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Judge halts controversial pool project in Wyoming

Temporary restraining order keeps contract in abeyance

BY DAN HORN | ENQUIRER STAFF WRITER

A judge dived into Wyoming's swimming pool battle Friday when he barred the city from starting work on a new Family Aquatic Center.

The ruling in Hamilton County Common Pleas Court is a victory for residents opposed to the project and a setback for city officials who had hoped to hire a construction company Monday.

Judge Norbert Nadel heard more than two hours of arguments about the pool before granting the residents' request for a temporary restraining order.

The order remains in effect until June 28, when the city of 8,261 residents gets another chance to make its case.

Opponents want the project halted until residents can vote this fall on where to build the $3.4 million pool. City officials say City Council has approved the project and any delay could cost thousands of dollars.

Nadel said he agreed to temporarily stop the city from hiring a construction company because he wants to hear more from both sides before work begins.

"If we do nothing here today, and they go ahead and sign that (construction) contract, it's all over," Nadel said.

His ruling prompted cheers from the project's opponents, who have collected more than 800 signatures to get the issue on the ballot. They say the project is too costly and they object to its location just outside the city limits, in Woodlawn.

"I'm a taxpayer and I don't feel it's appropriate to build a pool outside the city limits without the permission of the taxpayers," said Debbie Bellman, the organizer of an opposition group.

The residents' attorney, Steve Goodin, said the court's intervention is necessary because city officials deliberately tried to conceal the project from residents.

"This is a runaway city government, a runaway City Council, trying to do something the residents don't want," Goodin said.

But the city's lawyers said residents have had ample opportunity to weigh in. They said the pool was discussed at more than a dozen public meetings and mentioned in at least two community newsletters in 2005.

"There was no cloak of secrecy here," said Joe Braun, assistant city solicitor.

He said the court should not interfere with the work of an independent legislative body such as City Council. If residents don't like council's decision, Braun said, they can vote out the council members who approved the project.

He said city officials now are considering their options, which include waiting until the more expansive hearing June 28 or appealing Nadel's order.
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