. Mr. Claypool noted that such conditions could significantly affect airport accessibility during events. He also asked whether the Cleveland Airport had been consulted during the review process, given their responsibility for airport operations and potential exposure to traffic impacts resulting from the development.

Director Gallucci said that addressing the regional question requires a broader analysis. She noted that NOACA recommended the project sponsor evaluate the development’s impacts not only on the City of Brook Park, but also on neighboring communities, particularly in relation to the airport. NOACA has not yet received that level of analysis but will provide updates when available. She added that while NOACA participated in the Airport’s Master Plan and related traffic analysis a few years ago, the agency has not been directly involved with the airport on this specific project.

Mr. Claypool asked if Brook Park is the sole decision-maker regarding whether the project moves forward. 

Director Gallucci clarified that NOACA approves the transportation infrastructure components, while the City of Brook Park decides whether the project proceeds within its community.

Mr. Makarachi clarified that the map shown in the presentation was only for easy visualization of the highway. However, both he and the consultants analyzed not just the highway but also all arterial roads, intersections, and even neighborhood access roads in the region. The 3,000-hour delay mentioned was not limited to the highway alone but included all these routes.

County Executive Ronayne thanked NOACA staff for their analysis and public engagement, noting this as the first opportunity for community input on the project. While not voting as an ex officio member, he spoke as Cuyahoga County’s representative, requesting Mr. Makarachi to show the development and stadium influence area map. County Executive Ronayne emphasized that the project’s impact extends far beyond Brook Park, affecting multiple Cuyahoga County cities and the broader NOACA region. With its location near I-71, I-480, and Cleveland Hopkins International Airport—a key hub for all five counties—he stressed that this is a regional issue, not a single-city project.

Mr. Makarachi clarified that the simulation covers the entire region, not just the blue area on the map, including seven counties (five in the region plus Summit and Portage). However, when analyzing specific projects like this development or interchange, they focus on the blue area to avoid diluting results from areas unaffected by the project.

County Executive Ronayne agreed, noting that every community, county, and municipality in the region is affected by this project. As the central facility serving travelers from five to seven counties, and all those accessing the airport from across Ohio and beyond, it has truly regional impacts.

Mr. Makarachi said another NOACA consultant is conducting the Aerozone study, which includes all the cities and developments mentioned by County Executive Ronayne. The NOACA Board approved the study, work has begun, and the first public meeting will be held next month. The study covers more than six or seven cities.

County Executive Ronayne said he and Mr. Makarachi are in agreement, noting that while the project was advanced by one community for a TRAC application, it affects all communities in the NOACA MPO region.

County Executive Ronayne asked Mr. Makarachi to bring up the slide that showed the weekday event traffic analysis, noting there was little change between the scenarios with and without highway modifications.

Mr. Makarachi confirmed this, explaining that the previous slide showed only the development, while the other one reflected weekday event traffic. Based on the assumption that 85% of attendees arrive between 3 and 7 p.m. and 15% earlier, congestion occurs mainly when everyone leaves at once. He said this issue needs a solution.

County Executive Ronayne said that while he appreciated the initial analysis, the TRAC application does not begin to address the magnitude of challenges associated with the potential stadium location.

Mr. Makarachi agreed.

County Executive Ronayne had several questions from Cuyahoga County, which he said he would submit for the record. He summarized the county’s main concerns, noting that the TRAC application does not yet address the full scope of impacts from the proposed stadium location. He questioned how event traffic will affect the surrounding area, Cleveland Hopkins Airport, and Southwest General Hospital in Middleburg Heights; how infrastructure improvements will mitigate congestion; whether traffic management plans are in place; and how the public has been engaged. He said current and future levels of service analyses are incomplete, and early findings indicate potential failures on I-71, I-480, and SR-237, which are the main access routes to the airport. Without clear answers, he said it is premature for the Board to act and recommended sending the project back to the Transportation Subcommittee for further review. County Executive Ronayne reiterated his three primary concerns:

1. Whether the traveling public will face severe congestion during major events and how it will be resolved.
2. Whether travelers can reliably access Hopkins Airport during events.
3. Whether hospital access to Southwest General on Bagley Road will be maintained.

County Executive Ronayne emphasized that TRAC projects must be regionally significant and beneficial, and said he would submit Cuyahoga County’s questions to the NOACA team.

Councilman Slife said as chair of the Cleveland City Council committee overseeing Hopkins Airport and representative of the adjacent Ward 17, he is concerned that the study’s narrow focus in Brook Park overlooks traffic impacts in Cleveland, particularly on Brookpark Road and I-480 access at Grayton Road. He noted that westbound Snow Road traffic merging onto SR-237 conflicts directly with airport traffic, making separation impossible under current conditions. With Hopkins’ terminal modernization expected to worsen traffic before improving it, he asked whether the weekday event analysis accounts for peak airport traffic.

Mr. Makarachi said yes.

Councilman Slife noted that since Hopkins is no longer a hub, there is now a surge of late-night flights that often cause traffic backups of over half a mile on SR-237, which also affects this area. He said residents have raised concerns about traffic through nearby neighborhoods and asked whether the Cleveland Browns have provided data, such as ticket sales and travel origins, to estimate how many attendees would use I-480 or cut through Cleveland neighborhoods to reach I-90. He said such analysis would help assess the regional traffic impact.

Mr. Makarachi said Councilman Slife was referring to a table shown earlier in the presentation. He said he had asked the sponsor and consultant the same question, and the data came from surveys of people attending downtown baseball and football games. However, he noted that the downtown location differs significantly, with different highway access and traffic patterns. The proposed site serves more as a work-trip destination, unlike downtown, and there was some doubt about how accurately the sponsor’s downtown-based data reflects this new location.

Councilman Slife said he would like to see a broader, multijurisdictional traffic analysis but agreed with County Executive Ronayne that the current proposal offers an expensive solution with no clear benefit. He said the site is not designed for traffic at this scale, and the proposed improvements do not adequately address the congestion it would create.

Mr. Makarachi said there are more than 400 MPOs nationwide, and all use a travel demand model to analyze regional traffic. NOACA’s model, developed over the past 10-15 years, is based on local data and has been used for Long Range Plans, freeway and interchange studies, and major ODOT projects. He said this reliable tool is being used to evaluate the regional impacts raised by Councilman Slife. 

Mayor Pam Bobst asked if the report references the transformation of the IX Center and its potential impact given its proximity to the airport and the project.

Mr. Makarachi said the report does not specifically mention the IX Center, though it notes development happening there.

Mayor Bobst said this is an important consideration, especially for weekday impacts, even though she does not know all the details.

Mr. Makarachi responded that NOACA staff included the IX Center and airport in the model and simulated their effects.

Commissioner Richard Regovich said he was concerned that “we have the horse in front of the cart,” noting there is still a lot of information needed. Although financial impacts are not being addressed now, he believes taxpayer money will likely be involved in the future. He asked whether the ongoing airport traffic study would need to be redone if this project moves forward, given its potentially significant impact.

Director Gallucci said that while she cannot speak for the City of Cleveland, a new development like the stadium and its mixed-use components would likely impact the city’s existing airport master plan, requiring further discussion and analysis.

Commissioner Regovich said that while much discussion has focused on traffic from a single football game, a dome stadium could host many events at any time, raising questions about impacts from RVs, school buses, and early-morning tailgating. He said Brook Park needs to provide more information, noting the large area of concern and the busy Sunday airport traffic, which could exacerbate congestion. He expressed uncertainty about how to move forward without further study.

Mayor Tim DeGeeter said he appreciates the scaled-back zoom approach and emphasized the need to ensure that northeast Parma does not become a bypass for stadium traffic. He noted concerns about vehicles using Snow Road or W. 130th Street to avoid main routes and stressed that planning should focus on preventing neighborhood traffic impacts while supporting economic development near the stadium.

Mr. John Picuri said the Committee is being asked to approve the project planning review, not approving inclusion in the Long Range Plan or TIP for federal funding. He disagreed with sending this item back to the Transportation Subcommittee, noting that today’s discussion and County Executive Ronayne’s comments have been valuable. He recommended moving it forward it to the full Board for feedback, which will be helpful as ODOT conducts a detailed review, including concerns about access to Southwest General Hospital and the airport.

Councilman Blaine Griffin thanked everyone for the discussion and agreed with Mr. Claypool and others about the project’s broad regional impact. He recommended sending it back to the Transportation Subcommittee for further review, noting several concerns:
· Impacts from alternative transportation modes like RVs, buses, and tailgaters, including visitors to hotels, retail, and the area beyond just game attendees.
· Effects on residents, workers, and parking demand.
· Structural and arterial access issues, highlighted by past airport protests.
· Regional traffic impacts extending beyond the immediate area, potentially affecting I-71, I-80, and other interchanges.
· Ensuring that any future financial investment aligns with regional priorities and taxpayer interests, especially given the $2 billion airport renovation.

Councilman Griffin emphasized that these questions are legitimate due diligence, not antagonism, and supported County Executive Ronayne’s recommendation to return the project to the Transportation Subcommittee for further vetting.

Ms. Maribeth Feke asked for clarification on the Committee’s role, noting that the project is not being added to the TIP or STIP at this stage. She asked what exactly the Committee is approving through the PPR process, when the project would be added to the TIP/STIP, and how future actions, such as amendments for the $80+ million project, would be handled.

Director Gallucci explained that today’s action is for the project planning review (PPR), which ensures public and stakeholder participation, analysis, and review of project details. Plan and TIP amendments come later: the TIP is only amended once funding is secured, and the Long Range Plan is updated after the project completes the public process and is accepted by the NOACA Board.

Councilman Slife asked whether intersections like Grayton and Brookpark Roads or Bagley and Engle Roads would qualify for TIP improvements if the PPR moves forward, or if they would become unfunded mandates for the affected cities.

Director Gallucci confirmed that they would be unfunded mandates, explaining that NOACA would not provide retroactive funding for related issues. She clarified that the current review only covers the seven buildable units proposed by the City of Brook Park and does not include infrastructure improvements in adjoining communities, which have yet to be analyzed or addressed.

Councilman Slife agreed it would be wise to pause the project to fully assess regional impacts and funding needs, avoiding unforeseen infrastructure burdens on Cleveland or other communities. He added that a proposed limited-access connection between I-71 and the airport along Snow Road—separate from Cleveland’s plan but involving NOACA—should be considered. Councilman Slife asked whether the proposed development might conflict with that access point and if their compatibility needs to be evaluated.

Director Gallucci said she did not have a definitive answer but agreed more analysis is needed to ensure that the infrastructure improvements do not conflict with the airport’s master plan.

Councilman Slife noted that the proposed limited-access connection between I-71 and the airport has not gone through NOACA or its committees. He added that a full interchange at Snow Road and I-71 would directly conflict with one of the planned build units, stressing that the two projects must be coordinated.

Ms. Cierebiej asked for clarification on whether the proposed new transit station was part of the airport master plan, which requires relocating the existing station due to the new terminal, or if it was a separate proposal outside the airport plan.

Ms. Feke, representing GCRTA, explained that there are two distinct stations: the Airport Station, included in the airport master plan, and the Brookpark Station, shown in the current proposal. Both stations would remain operational.

Ms. Cierebiej asked about the distance between the proposed station and the airport.

Ms. Feke noted that the distance between the two stations is approximately one mile and that the rapid line travels underground through a tunnel.

Mr. Claypool said that while the discussion had been valuable, the Committee lacked sufficient information to proceed. He moved to table the item and send it back to the Transportation Subcommittee for further review.

Ms. Liz Barlik clarified that the proper action would be to recommit the item to the Transportation Subcommittee with specific instructions for additional analysis. 

Mr. Claypool agreed and revised his motion accordingly.

Director Gallucci noted that the Transportation Subcommittee had previously recommended the project to the Planning and Programming Committee on the condition that ODOT and NOACA’s traffic analysis results be included, which has not yet been fully completed.

Mayor Brennan suggested revising Mr. Claypool’s motion to recommit the item with instructions to review and continue work on the traffic analysis. 

Director Gallucci agreed, saying that was the intent of the original motion. 

Mayor Brennan then confirmed that Mr. Claypool made the motion, seconded by Mr. Dever.

Mayor Brennan recognized Mayor Ed Orcutt to speak.

Mayor Orcutt said the Brook Park project team had expected to participate in the discussion before a motion was made and asked that the motion to table be reconsidered so that the city and its architects could present.

Mayor Brennan said he would not limit the Brook Park team’s comments.

Mr. Claypool suggested it may be more appropriate for the Brook Park team to present to the Transportation Subcommittee, which is responsible for evaluating the data before forwarding it to the Board.

Ms. Feke noted that the Brook Park team and NOACA had already presented to the Subcommittee, which had conditioned its recommendation on further traffic analysis. She emphasized that if the item is recommitted, the Subcommittee should also address community engagement and be given clear guidance on next steps.

Mr. Dever said communities as far as West 130th Street, Grayton Road, and Rocky River Drive could be affected by the project and that a deeper analysis is needed. He supported the motion to send the item back to the Transportation Subcommittee to further evaluate the six identified buildable units and their regional impact.

Mayor Holzheimer Gail asked whether the standard NOACA analysis for major projects, such as interchanges or off-ramps, had been completed.

Director Gallucci said NOACA staff had not yet completed an independent analysis but were working with the consultant to ensure proper protocols and alignment. The report was received about three weeks ago and remains under review.

Mayor Gail emphasized that the independent analysis is critical to understanding regional transportation impacts and recommended that the Transportation Subcommittee focus on completing that review.

County Executive Ronayne agreed with Mayor Gail that the Board needs more data before making decisions. He supported Commissioner Regovich’s point that moving forward without current and future level-of-service analyses would be premature. County Executive Ronayne said the Board must understand the project’s impact on streets in Brook Park and adjacent cities, including circulation patterns across affected Cuyahoga County communities. He recommended three focused stakeholder meetings:
1. With adjacent communities to address circulation and traffic impacts.
2. With Cleveland Hopkins International Airport officials to assess effects on airport operations and business plans.
3. With Southwest General Hospital and Middleburg Heights representatives to review potential disruptions.

County Executive Ronayne emphasized that while Brook Park’s mayor should continue to engage, the current proposal is premature and does not address broader regional issues. He said NOACA should not support infrastructure for the proposed stadium if it cannot ensure no adverse impacts on Hopkins Airport. He supported referring the matter back to the Transportation Subcommittee for further review informed by level-of-service data.

Mayor Brennan asked County Executive Ronayne whether the community engagement he proposed should occur at the Transportation Subcommittee level or this Committee level.

County Executive Ronayne thanked NOACA for its diligence and staff efforts but noted that no public meeting has yet been held in the region for residents, nearby workers, or local mayors to share input on the project. He said such engagement should have occurred earlier in the state’s budget process and emphasized the need for a formal public meeting with data presented by ODOT and NOACA to allow informed public feedback. He mentioned an upcoming October 28 NEPA hearing in Brook Park but noted it is described as informal and lacking presentations.

Director Gallucci suggested that NOACA partner with the City of Brook Park to host a public forum where residents can speak based on accurate project information.

Mayor Orcutt responded that Brook Park has already held multiple meetings with county mayors, though not public ones, and asked that the motion be taken off the table so the City could formally respond to the comments.

Mayor Brennan asked Mr. Claypool whether he wished to withdraw his motion and hear Mayor Orcutt’s presentation or proceed to a vote.

Mr. Claypool inquired about the presentation’s content.

Mayor Orcutt explained that the project team could answer all the Committee’s questions except those related to data from Mr. Makarachi, which they had not received.

Mr. Claypool assumed the team lacked data on traffic, fiscal impacts, and SWOT analysis.

Mayor Orcutt corrected Mr. Claypool, stating that all that information would be included in his presentation.

Mr. Claypool then deferred to the rest of the Board.

Mayor Orcutt said Brook Park has maintained a productive dialogue with Hopkins International Airport, and Eric Smith of Davey Resource Group has been collaborating effectively on the traffic study.

Director Gallucci suggested it would be helpful for the Brook Park team to present their analysis of the traffic report released three weeks ago, addressing concerns raised by other committees.

Mayor Orcutt agreed and said Mr. Dennis Albrecht from Osborn Engineering, who has answered NOACA’s questions, could present that information if permitted.

Mr. Claypool said he was open to withdrawing his motion if other members wanted to hear the presentation; otherwise, he preferred to proceed with a vote.

Mr. Dever recommended referring the matter back to the Transportation Subcommittee for a more detailed discussion, noting that while he appreciated the mayor’s and Mr. Albrecht’s efforts, a deeper review was needed before returning the item to the Committee.

Mayor Brennan said the discussion appeared to reflect both Mr. Claypool’s and Mr. Dever’s points and the Committee could proceed to a vote on the motion. Members who wished to hear the presentation would vote against the motion, while those who preferred to have the Transportation Subcommittee conduct a more detailed technical review would vote in favor, thereby concluding the presentation at this point. He added that some issues raised by Mr. Makarachi might not be addressed in today’s presentation but could be covered later at the Transportation Subcommittee.

Mr. Claypool said that with that, he would call the question.

Mr. Picuri reiterated that this was a project planning review intended to gather comments and input. He expressed concern that sending the item back to the Transportation Subcommittee for what would likely be a repeat of a previous presentation would not add much value. He said the project sponsor should be allowed to present to the full Board and that, between now and December, additional responses could be developed to address questions raised by NOACA, ODOT, and the Committee.

The Committee voted on returning tPPR for the Brook Park project to the Transportation Subcommittee; the outcome was not unanimous. Mayor Brennan then requested a roll call vote. The results were 16 yes and 2 no votes, therefore the motion passed.

Second Quarter SFY 2026 Plan and TIP Amendments
Ms. Sarah White stated that the following projects need to be amended to the SFY 2026 Plan and TIP:
· CUY IR 077 11.11 Replace (PID 21788)
· CUY IR 077 11.21 Major Rehab (PID 105743)
· CUY SR 087 12.05 Widening (PID 108766)
· GCRTA FFY Capital Projects
· GCRTA W 25th St Rail Stat Rehab (PID 118443)
· GCRTA Roofing Improve 2025-27 (PID 118450)
· GCRTA IT Program 2025-27 (PID 118452)
· GCRTA Bus Prev Maint 2025-27 (PID 118455)
· GCRTA Rail Prev Maint 2025-27 (PID 118456)
· GCRTA Rail Car Replace 2024-27 (PID 118483)
· GCRTA 2024-25 Light Rail Trk Rehab (PID 118479)
· GCRTA Red Line E Trk Rehab (PID 118528)
· GCRTA Rail Work Equip Rep 2025-27 (PID 118534)
· GCRTA 2028-29 HVAC Sys Improve (PID 123090)
· GCRTA 2028-29 Bus Prev Maint (PID 123112)
· GCRTA 2028-29 Signal System (PID 123118)
· LAK SR 44 - 05.10 Interchange (PID 76236)
· LAK SR 615 – 01.69 (PID 124351)

Ms. White explained that the financial impact of the proposed projects being added to the Plan and TIP is $20.5 million, while the total cost of all revised projects is $232.5 million. Funding for these projects is committed or planned from non-NOACA sources, provided by FHWA and FTA and administered through ODOT. Pending Board adoption, the amendments will be incorporated into the NOACA Plan and included in the statewide TIP amendment in January 2026.
[bookmark: _Hlk210655270]
Mr. Dever made a motion to recommend the Second Quarter SFY 2026 Plan and TIP amendments to the Executive Committee for placement on the December Board of Directors agenda. Mayor Alai seconded the motion. 

Mr. Alan Exley said Lake County is adding PE costs to the State Route 44 interchange project, which will use NOACA funds. He asked if assistance could be provided for PE on the Jackson Street realignment so both projects could be designed and coordinated together. Lake County currently has $4 million in construction funds but no PE funds.

Director Gallucci said NOACA typically does not fund PE, which is why only construction funds were provided, but staff are willing to coordinate efforts to ensure readiness when Lake County proceeds.

Mr. Exley asked if the Painesville project has any NOACA funding for PE

Ms. White said it does not. She said NOACA staff are aware of the potential coordination with the Jackson Street realignment; however, the current request pertains only to the interchange and ensuring that the funding is included in the TIP. She added that staff can work with Lake County on any additional amendments.

Mr. Picuri noted that ODOT is also involved in the Painesville project and will coordinate with the city and the Lake County Engineer.

The Committee voted and the motion passed by voice vote. 

CY 2026 Highway Safety Performance Measure Targets
Ms. Kessa Turnbull presented information on the following:
· Recommendation: 4% annual reduction for CY 2026 Highway Safety Performance Measure Targets
· Fatalities – Equal Annual Fatality Reduction
· CY 2026 Safety Performance Measure Target Setting
· Historic Fatalities in the NOACA Region (fatalities per year)
· Fatalities per Year with VMT and Speed Comparison

Ms. Turnbull stated that, pending Board approval, the Long Range Transportation Plan and Transportation Improvement Plan safety-related targets will be updated.

Ms. Cierebiej made a motion to recommend the CY 2026 Highway Safety Performance Measure Targets to the Executive Committee for placement on the December 2025 Board of Directors agenda. Mayor Alai seconded the motion.  

Ms. Cierebiej thanked NOACA and its staff for their work on the targets, noting that last year the recommended increase was 2%, but the Committee pushed for a higher target of around 3%. She commended everyone for their efforts, as the target has now 4%, bringing the agency closer to meeting its goals.

The Committee voted and the motion passed by voice vote.

[bookmark: _Hlk210655341]Medina County FPA Prescriptions Modification Request for the Villas at Hidden Lakes 	
and Stonegate Subdivision in Medina Township
Ms. Sarah Stanzi stated that the Medina County Sanitary Engineers (MCSE) requested approval to extend sanitary sewers in Medina Township. The proposal affects two parcels totaling 101.24 acres, with 84 acres requiring a prescription change. Specifically, 50 acres of PPN 026-06C-14-002 would change from “Areas Served by On-Site Systems” to “Sewers Expected Within 20 Years,” and 34 acres of PPN 026-06C-14-001 (51.24 acres total) would change from “Areas Served by On-Site Systems” to “Currently Sewered.” Notification requirements were fulfilled, and all affected parties, including Medina Township, are in agreement.

Ms. Stanzi reviewed maps showing the current FPA prescriptions and the proposed changes. 

Ms. Stanzi stated that following NOACA Board approval, staff will submit the resolution to Ohio EPA for certification by the governor, and then transmit copies to the appropriate agencies.

Mr. Dever made a motion to recommend the Medina County FPA Prescriptions Modification Request for the Villas at Hidden Lakes and Stonegate Subdivision in Medina Township to the Executive Committee for placement on the December 2025 Board of Directors’ agenda. Mayor Bobst seconded the motion. The motion passed by voice vote. 

[bookmark: _Hlk163717574]Presentation/Discussion Items

[bookmark: _Hlk210655439]Lorain East 28th Street Corridor TLCI Study Update
This item was deferred to a future meeting.

New Business
No new business was discussed at this meeting.

Adjournment
Mr. Exley made a motion to adjourn the meeting at 1:30 p.m. Mayor Gail seconded the motion. The motion passed by voice vote.

The next Planning and Programming Committee meeting will be scheduled for 2026.

Note: Additional information on the agenda items can be found on NOACA’s website and YouTube channel.
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Public Comments

Speaker: Mr. David Beach, Cleveland Resident
Agenda Item: PPR - Public Infrastructure Improvements in Brook Park (CUY SR 291-02.90)

Mr. David Beach, a Cleveland resident and longtime NOACA participant, spoke against the Brook Park public infrastructure projects proposed on behalf of the Cleveland Browns. He criticized the proposal as a misuse of taxpayer money and a handout to billionaire team owners, arguing that numerous studies show sports stadiums do not generate real economic growth, but rather shift existing entertainment spending without increasing jobs or tax revenues—especially true for football stadiums with limited use.

Mr. Beach urged NOACA to challenge the projects and not assume approval is inevitable despite expected state support. He questioned:

· Whether Brook Park can manage the project;
· If Cuyahoga County risks its bond rating for an unnecessary stadium;
· Who will own and maintain the facility long-term;
· The impacts on Cleveland Hopkins Airport; and
· Whether fans will tolerate higher costs when a fully functional stadium already exists downtown.

Mr. Beach concluded that if the Browns’ owners want a new stadium, they should fund it themselves, rather than diverting regional transportation funds from more pressing needs.

image1.jpeg




