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SUMMARY 
Evidentiary Hearing 

Review of the Certificate of Insufficiency 
Freedom from Toxic Trespass 

Monday, October 3, 2022 
Hybrid 
4:30 pm 

 
COUNCIL MEMBERS PRESENT: 
D. Reed, M. Goodman-Hinnershitz, M. Ventura, J. Cepeda-Freytiz, C. Miller (in person) C. 
Daubert (virtually) 
 
OTHERS PRESENT: 
M. Gombar, Esq., S. Smith, F. Lachat, M. Rodriguez, L. Kelleher (in person) BCTV (virtually) 

Mr. Gombar called the hearing to order at 4:37 pm and explained that the purpose of the 
evidentiary hearing is to review the Certificate of Insufficiency issued to We the People for the 
petitions submitted to seek a Charter amendment to add a new section to Charter Article XI 
regarding Freedom from Toxic Trespass, as per Charter Section 1105 b.  He reminded all that 
testimony and comments must be relative to the purpose of the hearing. 
 

§ 1105.    Initiative and referendum; procedure after filing. 

   (a)   Certificate of Clerk; amendment. Within 20 days after the petition is filed, the City Clerk 
shall complete a certificate as to its sufficiency, specifying, if it is insufficient, the particulars 
wherein it is defective and shall promptly send a copy of the certificate to the Petitioners' 
Committee by registered mail. A petition certified insufficient for lack of the required number of 
valid signatures may be amended once if the Petitioners' Committee files a notice of intention 
to amend it with the City Clerk within two days after receiving the copy of the certificate and 
files a supplementary petition upon additional papers within 10 days after receiving the copy of 
such certificate. Such supplementary petition shall comply with the requirements of 
Subsections (b) and (c) of § 1104, and within five days after it is filed, the City Clerk shall 
complete a certificate as to the sufficiency of the petition as amended and promptly send a 
copy of such certificate to the Petitioners' Committee by registered mail as in the case of an 
original petition. If a petition or amended petition is certified insufficient and the Petitioners' 
Committee does not elect to amend or request Council review under Subsection (b) of this 
section within the time required, the City Clerk shall promptly present their certificate to the 

 

COMMITTEE of the WHOLE 
 

Evidentiary Hearing 
  



2 

Council and the certificate shall then be a final determination as to the sufficiency of the 
petition. 

   (b)   Council review. If a petition has been certified insufficient and the Petitioners' Committee 
does not file notice of intention to amend it, or if an amended petition has been certified 
insufficient, the Committee may, within two days after receiving the copy of such certificate, file 
a request that it be reviewed by the Council. The Council shall review the certificate at its next 
meeting following the filing of such request and approve or disapprove it, and the Council's 
determination shall then be a final determination as to the sufficiency of the petition. 

 (c)   Court review; new petition. A final determination as to the insufficiency of a petition shall be 
subject to court review. A final determination of insufficiency, even if sustained upon court review, shall 
not prejudice the filing of a new petition for the same purpose. 

Mr. Gombar entered the following into the record: 

• #1 The petition forms 
• #2 The Certificate of Insufficiency 
• #3 The Request for Review of the Certificate of Insufficiency 
• #4 The Court Order remanding the issue back to City Council 
• #5 The Hearing Notice 
• #6 Proof of Publication of the Hearing Notice 

Mr. Gombar stated that the City’s Home Rule Charter will also be included as part of the 
record. 
 
Testimony from Petitioner - We the People 
 
Mr. Gombar stated that since this is an evidentiary hearing there should be someone asking 
questions of those testifying.  Mr. Cepeda stated that he and others would prefer to make 
statements. 
 
The court reporter administered the oath to Cesar Cepeda.  
 
Mr. Cepeda stated that he is the chair of this initiative.  He stated that one year ago he was 
denied the opportunity to speak to Council at their October 11, 2021 meeting.  He stated that 
this is a violation of his rights and that Judge Gavin has vacated Resolution 92-2021 and 
remanded it back to City Council.  He expressed the belief that there are many violations 
occurring.  He stated that the people have a voice and that the City should be undertaking the 
will of the people. 
 
Mr. Cepeda expressed the belief that We the People are always present but are shunned and 
receive unfair treatment.  He expressed the belief that Reading residents should decide this 
issue.  He stated that children are disenfranchised because they cannot vote but that they 
would be protected by this initiative.  He stated that residents would be protected from cancer 
and contaminants. 
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Mr. Cepeda stated that Reading contains 14 Superfund sites and 20 tons of nuclear waste.  He 
stated that one of these sites has low income housing and farming nearby.  He expressed the 
belief that Freedom from Toxic Trespass will lighten the burden of the City. 
 
Mr. Cepeda stated that Judge Gavin issued a ten page decision.  He stated that Ms. Cepeda-
Freytiz supported the initiative in the past and will be exempt from further legal action by the 
Committee.  He stated that he was removed from the Council meeting on  October 11, 2021 by 
police with guns.  He stated that the group has been misled by the City Solicitor and the City 
Clerk.  He stated that there were extreme circumstances with COVID and that 1,300 signatures 
were obtained.  He expressed the belief that the initiative was simply pushed aside. 
 
Mr. Gombar questioned if Mr. Cepeda intended to read his written statement.  Mr. Cepeda 
stated that he does.   
 
Mr. Gombar stated that the written statement would be entered into the record as exhibit #7.   
 
Mr. Cepeda proceeded to read the written statement (attached). 
 
Ms. Lynch, Chief Stoudt, and Mr. Kelly arrived at this time. 
 
Mr. Cepeda stated that there are now new Council members.  He again stated that We the 
People was misled.  He stated that the Judge’s order proves that there was illegal activity and 
another bad decision was made.  He stated that the future of sitting Councilors is in doubt.  He 
encouraged Council to put the issue on the ballot so that Reading can become the first US city 
to have passed the Freedom from Toxic Trespass initiative.  He stated that US EPA does not 
have the power to implement a similar program and has no enforcement power.  He noted the 
need to clean up toxic waste and bring new developers into Reading. 
 
Mr. Cepeda stated that 450 people died of cancer in the six blocks around the Buttonwood 
Gateway area.  He noted the need for additional research of the area and stated that the City 
should not murder more residents.  He requested that Council search their hearts and do the 
right thing.   
 
Council’s Cross Examination 
Ms. Goodman-Hinnershitz stated that this was a passionate plea.  She questioned why the 
group chose to amend the Charter rather than request Council to enact an ordinance.  Mr. 
Cepeda stated that the group has worked to amend the Charter in the past and were 
disregarded.  He stated that We the People is responsible for the current term limits of elected 
officials.   
 
Ms. Goodman-Hinnershitz stated that her question was not answered.  Mr. Cepeda stated that 
it was answered.  He stated that this issue is the same as the term limits process.  He stated 
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that COVID prevented the group from getting the full number of required signatures and 
relief was requested but no remedy was given to get additional signatures.  He stated that 
Council has been moving referendum questions forward without the petition process. 
 
Mr. Gombar questioned if additional witnesses would be called.  Mr. Cepeda stated that Rev. 
Morrison would also testify. 
 
Mr. Gombar explained the need for Mr. Cepeda to ask Rev. Morrison questions in order for 
her to testify.  Mr. Cepeda stated that Rev. Morrison is also a member of We the People and 
expressed the belief that she has the right to speak her own wisdom and that no questions are 
necessary. 
 
Mr. Gombar stated that Rev. Morrison would be allowed to speak as a member of the group. 
 
Additional Testimony from Petitioner 
The court reporter administered the oath to Rev. Morrison. 
 
Rev. Morrison stated that there are five people on the Committee and who circulated petitions.  
She stated that to answer Ms. Goodman-Hinnershitz’s question, a Charter amendment was 
chosen for permanency as this is a non-negotiable issue.  She stated that Freedom from Toxic 
Trespass would make citizens responsible to hear complaints and would empower residents 
and provide a process to bring situations to resolution.  She noted her concern that Bill 8-2020 
put a question on the ballot to abolish the Administrative Services Department and replace it 
with a Finance Department and a Human Resources Department without petition signatures. 
 
Mr. Lachat stated that in order to streamline the proceedings, City Council will stipulate that 
there have been ordinances enacted by Council to put referendum questions on the election 
ballot.   
 
Rev. Morrison listed the following ordinances into the record and all were added as exhibit 8: 

• Bill 7-2020 – Term limits for the Mayor, City Council, and Auditor 
• Bill 8-2020 – Replacing the Department of Administrative Services with the Department 

of Finance and the Department of Human Resources 
• Bill 9-2020 – Providing City Council with the ability to appoint its own Solicitor 
• Bill 10-2020 – Providing City Council with the ability to hire its own staff 
• Bill 11-2020 – Providing the Auditor with the ability to hire their own staff 
• Bill 53-2020 – Repealing the Residency Requirement for the Managing Director 
• Bill 54-2020 – Repealing the Residency Requirement of Heads of Departments, Offices 

and Agencies 
• Bill 58-2021 – Eliminating Recall of Elected Officials 
• Bill 59-2021 – Clarifying the Process for Initiative and Referendum 
• Bill 61-2021 – Eliminating the Need for the Public Works Director to be an Engineer 
• Bill 63-2021 – Eliminating the Limitations on Tax Increases 
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• Bill 53-2022 – Allowing the General Fund Budget Public Hearing and Capital Fund 
Budget Public Hearing to occur on the same day 

• Bill 54-2022 – Clarifying the Process for Citizens to Initiate Ordinances 
 
Rev. Morrison opined that none of these questions address the well-being of Reading citizens. 
 
Mr. Butler connected virtually to the hearing at this time. 
 
Rev. Morrison reminded Council that they met virtually during COVID eliminating the ability 
of citizens to attend meetings in person.  She expressed the belief that the judge ruled that the 
government has violated citizen rights.  She expressed the belief that this was done with 
intent.  She stated that Freedom of Speech violations are very grievous.  She stated that it 
suggests malfeasance and is basis for removal and criminal or civil recourse.  She stated that 
officials would not have immunity and there would be personal liability and further legal 
action is currently under consideration by We the People.  She stated that the group comes in 
peace today. 
 
Rev. Morrison suggested that the Freedom from Toxic Trespass issue should be placed on the 
2023 primary ballot.  She stated that officials can no longer act without knowledge.  She stated 
that the City Clerk is responsible for ensuring the full and complete record is created and 
maintained and the records from October 11, 2021 are missing.  She expressed the belief that 
this is malfeasance by the City Clerk. 
 
Rev. Morrison stated that 1,731 signatures were collected which proves that there is resident 
support to put the issue on the ballot.  She noted the need to fully follow procedure and that 
public officials need to do what the law requires of them.  She expressed the belief that the 
public has been injured.  She stated that We the People will continue to pursue justice and 
keep the power with the people.  She stated that she prays that City Council will act fairly and 
legally. 
 
Council’s Cross Examination 
Ms. Cepeda-Freytiz questioned the purpose of this hearing.  Mr. Gombar stated that it is to 
determine if the number of signatures collected on the petitions are adequate to move the issue 
forward to the election ballot.  He stated that Council will render their decision based on the 
required criteria in the Home Rule Charter. 
 
Ms. Cepeda-Freytiz questioned the Charter required number of signatures.  Mr. Gombar 
stated that 2,000 signatures are required. 
 
Ms. Cepeda-Freytiz requested a brief summary of Freedom of Toxic Trespass.  Rev. Morrison 
stated that Reading is a post-industrial city where toxic waste remains.  She stated that some of 
this toxic waste is radioactive and cancer-causing.  She stated that there was no US EPA until 
1968 and that the air, water and soil are polluted.  She cited examples such as American Chain 
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and Cable, Dana, and CarTech as Reading businesses that have been cited by EPA in the past.  
She stated that the sites can be remediated and redeveloped.  She stated that businesses were 
paid to clean up the sites but instead hid the waste and lied about the cleanup.  She stated that 
Reading residents are victims.  She stated that the issue should be in the Charter because of the 
recent study of 450 residents who live within six blocks of the Buttonwood Gateway.  She 
stated that the Berks County Coroner determined that all 450 residents died of stage four 
cancer.  She stated that the contaminants in this area have a half-life of 245,000 years and that 
in 1998 the toxins present were six times greater than safe levels.  She expressed the belief that 
this land should not be used and cannot be remediated.  She stated that businesses have been 
built on the site and that low income housing has been built two blocks away.  She noted the 
need to educate residents and for the City to create a committee to address these issues.  She 
noted the need to be proactive and that the liability lies with the City.  She stated that if the 
Freedom from Toxic Trespass is passed by the voters that the City cannot be sued.  She also 
noted the need to address lead and asbestos.  She noted the need to hold those still causing 
contamination responsible and noted the need for federal inspections and not inspections by 
Liberty Environmental as Liberty Environmental employees are not experts and are not 
equipped.  She noted the need for a health assessment in the Buttonwood Gateway area.  She 
stated that many people in this area were healthy but are now sick with leukemia and are 
dying after moving into this neighborhood.  She stated that it is time to deal with Reading’s 
environmental reality and reduce cancer. 
 
Mr. Heim entered the meeting at this time. 
 
Ms. Cepeda-Freytiz questioned if We the People presented this information to City Council 
before petitions were circulated.  Rev. Morrison stated that the information was presented but 
that it is not necessary.  She stated that citizens have the right to circulate petitions at any time.  
She expressed the belief that Mr. Cepeda made the request to speak with Council but was 
denied the opportunity. 
 
Additional Testimony from Petitioner 
The court reporter administered the oath to Sheila Perez. 
 
Ms. Perez thanked Council for the opportunity to speak and to Judge Gavin for his opinion.  
She stated that the group was circulating petitions during COVID and risked illness to get 
signatures.  She stated that her asthma has gotten worse since living near the Buttonwood 
Gateway area.  She stated that she was discussing Freedom from Toxic Trespass in a 
barbershop and a client lives in the Buttonwood Gateway area.  The client stated that he used 
to play on the American Chain and Cable site as a child.   
 
Ms. Perez stated that she visited the site and took photos of leaking drums.  She stated that 
there were 100+ drums and residents reported increased activity at the site between midnight 
and 5 am.  She stated that over 1,700 residents signed the petitions during COVID and while 
the Housing Authority would not allow them to solicit signatures on their properties, both of 
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which made it more difficult.  She stated that 2,000 signatures should not be required due to 
COVID and stated that Council moves questions to the ballot without getting signatures and 
without public input.  She expressed the belief that Mr. Cepeda was ignored and was a victim 
of police intimidation.  She stated that she prays that Council will accept the petitions or 
introduce an ordinance themselves.  She expressed the belief that Freedom from Toxic 
Trespass is an environmental and public safety issue.   
 
Ms. Perez stated that the hearing on the environmental condition of the Buttonwood Gateway 
only lasted 15 minutes and was not translated into Spanish.  She stated that the hearing ad was 
placed in the Reading Eagle but that 70% of Reading residents are Hispanic.  She expressed the 
belief that Hispanic residents don’t know about what’s happening and suggested other ways 
to advertise.  She questioned why CollegTowne doesn’t market housing at the Buttonwood 
Gateway if it is safe.  She noted the need to speak with Council about this issue. 
 
Ms. Perez stated that We the People no longer use public comment time to speak to Council 
but instead use it to educate the public.  She noted the need for Council to do the right thing.  
She stated that it is difficult going door-to-door and stated that COVID made it even more 
difficult.  She expressed the belief that the City Clerk and City Council did not recognize the 
group’s efforts.   
 
Ms. Perez stated that the group also sued through the courts to get term limits.  She requested 
additional time to collect additional signatures if that is required.  She expressed the belief that 
2,000 signatures should not be required. 
 
Additional Testimony from Petitioner 
The court reporter administered the oath to Maria Vializ. 
 
Rev. Vializ stated that she is also a member of We the People.  She read a portion of the order 
from Judge Gavin.  She expressed the belief that City Council did not follow the Local Agency 
Law and that Mr. Cepeda was not heard at the October 11, 2021 meeting. 
 
Council’s Cross Examination 
Ms. Cepeda-Freytiz stated that she is disturbed that Mr. Cepeda was not allowed to speak 
when he requested to do so.  She questioned when the request was made.  Ms. Perez stated 
that he requested to speak at the October 10, 2021 Council meeting.  She stated that the 
meeting was held hybridly in the Penn Room and he was waiting for his turn.  She stated that 
Freedom from Toxic Trespass was not an agenda item and was not discussed.  She stated that 
Mr. Cepeda made a written request to the City Clerk on October 1 to speak.  She expressed the 
belief that the City Clerk is disrespectful.  She described other situations where groups are 
invited to discuss issues with City Council and stated that We the People are not given the 
same opportunity. 
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Mr. Cepeda stated that this concludes the Petitioner testimony.  He thanked City Council for 
holding the hearing.  He noted his hope for a fair opportunity and Council’s understanding of 
their personal liability for their actions toward him.  He stated that he is not joking and he can 
take everything from Council members individually.  He used a threatening tone and stated 
that Council “should not play with me.” 
 
Testimony from City 
Mr. Lachat stated that Ms. Kelleher is the City’s only witness. 
 
The court reporter administered the oath to Linda Kelleher, City Clerk.   
 
Mr. Lachat questioned how long Ms. Kelleher has been City Clerk.  Ms. Kelleher stated that 
she has been City Clerk for 26 ½ years. 
 
Mr. Lachat questioned when the Home Rule Charter was adopted.  Ms. Kelleher stated that 
the Charter was adopted by the citizens in 1993 and went into effect on January 1, 1996. 
 
Mr. Lachat questioned if the Charter Sections regarding the referendum process were always 
the same.  Ms. Kelleher stated that they are the same as when adopted. 
 
Mr. Lachat questioned if there has always been a signature requirement as part of that process.  
Ms. Kelleher stated that there has always been a signature requirement. 
 
Mr. Lachat questioned the number of signatures required.  Ms. Kelleher stated that 2,000 
signatures are required. 
 
Mr. Lachat questioned if it is Ms. Kelleher’s job to review the signatures.  Ms. Kelleher replied 
affirmatively. 
 
Mr. Lachat questioned if Ms. Kelleher reviewed the petitions which are the subjects of 
tonight’s hearing.  Ms. Kelleher replied affirmatively. 
 
Mr. Lachat questioned when the petitions were submitted to Ms. Kelleher.  Ms. Kelleher stated 
that she received them on Friday, August 20, 2021. 
 
Mr. Lachat questioned the outcome of the review of the petitions.  Ms. Kelleher referred to 
Resolution 92-2021 and stated that the petitions were short 302 signatures. 
 
Mr. Lachat questioned actions taken by Ms. Kelleher after her review.  Ms. Kelleher stated that 
89 signatures were stricken due to their not including an address and four entire petitions 
were omitted as they were not circulated by a member of the Circulator’s Committee. 
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Mr. Lachat questioned what formal actions were taken.  Ms. Kelleher stated that she issued a 
Certificate of Insufficiency as required by the Charter. 
 
Mr. Lachat questioned if the Committee responded to the Certificate of Insufficiency notice.  
Ms. Kelleher stated that she received a request to amend the petitions on September 15, 2021 
and petitions were issued the same day. 
 
Mr. Lachat questioned if the amount of signatures increased.  Ms. Kelleher stated that 
additional petitions containing 136 signatures were submitted.  Eight of those signatures were 
deemed to be not valid.  She stated that the original petitions contained 1,609 valid signatures 
plus the 128 additional signatures bringing the total signatures to 1,737; 263 signatures short of 
2,000. 
 
Mr. Lachat questioned additional actions taken by Ms. Kelleher.  Ms. Kelleher stated that a 
new Certificate of Insufficiency was issued. 
 
Mr. Lachat questioned the basis for this action.  Ms. Kelleher stated that 2,000 signatures were 
not collected. 
 
Mr. Lachat questioned if the Charter allowed Ms. Kelleher to certify a different number of 
signatures based on any circumstances.  Ms. Kelleher stated that the Charter requires 2,000 
signatures. 
 
Mr. Lachat questioned if Ms. Kelleher keeps up-to-date on municipal issues and the role of the 
City Clerk.  Ms. Kelleher stated that she does.  She stated that she is in frequent contact with 
City Clerks in other PA 3rd class cities and is active in the PA Municipal League.   
 
Mr. Lachat questioned if Ms. Kelleher was aware of another PA municipality that made an 
exception for a signature requirement.  Ms. Kelleher stated that no other PA municipality has 
made an exception. 
 
Mr. Lachat questioned when Ms. Kelleher became aware of the request for accommodation by 
We the People due to COVID restrictions.  Ms. Kelleher stated that she learned about the 
request on September 15, 2021 when We the People met with herself and Mr. Lachat.   
 
Mr. Lachat questioned if Ms. Kelleher is aware of any legal authority that would allow the City 
Clerk to make an exception.  Ms. Kelleher stated that she is not aware of any authority 
allowing her to make an exception.  She stated that there is case law saying that the Charter 
must be followed. 
 
Mr. Lachat questioned if an exception was requested prior to providing the initial petitions.  
Ms. Kelleher stated that there was no request. 
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Mr. Lachat questioned if Ms. Kelleher was aware of a request for exception made to the court.  
Ms. Kelleher stated that she is not aware of a request made to the court. 
 
Council’s Cross Examination 
No Councilors had any questions for Ms. Kelleher. 
 
Petitioner’s Cross Examination 
Mr. Gombar stated that no additional statements can be made by petitioners.  He stated that 
questions need to be asked. 
 
Rev. Morrison questioned if Ms. Kelleher has been City Clerk for 26 ½ years.  Ms. Kelleher 
replied affirmatively. 
 
Rev. Morrison questioned the number of times Ms. Kelleher has been taken to Court.  Ms. 
Kelleher stated that it’s about 20 times for various reasons. 
 
Rev. Morrison questioned the number of times Ms. Kelleher has had to address initiative 
issues in Court.  Ms. Kelleher stated that it is approximately three times. 
 
Rev. Morrison questioned the cause of the court appearance regarding term limits and if Ms. 
Kelleher knew the definition of mandamus.  Ms. Kelleher provided the definition of 
mandamus.   
 
Mr. Lachat objected.  He stated that this is questioning is relative to a 2019 petition.  He stated 
that the City will stipulate to the court order related to this petition.  He stated that the group 
has already been granted wide latitude this evening and have given every member of the 
group the opportunity to speak about things that are far astray from the purpose of this 
hearing. 
 
Mr. Cepeda objected to Mr. Lachat’s objection and interrupted the hearing.   
 
Mr. Gombar stated that Mr. Cepeda cannot speak at this time.  He noted the need to keep 
order. 
 
Mr. Lachat objected and noted the need for the cross examination to be related to the direct 
testimony to keep on topic and not rehash issues from 2019. 
 
Mr. Gombar agreed to Mr. Lachat’s stipulation about the 2019 petition.  He stated that it is not 
relevant to this evening’s proceeding. 
 
Mr. Lachat offered to supplement the record with the entire 2019 docket.   
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Rev. Morrison stated that Mr. Lachat always likes to overlap issues and redirect.  She stated 
that she wants to go right to the heart of what Ms. Kelleher has done now and previously.   
 
Mr. Gombar stopped Rev. Morrison and stated that the hearing is not to discuss what the City 
Clerk may have done in the past.  The hearing is only to discuss what happened with the 
current petition regarding Toxic Trespass.  He requested that Rev. Morrison limit her 
questions to that topic only.   
 
Rev. Morrison stated that the 2019 petition goes to Ms. Kelleher’s issues with We the People.  
Mr. Gombar stated that past issues cannot be brought forward at this time.  He stated that Rev. 
Morrison must limit her questions to the scope of the direct testimony of the City Clerk. 
 
Rev. Morrison questioned if Ms. Kelleher was notified when this issue went to court.  Ms. 
Kelleher stated that she was but did not recall exactly when she became aware that the 
Certificate had been appealed. 
 
Rev. Morrison questioned if Ms. Kelleher knew the case would be addressed by the court.  Ms. 
Kelleher stated that she did know. 
 
Rev. Morrison stated that she had no further questions. 
 
No further witnesses were called by the City. 
 
Public Comment 
Mr. Gombar opened the floor for public comment. 
 
No one present came forward to make public comment and the public comment period was 
closed. 
 
Rebuttal from Petitioner 
Mr. Cepeda thanked City Council for the opportunity to speak.   
 
Council Comment 
Ms. Cepeda-Freytiz reminded all that everyone is here in peace.  She reminded all that public 
servants work to make the community better.  She stated that respect is mutual and stated that 
Mr. Cepeda used a threatening tone.  She noted the need to be mindful about how people 
speak to one another.  She stated that City officials serve to the best of their ability and noted 
the need to work together and learn how to speak to one another. 
 
Mr. Cepeda stated that he used this tone because he had an armed escort out of the building 
and his hard work was disregarded in the past.  He stated that looking at Council’s faces it 
appears some of them think this is a joke. 
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Ms. Cepeda-Freytiz stated that all must work together.  She stated that Council’s door is open 
and they can be contacted at any time.  She stated that times have changed and apologized for 
Mr. Cepeda’s past experience. 
 
Mr. Cepeda stated that he’s been dealing with this issue for a year.  
 
Mr. Gombar closed the evidentiary portion of this hearing. 
  
Announcement of expected date of decision 
Mr. Gombar announced that City Council will render a decision by adopting a resolution at 
either the October 10, 2022 or October 24, 2022 regular meeting of Council. 
 
Motion was made by Ms. Goodman-Hinnershitz, seconded by Ms. Reed, to adjourn the 
hearing.  The hearing was adjourned at 6:15 pm 
 

Respectfully Submitted by 
Linda A. Kelleher, CMC, City Clerk 
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