
 

 

Westwood Business District Coalition 

Meeting 

April 18, 2013 

 

 

The meeting began at 7:00 p.m.  Coalition members present were:  John Lewandowski, Kathy Bach, Jim 

McNulty, Terri Premo, John Eby, Joe Henke, Tom Bonhaus, and Mary Jenkins. 

 

Motion by Bach to approve the minutes of the coalition meeting of April 4, 2013 as written.  Seconded 

by Eby.  The motion passes. 

  

Next, the attendees continued the previous meeting’s discussion on the scope of the coalition and its 

relationship with the City of Cincinnati.  Lewandowski raised the question, “What is the authority of this 

coalition?”  McConn stated that the coalition should speak with one voice to the City and we must agree 

and set personal opinions aside.  Lewandowski stated that the coalition is a similar model to Walnut Hills 

Neighborhood Working Group with members of City administration serving on the group.   

 

Premo inquired as to the result of the TIF vote at council.  Lewandowski responded that the City voted 

to approve using Westwood TIF funds for the feasibility study and that the vote passed 9-0. 

 

In a discussion of the focus of the coalition, Lewandowski states the coalition represents the 

revitalization of the business district from Kling to the Cheviot border. Several attendees commented 

that the purpose is not to build the square as currently depicted in artists’ renderings; rather, to gather 

public input on the business district and advance a proposal based on that.   

 

McNulty stated that Westwood Civic Association (WCA) is committed to being the voice that speaks to 

the City since it is the officially recognized group.  He reported that WCA is not enthusiastic about a 

separate entity speaking for the community.  Premo affirmed the status of the WCA as the community 

council but stressed the value of the coalition speaking on behalf of the several groups, residents, and 

business owners on the business district redevelopment.  She noted the use of this model in other 

Cincinnati communities, like Walnut Hills and Madisonville.  Lewandowski commented that the city is 

looking for this approach in Westwood.  Bach urged a collective voice and representation.  

 

McNulty remarked that since we do not know what the community wants, we cannot advocate for this 

project.  Others commented that the purpose of the coalition is to determine public sentiment and 

ideas. 

 

Bonhaus inquired as to the next steps.  Lewandowski responded it is to define the scope of the coalition 

and invite planners from the City to bring us all up to speed so that we may plan the community 

meeting.  Lewandowski suggested inviting architect, Steve Kenar and Kathleen Norris (Business 

Incentives/Districts) to the next coalition meeting for the purpose of highlighting the process and 

findings of the charrettes and related research.  McConn recommended obtaining reports from the city.   

 

The attendees discussed the format of a public meeting. Lewandowski suggested that we need the 

coalition members to be knowledgeable of information previously gathered, to arm ourselves with more 

information before asking people to deliberate, and to learn about the range of options, strengths and 

weaknesses already identified. Jenkins commented on the District 3 police headquarters meetings that 

were excellent public forums but were based on significant advance research and planning. Bonhaus 



 

 

asked about the relationship of the square and business district to form- based codes.  Several 

attendees commented on the city’s process that is separate from but possibly ultimately related to this 

and that could improve or complicate plans for neighborhoods.   

 

As discussion returned to the authority and role of the coalition, Lewandowski made a motion, seconded 

by Bach, that the coalition serves as an ad hoc organization with the limited focus of representing 

Westwood to the city in the process of leading community engagement and planning and developing 

the Westwood business district revitalization plan. The motion passed with two abstentions and one 

opposed. 

 

Related to the motion, Premo asked to what extent the business owners on the coalition are 

representatives of the business community.  Bonhaus said there is no current organization.  McNulty 

noted that WCA considers the coalition as outreach and that WCA is eager to canvas neighborhoods.  

Lewandowski suggested that the coalition, as the acknowledged representative group of Westwood 

organizations, conduct the public forums, and present the gathered information and recommendations 

to the city.  Henke remarked that the groups should be fully agreed to work together cooperatively.  

McNulty urged that the coalition take an informal approach as an outreach effort of WCA.  Others in 

attendance called that impractical. 

 

In consideration of next steps, there was consensus that next steps would be to share among coalition 

members the SWOT analysis of the business district, conducted earlier, and other findings.  McNulty 

asked why we would want to hold off from public input.  Eby commented on the importance of shared 

information and background among coalition members.  Jenkins urged swift information sharing while 

also moving forward with planning public forums.  She urged sharing previous research as background 

for informed public dialogue.  Several attendees commented on the importance and benefit of not 

losing public interest and passion, but also on the value of getting all members of the coalition up to 

speed.   

 

Attendees discussed a community meeting on a Saturday at Midway or Westwood School with about 6-

8 weeks for planning and promotion, aiming for early to mid-June.  There was agreement that the 

coalition would need city participation in the process. 

 

Premo asked about the status of website set up.  Jenkins thought that nothing has happened but 

commented on it as a top priority and a prerequisite for the public forums so that information can be 

shared in advance. 

 

McConn commented that the coalition should be clear that different areas need different approaches 

and that the Glenway business district has a unique identity from the Harrison business district (from 

Kling to the Cheviot line).  This work has a limited focus.  McNulty and Jenkins remarked that it is 

important to maintain the community’s history, values, concerns, and desires as revitalization plans go 

forward.  McNulty said that it is important not to ignore the public safety problems but integrate 

solutions into the plans.  Lewandowski commented on the Over the Rhine, 3CDC, and Washington Park 

developments as indicative of a process that involved layers of planning and leveraging of resources that 

resulted in a transformation. 

 

Next meeting dates were discussed but not settled.  The meeting was adjourned at 8:00 p.m. 


