
Council Minutes 

January 16, 2001 

 

The regular City Council meeting was held on Tuesday, January 16, 2001 at 7 PM in the Euclid City 

Hall Council Chamber.  President Cervenik presided. 

 

Members Present: Flowers, Gallagher, Gruber, Holzheimer Gail, Korosec, McGarry, Miller, 

   Cervenik 

 

Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail moved to excuse Councilwoman Valencic.  Councilman Korosec 

seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 

 

Others Present: Mayor Oyaski, Service Director DiNero, Finance Director Balazs, Law Director 

Murphy, Asst. Parks & Recreation Director Will, Administrative Director 

Johnson, CS&ED Director Koran, Building Commissioner Apanasewicz, 

Zoning Commissioner Hayes, Housing Manager Tollerup, Police Chief Maine, 

Fire Chief Dworning, Asst. Service Director Gulich, Mr. Driscoll, Sgt.-at-Arms 

Stankus, Clerk of Council Cahill. 

 

Council Minutes 

Councilwoman Miller moved to receive and approve the Council Minutes of January 2, 2001. 

Councilman Gruber seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 

 

Communications 

Council has received the following communications: 

 

A memo from Lisa Mayernik regarding the 2000 Neighborhood/Tenant/Condo Grant Update 

A Notice from the Division of Liquor stating the rescheduling of Emerald Pub & Steak House at 24800 

Euclid Ave to be held on February 2, 2001. 

A memo from Administrative Director Johnson regarding request for legislation for B Tech Systems 

Integrators. 

Letters from Mayor Oyaski announcing the appointment of Jeffrey LeBarron to the Architectural 

Review Board and James Petkovic to the Planning and Zoning Commission. 

A letter from Ed Gudenas in support of the Danter Company. 

A revised proposal for the identification of condominium development potential in Euclid from the 

Danter Company. 

A summary of legislation on tonight’s agenda by Law Director Murphy. 

 

ADMINISTRATION REPORTS & COMMUNICATIONS 

Mayor Oyaski – I would like to invite the Council and public to a celebration of Martin Luther King 

Day, to be held at Forest Park Middle School on Elinore off of E. 260 on Tuesday, January 30, 2001.  

There is a full program scheduled for that evening and I hope you can all join us in that celebration. 

 I’d hope to wish Robert Smith, Euclid High School graduate, great success in the upcoming 

Super Bowl, but the New York Giants intervened, maybe next year for Mr. Smith. 

 

Mayor Oyaski presented Mr. William T. Monroe with Resolution 7-2001, for his many years of service 

to the City of Euclid. 

 

Mayor Oyaski presented a proclamation to the owner’s of Brogan’s on Babbitt Road. 

 

Mayor Oyaski and Asst. Parks & Recreation Will presented the Holiday Lighting Awards to:   

3rd Place: Mark & Becky Duxbury - 21031 Morris 

2nd Place: Patrick Zavorek – 1914 Seneca 

1st Place: Steve Kaselak – 25401 Zeman 

 

Mayor Oyaski administered the Oath of Office to Mr. Jeffrey LeBarron upon his appointment to the 

Architectural Review Board. 

 

Mayor Oyaski presented Service Director Tony DiNero with a Resolution of Appreciation, 6-2001, for 

his 18 years of faithful and dedicated service to the citizens of Euclid. 

 

Reports & Committee Minutes 

Councilwoman Miller moved to receive and approve the Board of Control Minutes of 12/18/00 and the 

Humane Officer’s Report of 12/00.  Councilman Korosec seconded.  Yeas:  unanimous. 
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Committee of the Whole 

Councilman Flowers moved to go into the Committee of the Whole for Legislative Matters Only.  

Councilwoman Miller seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 

 

Councilman Flowers moved to rise and report.  Councilman Gallagher seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 

 

LEGISLATION 

       Res. (335-01) Capital Budget 

A resolution adopting and approving the attached 2001 Capital Improvement Budget.  (Sponsored by 

Mayor Oyaski) 

 

Councilwoman McGarry moved for passage, Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail seconded. 

 

Director Balazs – The proposed capital budget is presented for you this evening.  We would like to 

recommend that it be put in committee so that when the budget hearings arrive in the middle of 

February, this will be discussed in detail.  The grand total is $1 million for this year and it is down 

from last year.  We had a program of about $3.8 million last year. 

 

Councilwoman Miller moved Res. (335-01) to the Finance Committee.  Councilman Gallagher 

seconded. 

Roll Call:  Yeas: Flowers, Gallagher, Gruber, Holzheimer Gail, Korosec, McGarry, Miller, 

   Cervenik. 

Into Committee. 

       Ord. 8-2001 (334-01) Association Grants  
An ordinance authorizing, empowering and directing the Mayor of the City of Euclid to renew the 

Neighborhood/Tenant/Condominium Association Grant for the year 2001.  (Sponsored by Councilman 

Gallagher) 

 

Councilman Gallagher moved for passage, Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail seconded. 

 

Councilman Gallagher – This is a renewal of a program that we’ve had in existence for the last couple of 

years.  It provides a modest benefit of $250 to neighborhood tenant/condominium associations.  While 

providing a modest benefit, it has produced truly excellent results.  We’ve received a memo from the 

administration setting forth the purposes for which the associations have utilized the grant.  We’ve had social 

events that provide a tremendous benefit.  Landscaping, signage and newsletters are the primary uses of these 

funds. 

 

Councilman Gallagher moved to close debate, Councilman Flowers seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 

 

Councilwoman McGarry moved to suspend the rules, Councilwoman Miller seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 

Roll Call:  Yeas:  Flowers, Gallagher, Gruber, Holzheimer Gail, Korosec, McGarry, Miller, 

  Cervenik. 

Passed. 

 

     Ord. 9-2001 (337-01)  Cabling City Buildings 

An emergency ordinance authorizing the Director of Administration of the City of Euclid to secure the 

services of B Tech Systems Integrators to install network data and voice cabling in various City 

buildings, including the new Fire Station No. 2, at a cost not to exceed $17,221.00.  (Sponsored by 

Councilman Cervenik) 

 

Councilman Gruber moved for passage, Councilman Korosec seconded. 

 

Director Johnson – As I outlined in my memo for my reason of picking this particular vendor.  The 

cable that we’ve been installing and the cable we intend to continue to install is a Lucite Technology’s 

brand cable.  That cable comes with a 20 year warranty.  In order for that warranty to be honored by 

Lucite Technology, it must be installed by Lucite Technology representative.  There are only three 

Lucite Technology representatives available in the Cleveland area. We polled all three of them.  This 

vendor was $500 lower than the next bidder who did propose a price.  We hope that you will be able to 

approve this.  If there are any questions, I’ll be glad to answer them. 

 

Councilman Flowers moved to close debate, Councilman Gallagher seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
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Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail moved to suspend the rules, Councilwoman McGarry seconded.  

Yeas:  Unanimous. 

 

Roll Call:  Yeas: Flowers, Gallagher, Gruber, Holzheimer Gail, Korosec, McGarry, Miller, 

   Cervenik. 

Passed. 

      Ord. (339-01) Amend P&Z Code Plats 

An ordinance amending Section 1311.03 of the Planning & Zoning Code of the Codified Ordinances 

of the City of Euclid to amend the Bond and Insurance Provisions of Rules Governing Plats and 

Subdivisions.  (Sponsored by Councilman Flowers by request of Service Director) 

 

Councilman Flowers moved for passage, Councilman Korosec seconded. 

 

Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail moved Ord. (339-01) to the Planning & Zoning Commission. 

Councilwoman McGarry seconded.   

Roll Call:  Yeas: Flowers, Gallagher, Gruber, Holzheimer Gail, Korosec, McGarry, Miller, 

   Cervenik. 

To Planning & Zoning Commission 

 

 

   Ord. (340-01) Amend P&Z Code Drainage 

An ordinance amending Sections 1327.09 and 1327.10 of the Planning & Zoning Code and Section 

1703.01 and 1703.04 of the Building & Housing Code of the Codified Ordinances of the City of Euclid 

to incorporate drainage, erosion and sedimentation control, sewage retention, sewer connections, utility 

and other requirements as conditions for issuance of Construction Permits.  (Sponsored by Councilman 

Gruber by request of Service Director) 

 

Councilman Gruber moved for passage, Councilman Flowers seconded. 

 

Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail moved Ord. (340-01) to the Planning & Zoning Commission.  

Councilman Korosec seconded.   

Roll Call:  Yeas: Flowers, Gallagher, Gruber, Holzheimer Gail, Korosec, McGarry, Miller, 

   Cervenik. 

To Planning & Zoning Commission. 

       Ord. (341-01) Amend P&Z Code Plats 

An ordinance amending Section 1311.01 and 1311.07 (c) of the Planning & Zoning Code of the 

Codified Ordinances of the City of Euclid and adding new Sections 1311.14, 1311.15, 1311.16, 

1311.17, 1311.18, 1311.19 and 1311.20 to the Planning & Zoning Code of the Codified Ordinances of 

the City of Euclid by adding New Requirements and Standards to the Rules Governing Plats & 

Subdivisions.  (Sponsored by Councilman Flowers by request of Service Director) 

 

Councilman Flowers moved for passage, Councilman Gruber seconded.   

 

Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail moved Ord. (341-01) to Planning & Zoning Commission.  

Councilwoman Miller seconded.  

Roll Call:  Yeas: Flowers, Gallagher, Gruber, Holzheimer Gail, Korosec, McGarry, Miller, 

   Cervenik. 

To Planning & Zoning Commission. 

       Ord. 10-2001 (65b-00) Amend Code 921 

An ordinance adding new Sections 921.16 and 921.17 to Part Nine, Title Three, Utilities Chapter 921, 

Sewers and Water Generally of the Codified Ordinances of the City of Euclid to establish Sanitary and 

Storm Sewer Retention, Drainage, and Other Requirements for New Construction for Protection of 

City and Private Property and Facilities.  (Sponsored by Councilman Gallagher by request of the 

Service Director) (Ord. (65a-00) in Waste Water System, Sewers, Drainage & Utilities Committee) 

 

Councilman Gallagher moved for passage, Councilman Flowers seconded. 

 

Director DiNero – This is the ordinance that deals with retention.  This is an ordinance that we need to 

pass.  Hopefully by passing this ordinance the city may take advantage of the experiences that other 

cities are going through right now.  The City of Beachwood did not have any retention done when they 

did their shopping centers and other related businesses.  So, the City of South Euclid right is suffering.  

I keep telling the Mayor all the time, we just hope that everybody south of us are doing retention 

because we are at the bottom of the hill here.   
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Director DiNero - This ordinance is a basic ordinance that deals with retention and also it deals with 

our storm water management, that is going to go into effect sometime next year.  Mr. Fischer is here 

tonight.  He can elaborate more on it.  The new Service Director as of February will have a few words 

to say about this too. 

 

Councilman Korosec – Is this the same legislation we tabled and said come back to us once discussed? 

 

Director DiNero – Yes, we had meetings on this and discussed this and I think everybody is on-board 

with this at this time. 

 

Asst. Director Gulich – I just want to reiterate what Tony said about storm water management.  By the 

year 2003 we’ll have to write our own permit to come into compliance with this.  This is just one small 

portion of what we’ll have to do to comply with this.  The City does a large portion of this already to 

clean the sewers.  We do monitor the sewers.  We clean the streets.  We will have to do it in a manner 

that will comply with EPA standards and that’s what we are looking at by the year 2003.  You’ll be 

hearing plenty from me about storm water management. 

 

Councilman Flowers – How does this differ from the other ones that we have in front of P&Z?  We 

don’t need to put this in Planning & Zoning because this also deals with developments and plots. 

 

Director Murphy – This specific ordinance is different because it does not address any matters that are 

in the jurisdiction on the Planning & Zoning Commission.  The first two ordinances that we presented 

to City Council was kind of a mish-mash of different issues that came under different jurisdictions, 

many under the Service Director, some under Planning & Zoning.   

 Mr. Fischer who has worked on environmental matters on behalf of the city for many years 

went back, redrafted those two ordinances, pulled out all of the provisions under the jurisdiction of the 

Planning & Zoning Commission.  As a result of that work, we arrived at the three ordinances that 

immediately preceded this, which have been referred to Planning & Zoning. 

 We end up with this ordinance and the next one dealing with retention, storm water 

management and those matters which are under the direction and jurisdiction of the Service Director.  

We kind of split out the two ordinances.  I was going to respond to Councilman Korosec’s question, 

the same way.  We have split up those two ordinances into what are now 5 ordinances.  The two that 

are in front of you tonight that we hope will be passed, this one and the next one.  The other 3 referred 

to Planning & Zoning to discuss the matters that are within their jurisdiction. 

 

Councilman Flowers moved to close debate, Councilman Gruber seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 

 

Councilman Korosec moved to suspend the rules, Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail seconded.  Yeas:  

Unanimous. 

 

Roll Call:  Yeas: Flowers, Gallagher, Gruber, Holzheimer Gail, Korosec, McGarry, Miller, 

   Cervenik. 

Passed.   

      Ord. 11-2001 (66b-00) Amend Code Chapter 921 

An ordinance amending Section 921.99 and adding new Sections 921.18, 921.19, 921.20, 921.21, 

921.22, 921.23, 921.24 and 921.25 to Part Nine, Title Three, Utilities Chapter 921, Sewers and Water 

Generally, of the Codified Ordinances of the City of Euclid by adding Permit Requirements and 

Standards for Grading Property, Clearing Land of Trees and other Vegetation, and Prevention of 

Erosion and Sedimentation, and amending Section 921.99 to improve the Means of Enforcement by 

Injunction and Abatement Procedures.  (Sponsored by Councilman Gallagher by request of Service 

Director) (Ord. (66a-00) in Waste Water System, Sewers, Drainage & Utilities Committee) 

 

Councilman Gallagher moved for passage, Councilman Flowers seconded. 

 

Director DiNero – This is the same comments.  This is a companion ordinance that goes with the other 

one.  This deals with clearing lots, vegetation.  If you noticed when they were doing Home Depot and 

at Rick Case where they have the black plastic going around.  That is supposed to protect the soil from 

draining into our sewers and eventually getting out into the lake.  This is a very good ordinance.  After 

we went over it in Committee, we came up with a good ordinance.  Another perfect example is up on 

Sherwood Drive, the Struna property, where he just went in there and started clearing trees.  This 

ordinance would make sure that he has to have a permit before he’d be able to do stuff like that in any 

other project that we have.   
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Councilman Flowers moved to close debate, Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail seconded.  Yeas:  

Unanimous. 

 

Councilwoman Miller moved to suspend the rules, Councilwoman McGarry seconded.  Yeas:  

Unanimous. 

 

Roll Call:  Yeas: Flowers, Gallagher, Gruber, Holzheimer Gail, Korosec, McGarry, Miller, 

   Cervenik. 

Passed. 

       Ord. 12-2001 (342-01) Lake Edge  

An ordinance authorizing the Director of Public Service of the City of Euclid to enter into a contract 

after advertising for bids for Sewer, Water and Paving Improvements for Lake Edge Drive.  

(Sponsored by Councilman Gallagher by request of the Public Service Director) 

 

Councilwoman McGarry moved for passage, Councilman Gallagher seconded. 

 

Director DiNero – Lake Edge has had a lot of problems with back-ups.  We did have the sewers tv’d 

and there’s a lot of broken pipe and the sewer is in dire need to be repaired.  This had been repaired 5-6 

years ago and this project is being funded by the Peterson Fund, which was part of the increase in the 

sewer rate that we just passed in April, 2000. 

 

Councilman Flowers – Do we have a ballpark figure on the cost?  $100,000? $200,000? 

 

Director DiNero – The estimate for that particular project, that includes new waterline, pavement, 

storm and sanitary sewers, is approximately $1 million. 

 

Councilman Flowers – Is this new or did we plan for this? 

 

Director DiNero – We did plan for this.  If you go back to when we had the rate increase, this is one of 

the projects that was included into that rate increase that we could fund this project.  We tried to get 

Issue 2 money for this.  We submitted this project at least 3 times and it never scored enough points.  

Number one, there isn’t enough residents on the street to warrant an Issue 2 project. 

 

Councilman Flowers – This is already earmarked in Peterson. 

 

Councilman Flowers moved to close debate, Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail seconded.  Yeas:  

Unanimous. 

 

Councilman Gruber moved to suspend the rules, Councilman Gallagher seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 

 

Roll Call:  Yeas: Flowers, Gallagher, Gruber, Holzheimer Gail, Korosec, McGarry, Miller, 

   Cervenik. 

Passed. 

       Ord. 13-2001 (343-01) E. 222 Waterline 

An ordinance authorizing the Director of Public Service of the City of Euclid to enter into a contract 

after advertising for bids for the E. 222 St. Waterline from Miller to Tracy Ave.  (Sponsored by 

Councilman Gallagher by request of Service Director) 

 

Councilman Gallagher moved for passage, Councilman Korosec seconded. 

 

Director DiNero – This project is an Issue 2 project.  We were fortunate enough to get this project 

through Issue 2.  It is a zero percent loan.  This job is approximately between $900,000-$1,000,000.  

This is going from Miller Ave. to Tracy.  That is in our heavy business area.  We had a numerous 

amounts of breaks and that puts all our businesses out of water.  This particular project, we will be 

putting up temporary water lines so the businesses will never be out of water while we are doing the 

project.  It costs a little more to do it that way, but we can’t shut down a business.  We’ll have above 

ground waterlines for this project, so no one is out of water.  This is a project that is a long time 

coming, hopefully in the year 2002 or 2003 E. 222 is going to be redone just like 200th Street.  This is 

getting a jumpstart on the project.   

 

Councilman Korosec – Last summer we had some issues with the 200th Street taking longer than we 

expected for a number of reasons.  Do we have any expectations as far as how long this project will 

last and what type of inconvenience it will cause those store owners? 
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Director DiNero – I don’t think this will be in the magnitude of E. 200 Street.  There will still be two 

lanes of traffic and they still will be able to get into stores and businesses.  Yes, there will be some 

congestion while they are working, but this is not going to be complete pavement removal.  The 

waterline is approximately 5 ft. off the curb on the west side of 222.  Actually most of the work will be 

done in one lane.   

 

Councilman Flowers – I see we used Issue 2 funds for this.  Was this also originally part of the 

Peterson project?   

 

Director DiNero – No, this is not a Peterson project. 

 

Councilman Flowers – I was hoping, perhaps initially it was and then we got Issue 2 funds.  But, you 

knew this from the get-go, okay. 

 

Director DiNero – This particular project is probably even than Peterson because of no interest on it.  It 

is like money in the bank. 

 

Councilman Flowers moved to close debate, Councilman Korosec seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 

 

Councilwoman Miller moved to suspend the rules, Councilwoman McGarry seconded.  Yeas:  

Unanimous. 

 

Roll Call:  Yeas:  Flowers, Gallagher, Gruber, Holzheimer Gail, Korosec, McGarry, Miller, 

                  Cervenik. 

Passed. 

     Ord. 14-2001 (338-01) DMG Audit WWT Contract 

An emergency ordinance authorizing the Director of Public Service of the City of Euclid to execute a 

professional service contract with DMG-MAXIMUS, INC., formerly known as “David M. Griffith & 

Associates, Ltd.”, relating to the performance of audit and cost analysis studies of the City’s Waste 

Water Treatment Plant as well as other agreed upon services specified in the proposals.  (Sponsored by 

Councilman Gruber by request of Public Service Director) 

 

Councilman Gruber moved for passage, Councilman Gallagher seconded. 

 

Director DiNero – Hiring DMG is an annual thing that we have to do according to our agreements with 

the suburbs that are using our Waste Water Treatment Plant, that we have to do an audit of our Waste 

Water Treatment Funds once a year and pass it onto the different cities.  This is the same amount of 

money that was allocated last year.  Since we did have some difficulty with a few of the communities, 

last year we used all the appropriated money.  Usually, most of the time, this comes under and we have 

no problems, everyone signed up.  All agreements are signed back to the city, so we should have no 

problems with this. 

 

Councilman Gruber – I understand the amount of the contract is $29,800? 

 

Director DiNero – Yes. 

 

Councilman Gruber – Is this the same company that has been doing our audits for the past several 

years? 

 

Director DiNero – Yes it is. 

 

Councilman Gruber – They did the audit just recently when we had the 50% rate increase, correct? 

 

Director DiNero – That’s correct. 

 

Councilman Gruber – I have a memo here from the Mayor dated May 9th.  Here’s the most important 

sentence in the latest DMG audit of the Waste Water Treatment fund.  Based on our examination, we 

believe the current year revenue plus cash reserves will not be adequate through June 30, 2000.  This is 

dated May 9th.  Are there other companies that do this type of work? 

 

Director DiNero – I’m sure that there are.  I couldn’t say for sure.   

 



Council Minutes 

January 16, 2001 

Page 7 

Councilman Gruber – You’re awarding a company that slammed the citizens of Euclid with a pretty 

hefty rate increase.  They’ve been doing it 9 years, I realize it went longer than it should have gone, 7 

years.  Maybe 5 years into it they should have said maybe we better start raising it a little more instead 

of waiting until the last minute.  I wasn’t happy with their performance and I’m still not.  I’ll be voting 

no on this.  Thank you. 

 

Councilman Flowers – I understand my colleagues concern with that, but part of it was because, I 

think, didn’t they tell Council that they should have raised it years past? 

 

Director DiNero – When we did do the first raise, it was only supposed to be for 5 years.  After we 

looked at it for 5 years, we knew that this increase might have to be, but we extended it another 2 

years.  When you look at it that way, the amount of raise, was not that much.  If we would have raised 

it back in 1995 ... 

 

Councilman Flowers – Maybe we should have raised it in 1995.  Did they suggest, I was under the 

impression that Council decided not to increase the rates and they ignored the report.  Or, did the report 

never address that concern? 

 

Director DiNero – Here’s the number one factor when you talk about that.  In 1995, you just can’t raise 

rates to raise rates. At that time it was not necessary.  If you look back, our water consumption has 

jumped down a lot, which means revenue is not coming back into the city.  Someone has to make up 

the difference. 

 

Councilman Flowers – Last time when we voted on this in April, I only supported the piece of 

legislation because I thought this group had informed us years back and Council just didn’t take 

necessary steps.  Now, I’m being told otherwise.  If that’s the case, that they did not tell us soon 

enough, prepare us for the large increase, then I have problems with this contract too. 

 

Director DiNero – Actually at the time in 1995, they were saying there was a possible rate increase, but 

what quantity, they couldn’t tell us at that time for the simple reason we didn’t realize that our water 

consumption would drop as much as it did.  We lost some of Highland Heights ... 

 

Councilman Flowers – I understand, but you are saying 1995.  What happened to 1996?  What 

happened to 1997? 

 

Director DiNero – In 1996 and 1997 according to the funds that were coming in, we did not need the 

raise at that time. 

 

President Cervenik – At the same time, we knew there would be a raise in either 1999 or 2000.  Once 

we started getting into our cash reserves.  The way we do this is the first year we have large cash 

reserves.  Then we start eating at the cash reserves and then our postponement of the rate increase, 

which they felt we could get along with postponing the rate increase, plus the unexpected, it was a 

rather large drop in consumption, caused the problem to accelerate. 

 

Councilman Flowers – When do we have to approve this by?   

 

Director DiNero – We should approve it because there is a lot of work that has to be done.  There’s a 

lot of paperwork that Mr. Gall at Waste Water Treatment Plant has to gather together.  The Finance 

Department has to get certain records together for them to do the final report.  As far as the rate 

increase, we probably had one community and they finally settled and they paid the rate all the way 

back to April 1st.  As far as that increase in rate, when you look at it, it only amounted to 3%.  If we 

would have raised it every year it would have amounted to 3% raise over the period of 7 years. 

 

Councilman Flowers – I would think the residents would have preferred that versus what they got 

clobbered with this year, it was astronomical. 

 

Director DiNero – I think Mr. Murphy may be able to answer this.  We were under the Consent 

Decree, or maybe Mr. Fischer.  We just can’t raise rates to raise them, if there’s money there to 

perform what you are doing.  There was something, maybe Mr. Fischer could speak on this. 

 

Councilman Flowers moved to suspend the rules, Councilman Gruber seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
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Mr. Fischer – The reports of DMG have been coming since the Consent Decree in 1992.  They were 

mandated by the Consent Decree.  We had to find an accountant and an association with engineers that 

would be acceptable to EPA and also acceptable as far as dealing with the outlying suburbs.  Havens & 

Everson was a firm that was involved in this, they were engineers for the City of Euclid.  As a result, 

there was mistrust by the other suburbs against them.  Burges & Niples represented the City of 

Wickliffe for years, they also do rate studies.  Turned out that DMG Maximus, was DMG Griffith and 

Michael Benza who served as an arbitrator and engineer, selected by both Wickliffe and Euclid, 

teamed up and they were found to be a very suitable combination, very competent and trusted by 

everybody concerned.  They do these reports on projecting funds for a 5 year basis.  Essentially the 

Council President pointed out, there’s more money to begin with because you are having a rate that is 

going to last for 5 years.  After you pass the midway point, your slowly eating away at that surplus and 

they report when you are going to be running out.  The Council would have the option of raising this 

earlier.  In this type of thing, anytime that you delay raising something, you know that you are going to 

have to raise it higher two years from now than you are going to have to raise it now.  That was the 

case.  The Council had it before it, I’m not blaming the Council, they saw a report that said we are 

running low and in order to have the cash reserves.  Essentially the cash reserve came before this 

Council also.  I think it was 3 months or 90 days that you have to have money in the bank to cover 

expenses for 90 days.  That is the ultimate test that DMG uses and they are instructed to use.  They are 

saying at a point in time, you are not going to have the 90 day reserves and things are going to 

deteriorate very fast.  The Council could raise the rate earlier and it would have been a lesser rate. They 

are reporting what they are supposed to do, they have been doing a very competent job and I believe 

that they competence is attested to in the fact that we were able to negotiate agreements with all the 

outlying suburbs.  Except for a little confusion with the City of Wickliffe, we had absolutely no 

problems with the outlying suburbs in accepting the new rates.  I hope I’ve answered the question.  

You are getting a report and it tells you that at some point in time, you are no longer going to have a 90 

day reserve and you are going to have to raise the rates exactly at that time.  Council President 

Cervenik mentioned we should look at raising this a couple of years earlier in the future, but that’s the 

future.  This is the way it turned out this time.  They called it.  It moved up on us a little faster because 

of the decrease in the mcf or water consumption base, otherwise, they called it right on the button.  It 

lasted longer because the Service Director was able to get a lot of Issue 2 funds to pay interest in other 

things that would have had to come out of the funds otherwise.  I hope I have answered the question. 

 

President Cervenik – We did agree, those that did approve the rate increase, that when we did get the 

next audit report, we would have a meeting and we will have a full discussion with the auditor, 

whoever that may be, so we don’t have that problem again.  We will have that meeting.   

 

Councilman Gruber – My point is I don’t think they kept the eye on the ball.  According to the 

Executive Committee Meeting March 15th, and I quote from the report, DMG rate recommendations 

were first adopted by Council in 1992.  At that time we expected and reported to you that those rates 

would last for 5 years.  They have now lasted 8 years.  That’s good news, but they were still off.  1997 

update we reported to you that we thought the rates would be good for one more year, through 1998.  

In 1998 we reported that based on a change in water consumption which appeared to be trending up at 

the time, we reported that the rate increase would not be needed until 2001.  In April, 2000 they 

decided we needed a rate increase.  Every year the major manufacturers in Euclid have to submit this 

form, this is public record.  June 1, 1995 is when General Electric cut back on their water consumption.  

Since then it has stayed the same.  Maybe other companies have cut back, but this particular company 

was mentioned.  It is not rocket science, all you have to do is watch the numbers, watch the figures.  

They might do a good job, but I’m not happy with them.  Thank you. 

 

Councilman Flowers – I prefer to see us move this into Committee because I would like to go back 

over those reports and see why.  Someone has to be blamed.  The residents got clobbered this year with 

sewer bills.  I saw mine, I imagine everybody else’s went up the same way.  There’s got to be a better 

explanation.  I realize in the beginning you build up a surplus and as you go through the years you start 

eating into it, but then you don’t make outrageous increases.  I would move to put this piece of 

legislation into the Service Committee. 

 

Councilman Gallagher – I don’t understand the purpose of sending this legislation to Service 

Committee to rehash the issue of the water rate increase.  If its to locate another expert, that’s a 

different issue. 
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Councilman Flowers – That would be the case.  I’m saying move it into Committee, maybe we should 

get another expert to do this.  In between that time, I can go back and look over those reports and see if 

they messed up their calculations.  If that’s the case, then I think we should get somebody else, 

somebody new. 

 

President Cervenik – I disagree with you, but there’s been a motion to send it to Committee and 

seconded by Gruber.  Call the roll on the motion. 

 

Roll Call: Yeas:  Flowers, Gruber 

      Nays:  Gallagher, Holzheimer Gail, Korosec, McGarry, Miller, Cervenik 

Failed. 

 

Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail – Is part of their scope of service looking at the rates and forecasting 

over the number of years when we may need a rate increase again?  Is that part of the audit? 

 

President Cervenik – That is part of their audit.   

 

Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail – When we get the report, that’s what we’ll look at to make sure we 

are on track and we won’t allow this to happen again. 

 

President Cervenik – Exactly, we shouldn’t allow it to happen again.  We will get the report and I 

believe we met once or twice since I’ve been on Council, but I think when they are done with the 

report, we sit down with DMG, let them explain it to us and answer our questions, hold them 

accountable for what they do.  That’s what we agreed upon. 

 

Councilman Flowers – That was their job before, correct? 

 

President Cervenik – They’ve done it.   

 

Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail moved to close debate, Councilwoman McGarry seconded.  Yeas:  

Unanimous. 

 

Councilman Korosec moved to suspend the rules, Councilwoman Miller seconded.   Yeas:  

Unanimous. 

 

Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gallagher, Holzheimer Gail, Korosec, McGarry, Miller, Cervenik. 

      Nays:     Flowers, Gruber 

Passed. 

      Ord. 14-2001 (338-01) Bids Sidearms Police 

An ordinance authorizing the Mayor as Ex-Officio Director of Public Safety of the City of Euclid to 

advertise for bids and enter into a contract for the purchase of new semi-automatic sidearms for all 

police officers of the Euclid Police Department.(Sponsor Councilman Miller request of Police Chief) 

 

Councilwoman Miller moved for passage, Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail seconded. 

 

Chief Maine – For the past several years in the Police Department, the issue of transition in our 

firearms has been discussed.  Last year then Chief Baumgart made an Ad Hoc Committee of police 

personnel to look into making that transition. We were fortunate in our timing of doing that because at 

the time, both the FBI and the Ohio State Highway Patrol have done some major study in trying to 

determine what was the best sidearm for their particular agencies, because of technological 

advancements in every sort of equipment.  Obviously there has been some advancements in law 

enforcement sidearms.  As a result of taking a look at their studies, because they saved us a lot of work 

and a lot of man hours on the part of this committee, our committee was able to come to the 

recommendation that our department should make this transition and we should transition to a 40 

caliber semi-automatic.  This particular purchase would fall under the guidelines under the law 

enforcement trust account it is a purchase that is authorized with those guidelines.  With looking at the 

trade-in of our present weapons, we would be looking at just the purchase price in the area of $26,000-

$28,000 that’s using some approximations.  The nice thing about the Law Enforcement Trust Account 

is that we will also be able to use those money for the training costs associated with doing this 

transition as well as the ammunition purposes.  Unless there are any questions, I will tell you that we 

are going to put a provision into the specs that the trade-in of our present weapons would only, vendor 

who would get this contract would only be able to resell those to an authorized governmental agency 

or other authorized law enforcement personnel.  If there’s any questions, I’ll be glad to answer them. 
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Councilman Korosec moved to close debate, Councilwoman Miller seconded.  Yeas: Unanimous. 

 

Councilman Gallagher moved to suspend the rules, Councilman Flowers seconded.  Yeas:  

Unanimous. 

 

Roll Call:  Yeas:  Flowers, Gallagher, Gruber, Holzheimer Gail, Korosec, McGarry, Miller, 

                  Cervenik. 

Passed. 

 

   CEREMONIAL RESOLUTIONS 

  Res. 6-2001 (333-01) Director DiNero 

A resolution of profound appreciation to Director of Public Service, Tony DiNero as he retires after 18 

years of dedicated and faithful service to the citizens of Euclid.  (Sponsored by Mayor Oyaski and the 

entire Council) 

      Res. 7-2001 (344-01) Mr. Monroe 

A resolution of appreciation to William T. Monroe for his many years of invaluable service to the City of 

Euclid.  (Sponsored by Mayor Oyaski and the entire Council) 

 

Councilwoman Miller moved for passage, Councilwoman McGarry seconded. 

 

Roll Call:  Yeas:  Flowers, Gallagher, Gruber, Holzheimer Gail, Korosec, McGarry, Miller, 

                 Cervenik. 

Passed. 

 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Councilman Korosec moved to go into the Committee of the Whole.  Councilwoman McGarry 

seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 

 

Mrs. Dorothy Fike – 20271 Delaware Rd.  I have a question to Mr. DiNero, at least I was confused, 

how will this waterline that was approved tonight, the waterline on E. 222, just between Miller and 

Tracy, how long will that take? 

 

Director DiNero – Approximately 6 months. 

 

Mrs. Fike – To me that is just a short stretch of the street, just between Miller and Tracy doesn’t seem 

that far.  It does seem like a lot of money for that stretch. 

 

Director DiNero – There’s quite a bit of work to be done.  All the lines have to be pushed across the 

street.  Also the concrete would have to be replaced.  I’m saying 6 months, but it could be a lot less.  It 

all depends on how the job goes.   

 

Mrs. Fike – I wish Mr. DiNero well.  It has been nice to have him and talk to him.  If I had any 

questions, he’s always very agreeable in answering it.  I wish you well in your future and we’ll miss 

you but we are glad that Hank is aboard.  Thank you. 

 

Mr. Jerry Corbran – 24250 Maplewood Dr.  Good luck and best wishes to you Tony.  It’s been great. 

This Council should know that its been 6 ½ years since the previous Council defined a lakefront area 

that took advantage of a 30 year, tax windfall, called Tax Increment Financing, TIF.  Making it 

possible to build a city-owned marina paid for by investors and users, not taxpayers.  Twenty-two and 

a half years are left on the benefit.  Council should also know that its been 26 months that we have 

tried to complete the legislation first introduced in November 1998 by Councilwoman McGarry.  This 

legislation is for professional services required for comprehensive planning needed to attract a 

developer for the deteriorating Americana and other parts of lakefront complex.  The cost of this 

legislation we seek is $36,600.   

 There’s another deteriorating lakefront apartment in Ward 1.  This Council approved 

negotiation of an agreement to loan an out-of-town developer $540,000 interest free and toss in extra 

$120,000 for demolition and erosion control.  For 10 upscale home project.  It took about 20 minutes at 

one meeting to pass that resolution.  We hear now that the deal is dead and there is talk that the city 

may purchase the apartments and resell the property after demolition. 

 I would like to express that I am a supporter of city offering generous but reasonable incentives 

to reduce blight.  I stop short of being a critic of that 205 project for that reason.  However, I do have a 

problem and I want to go over it once again. 
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Mr. Corbran - In Ward 1 we want to get rid of 38 aging apartment units and build 10 upscale homes.  

City funds required $640,000.  That took 20 minutes.  In Ward 2 we want to get rid of 738 aging 

apartment units and convert them to 350 upscale condominiums.  City funds required, $36,600.  After 

26 months, that legislation is still not completed.  It seems that there is a double standard here.   

Why would that be?  Is it true that personal resentment against resident Ed Gudenas dominates the 

issue?  Or is it the marina harbor committee ourselves?  We are working with Councilman Flowers to 

re-introduce the abandoned legislation.  Is it somehow wrong for us to contact professional service 

providers on Mr. Flowers’ behalf gathering updated proposals?  The legislation we seek no longer 

exists before this Council.  That includes asking for additional services from Danter Company above 

those sought by Mr. Koran in response to Sandvick Architects request.  Is this the tainting mentioned 

in a December 18th meeting?  Is it somehow wrong for an individual or group to ask a Councilman to 

sponsor legislation designed by that individual or group? 

 I’m in receipt of a message to Council from Mr. Gudenas.  I hope you carefully consider his 

words.  I thank you very much. 

 

Mr. Daryl Langman – 298 E. 257.  Director DiNero, I hope you have a very joyous retirement.  Best of 

luck to you.  Mr. Corbran mentioned the Danter Company.  Since the Sandvick proposal was made in 

mid-September, it’s been three and a half months now.  At that meeting they strongly suggested that 

we update the marketing study to fit their proposal.  They wanted it done quickly and it was intimated 

that it could be done quickly.  Here we are three and a half months later.   

 There has been some question about tainting and residential involvement, skewing figures and 

so forth.  If there’s a replacement company out there that can meet the same standards of a Danter 

Company, then that’s fine, but that has not been forthcoming.  Therefore, we should move on the 

legislation to update that study for Danter.  The Danter company has completed over 15,000 market 

analysis of this type of study in 49 states, Canada, the Virgin Islands and Mexico.  The Danter 

Company has no financial interest in any of the analysis that they do for various companies and 

individuals.  Research is their only area of specialization.  Therefore, if somebody were to call them, 

like Mr. Gudenas, what financial gain would it be for this type of company to play with the figures?  

They don’t have any stake in this, one way or the other.  Quite honestly, considering that Mr. Gudenas 

wishes to invest up to $12 million, I don’t see many developers wanted to do this in this city, that 

should be pursued to see whether he can actually do it or not.   

 The Danter Company, their reputation is paramount in this industry.  In fact, that company was 

named for six consecutive years to American Demographics Best 100 Sources for Marketing 

Information.  They are the real deal.  It is time to get moving now.   

 Question for you Director Koran, the Sandvick study was sent to Associated Estates and to Mr. 

Simon, correct? 

 

Director Koran – Yes. 

 

Mr. Langman – What was the response from those 2 parties? 

 

Director Koran – We did not receive any written response. 

 

Mr. Langman – Did you follow up with them? 

 

Director Koran – No. 

 

Mr. Langman – You mean to tell me this project that we spent money for Sandvick and we sent it out 

to folks and we didn’t do any follow up, didn’t phone them to confirm whether they received it or not? 

 

Director Koran – That’s correct.  The reason is I was waiting to update the Danter report so we would 

have, as we all agreed upon, cohesive two reports that jive together.   

 

Mr. Langman – So nobody from the administration called just to say, we got it, what do you think, we 

are waiting on this other study? 

 

Director Koran – We had talked to both Jeff Friedman and Ken Simon since then.  Not specifically 

about the Sandvick report.   

 

Mr. Langman – It would seem to me if we favor lakefront development and we favor doing something 

with the Americana, that Mr. Simon is on record according to his May 11, 1999 letter, that is favoring 

some repositioning. Why are we taking such a blasé approach to it?  We are not following up.  
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Mr. Langman -  We are not pursuing that lead.  No developer is going to look at this project with any 

sense of optimism unless we take the lead.  That’s what we have to do.  Thank you very much. 

 

Mr. Randy Mares – 50 E. 238 Street.  Mr. DiNero, my thanks and my best wishes to you.  I come to 

this forum infrequently, but when I do I have something that bothers me at the heart.   

Mr. Mares - Many of you, I’m sure, read the Euclid Sun Journal, and read Mr. Michael DiDomenico’s 

editorial from last week’s issue in which he talks about schools, city plans ignore real needs of 

residents.  During the course of his discussion, he raises several issues.  One, is the obvious report card 

rating of our school system in which we are put into academic emergency.  We are there along with 

other Cuyahoga County schools such as Cleveland, East Cleveland, Maple Heights, Warrensville 

Heights, school districts.  I believe the City of Euclid has a better environment than many of these 

districts, however we are rated in the similar category such as these. 

 Until several years ago, that did not bother me, because I was not a parent.  Now I am a parent 

and I started looking at this fact and as to where I will send my child for education and I am not at all 

thrilled about the possibility of having to deal with an academic emergency school system as the 

primary source of education for my young daughter.  Furthermore, I go off and I look at what it will 

take for private education and I’m looking at a 12 year education bill that will top off at $100,000 for 

private education.  For consideration of the residents of Euclid, I believe that the Council, even though 

it is separate from the Board of Education, does need to take into consideration with its legislation and 

future planning.  I believe the previous two speakers addressed the issue of future planning, what we 

must do to help better the performance of our Euclid School System. 

 Additionally Mr. DiDomenico, forgive me if I pronounce your name incorrectly, raises the 

issue of development of the area adjacent to Sims Park for the potential of the new senior center.  I also 

have in hand the announcement of the June 24th meeting for Council to discuss this potential 

development and allocation of funds for development of a center there.  Ladies and Gentlemen, I 

believe and I believe other residents in this forum would also come to you and say that this is 

absolutely the wrong thing to do.  We should not be consuming any greenspace within the City of 

Euclid for the development of any type of a building.  We have a facility which is currently located at 

the golf course.  It is inadequate.  I believe that facility should be located at a different location, 

number one for access and number two for the provision of additional and new facilities for the 

seniors.  I believe that facility should be located at our Shore Cultural Centre, which brings me to issue 

three of what bothers me is that we have looked at, talked about and not taken positive action about the 

Shore Cultural/Community center.  We have a trophy building in the center of our town.  It is old. It 

needs work.  It needs money, but it is a historic landmark.  It is a building which should be reinvested 

in and which should be looked at as a focal point for our redevelopment of the downtown area.  I 

cannot fathom a more grand building at that triangle corner than what we have there currently.  I 

challenge all of you to come forth with some constructive development around the Shore Cultural 

Centre for this year and for a solution to the senior center dilemma that we do have.   

 Additionally Mr. DiDomenico raises another issue in which I have some heartfelt feelings and 

that is specific to the potential redevelopment of the Erwine School property for upscale housing.  

Once again, I would comment that the City of Euclid is overdeveloped.  It is developed in many cases 

in the wrong direction.  We have an overabundance of apartments, that is not a new piece of news.  I 

believe that any greenspace and any open space that we have currently should be maintained as 

greenspace and open space. 

 Finally, I was not going to talk about lakefront development but the previous two speakers have 

brought up the issue of condominium development.  I am all for anything in our city that will eliminate 

and reduce the number of apartment units in our city and I think this Council should take on the task of 

dealing with the large, delinquent landlord-type of apartments, such as the Americana and the 

Watergate, and any large facility in the manner similar to what was done along Euclid Ave.  I know 

that it is hard work.  I know that it is expensive work, but I also believe that it is the most positive 

result bearing work that can be done for this community.  It has a direct bearing upon the participation, 

population and performance of the school system reduction of the apartment population.  That is all, 

thank you. 

 

Mrs. Mickey Bell – 150 E. 208 St.  A lot of the things that I wanted to talk about have just been 

discussed and probably a whole lot better than I could, so I would ask Council to please take to heart 

the comments that we are hearing tonight.  It seems like everybody who comes here, wants lakefront 

development, wants to get rid of apartments, wants more greenspace.  Putting in a lot of upscale 

housing would be very nice, but I’m not so sure we could fill those houses and I think we probably 

have better use for the land that we are looking at putting upscale housing.  I’m not sure that I want my 

city government to be a realtor.  I think we have better things to do with our time and our people’s 

talents.  I would again urge Council to please listen to everyone here tonight. 

 



Council Minutes 

January 16, 2001 

Page 13 

Mrs. Bell -   I do have one specific question and Mr. DiNero, congratulations on your retirement, but I 

can’t let you get away without one more tree question.  Lake Edge Drive, does it have trees? 

 

Director DiNero – Not that I know of any trees are going to be affected at that particular point.  If they 

are, they are all good size trees.  If you noticed, the street is very narrow.  The right of way is 40 ft.  

Actually the front of some of those houses, you walk out your front door and you have about 12 ft. 

only.  I don’t think there are many trees there that are going to be of any issue there.  If any, there 

might be a few.   

 

Mrs. Bell – That’s good noise.  One other thing that the gentlemen before me touched on was the 

academic emergency that the city finds itself in.  Perhaps our School Board doesn’t get out as much 

information as perhaps it could.  I happened to attend the last Republican Club meeting and there was a 

gentleman there from the School Board who said that if all of the students numbers were considered as 

opposed to an average, that our average would be up. That’s the problem we have is that there’s about 

1,000 kids who change in the school system every year.  6,000 kids, 1/6 of them are brand new 

students from goodness knows where and that’s part of the issue.  Certainly it needs to be addressed, 

but I think if we got some news that’s a little better than what we are seeing in the newspaper, school 

boards and the city, whoever is responsible for getting that word out, might want to do it.  Education is 

something that will keep people out of Euclid. Thank you. 

 

Mr. Dennis Berzinskas – 20890 S. Lake Shore Blvd.  Director DiNero, congratulations on your 

retirement. Grandchildren, they are wonderful.  Every chance I get, I baby-sit.  Councilman Gruber, 

Councilman Flowers, question you should ask is, what happened when they were digging the 

interceptor sewers in Richmond Heights, and they didn’t do it over night.  They had holes in the 

ground and they had it boarded up.  It was construction, nobody cared to ask any questions.  Nobody 

asked any questions about why they are going to tie those into Cleveland.  We lost our flow because of 

that so our rate went down.  Those are the questions you should ask.  Nobody noticed that?  Every time 

you went up Richmond Heights, anywhere in there, you saw the interceptor sewers going in. Ask that 

question.   

 Meeting next Monday.  Greenspace.  President Cervenik talks about greenspaces.  He wanted 

the old bar on Lake Shore torn down to put up a greenspace.  We have a greenspace.  We have a 

passive park.  Don’t put a senior center up there.  I was told it was on a bus line.  After the cost of it, is 

that all we are going to be able to afford is a bus?  It’s icy, it’s cold.  Older people can’t stand the 

traffic.  You have to get a senior center out of the way of traffic.  The golf course is fine.  Fix up what 

you have.  Take care of your buildings.  You’ve got other issues that are more important.  The seniors 

aren’t asking to be changed.  Who’s pushing this?  Can anybody on Council say, I’m back here and 

I’m pushing for a new senior center?  I know it makes an award for the person who pushes it and gets 

the senior center in, they can take pride in that.  Take pride in what you have.  That’s all. Thank you. 

 

Mr. Jack Fraier – 235 Greenbriar Court.  Congratulations Tony on your retirement.  You’ve done a 

good job watching our sewers and our water lines.  Now keep an eye on the public employees 

retirement system. Don’t let them reduce any of your health care benefits.  Go down to Columbus and 

raise hell when necessary. 

 Council is to be congratulated for passing Ord. (334-01).  That’s the $250 grant given to 

neighborhood associations.  I don’t think many people are aware how important that is and how many 

benefits have come from it.  I hope it will continue.  I don’t know of any other city that has anything 

quite like that.   

 My purpose here tonight is something else.  Lakefront development.  That is such a beautiful 

word.  I’ve lost a lot of confidence in it because of some of the rhetorical stunts being pulled.  We 

always hear the word marina followed by conversion of the Americana into luxury owner-occupied 

condominiums.  When will we ever hear a definition of the word luxury?  Take a look at luxury 

condominiums.  Certainly they will have a resident manager.  A concierge.  24 hour valet parking.  An 

excellent maintenance crew that will keep the carpets swept and the halls dusted.  Security.  

Landscapers making the lawns and the flower beds beautiful.  In the fitness center, there should be a 

masseuse or two.  Day trading on wall street can be very tiresome.  If it doesn’t have those features, its 

not luxury.  Stop playing games with words.  Call it then, swanky, nifty, quaint, pleasant.  But 

something else comes, and I have some concerns about that Danter report despite its razzle-dazzle 

resume.  The term monthly maintenance fee means a lot to a condominium owner.  The Danter report 

does touch on it, but it doesn’t spell it out.  If it is going to be a luxury condominium, that maintenance 

fee is going to be between $800-$1,000 a month.  In addition, every condominium has to set up a 

reserve fund and a chunk of that monthly maintenance fee goes into that.  The rule of thumb for a 

monthly maintenance fee is $1,000 per unit.  I live in a 38 unit condominium. We have about $40,000 

in our reserve fund.  A 400 unit condominium better have $400,000 stashed somewhere else.   
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Mr. Fraier - Also this term, owner occupied.  How are they ever going to do this?  Never do we hear an 

explanation.  Is there a magic wand somewhere that they are going to wave and make all those units 

owner occupied?  I’d like to find out about that.   

 The Danter report, the first one, which I purchased, I would like to get my money back 

eventually, but at any rate it is an interesting document.  Suggests these condominium units will sell.  

But what if they don’t?  What if they don’t?   

 There is a 300 unit apartment project in Euclid that went condo.  Well advertised, promoted, 

after a year only 75 units were sold.  Then the rest of the units were sold off at fire sale prices and they 

stayed condo but they all became rental units.  Now we’ve had this plan of the marina, luxury owner 

occupied condominiums, we’ll call that plan A.  That’s have a B Plan and a C Plan. The best plan of all 

though would be a D plan, demolition.  Just as we get rid of that miserable Shore, we could do a lot 

right there at the Americana if its possible to tear it apart.  Otherwise, thank you and have a pleasant 

evening. 

 

Mr. Harvey Mlachak – 23801 Lake Shore Blvd.  What a tough act to follow. From now on I’m going 

to get in front of him. As long as there is all this hoopla on lakefront development, I’d like to get my 

two cents worth in and perhaps give you something to think about.  Personal vendettas and prejudices 

have no place in our governments at any level.  They only serve to impede and destroy the progress of 

communities and its people.  There are no winners where these conditions exist.  From Toledo to 

Ashtabula, most, if not all communities, have developed their lakefronts.  These cities as a result have 

reaped a recreational and financial bonanza for their citizens.  Why not us?  Instead of wasting untold 

amounts of energy and hundreds of thousands of dollars on two white elephants, namely the Cultural 

Centre and the Henn House, which have become a millstone around the necks of the citizens and 

taxpayers of the City of Euclid.  Let’s turn these efforts into a marina and a lakefront development that 

can be a real asset to our town.  Replacing two out-moded, useless, decrepit and costly buildings that 

serve no real purpose, except perhaps to inflate the egos of a few individuals.  A marina and lakefront 

development with all its proposed amenities and financial advantages is the road to take.  In addition, 

we have the opportunity to rid ourselves of an absentee slum landlord who has become a cancer in the 

City of Euclid.  Please use all your abilities, resources and influences to bring this project to a fruitful 

conclusion.   

 Our representative Mr. Jerse, with all your influences in Columbus, you have secured $125,000 

in grants for the Henn House, which you say has a historic value and I say it has none.  I challenge you 

to back and secure grants for this far more worthwhile project.  I think that’s about all I have to say on 

that other than the fact that Saturday night St. Joe’s and Euclid got a hell of a basketball game going at 

St. Joe’s.  For us old jocks and senior citizens, we only pay $3 to get in but it is a hell of a bang for 

your buck. Back your high school basketball.  I’ll permit you, Mr. Cervenik, to back your alma mater’s 

basketball team.   

 Mr. DiNero I wish you the best in your retirement and first and foremost, I hope you have 

healthy years.  If you have healthy years, everything else will fall into place.  Congratulations to you 

and to Hank.  Thank you. 

 

Councilwoman McGarry moved to rise and report.  Councilwoman Miller seconded.  Yeas:  

Unanimous. 

 

COUNCILMEN’S COMMENTS 

Councilman Flowers – I want to thank Tony and congratulate him. Good luck in the future.  I’ve 

always enjoyed working with you and you always got back to me in a timely manner when I had 

questions and I appreciate that.  You made it so much easier to represent the people when I was able to 

get back a quick answer to them. 

 The other thing I wanted to touch base on was the marina. I am considering sponsoring 

legislation, but the only way I’m going to do that is I need a commitment from the owners of the 

Americana.  I spoke with Ken Simon today and I’ve got a call into Jeff Friedman.  Not necessarily a 

commitment, but at least a strong interest.  It doesn’t make sense for me to sponsor legislation if we 

don’t have some kind of agreement from the owners.  I’m not going to tell an owner that they have to 

do something.  I willing to give as much city services and supplies, I’d love to see that turn into high 

rise condominiums with a marina out there and have a nice restaurant out on the side, I think that’s a 

great idea.  But unless we have a commitment or at least a strong interest from the owners in 

Americana, I won’t proceed with that legislation.  Until I hear something from the owners, I won’t be 

putting that on, sponsoring that legislation.  I appreciate Mr. Corbran’s support, giving me various 

ideas and working with me and the Port Authority.  But, I need something that I feel the owners are 

going to buy into it.  Otherwise, if we don’t get the Americana working with us, we really can’t do 

anything.  Believe me, I’d love to see a condominium conversion there.   
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President Cervenik – Thank you Mr. Flowers.  I was going to say something a little later, but this is the 

perfect opportunity.  It seems that some people on that committee are banking upon the encouragement 

of Mr. Simon and a commitment of Mr. Simon to go forward.  As you said, that commitment is not 

there.  I think all of us in the next few month, in the next 6 months will see, it was never a commitment 

from Mr. Simon or anyone else.  There’s not just one Mr. Simon.  There are a number of Simons.  

There’s also some grandchildren in the whole investment strategy and they’ve been one of the reasons 

that maybe the Americana’s been the way it has in the first place. 

President Cervenik - They’ve been owners of that property for a long, long time and they’ve sat on 

their rear-ends and watched it deteriorate also.  Now we have a group of people that are telling us let’s 

make them the heroes and they are going to do this.  I’m glad you feel the way you do because that’s 

going to take us a long step forward. 

 

Councilman Flowers – Mr. Simon said he thought it was an interesting plan, but I didn’t get a good 

feel as far as at least a strong interest in it.  He was the one that referred me to Mr. Friedman. 

 

Councilman Gruber – Director DiNero.  It has been a pleasure working with you, it has been an honor.  

God Bless and have a wonderful retirement.  Naples is calling.  Director Koran, congratulations, you 

took us over the top national exposure last night.  How do you do it?  Love it.  We couldn’t buy that 

kind of pr.  I think we should maybe think about you for our next advertising campaign.  Jay Leno did 

you right.  Thank you very much. 

 

Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail – I just wanted to announce again, Monday, January 22nd at 7 PM 

there will be a Senior Programs Committee Meeting here to discuss a new senior center.  Also, I’d like 

to join everyone else in wishing Mr. DiNero happy and safe retirement.  It has been a pleasure to work 

with you.  You have been a real asset to the city.  Thank you for that and enjoy.   

 I would like to and I don’t know how the rest of Council feels but I’d like to get back to having 

a caucus meeting.  There’s a lot of issues on our plate.  Many of them we have heard tonight and many 

of them I’m sure we will be discussing through the budget process.  We started out the beginning of 

last year with the meeting, talking about priorities and where we’d like to go.  I think that’s crucially 

important right now to do that again.  I hope the rest of Council feels the same way. 

 

President Cervenik – The 29th & 31st of January are open. What’s your pleasure?  Let’s try the 29th.  

We’ll have a caucus.  As I’ve always asked before, please send me items you’d like to see discussed on 

the caucus.  I’ll put together some type of agenda, even though the caucus is a free-flowing, non-

official meeting, it is nice to have an agenda so people can ask questions and we know which members 

of the administration should be here if we are going to discuss something that is under their realm.   

 

Councilman Korosec – Tony, congratulations and good luck in your retirement.  I just wanted to make 

a couple of points of what some of our residents were saying.  They were bringing up the Russell 

Erwine Project.  I know for a fact that there are at least two new players right now in the Erwine 

Development.  There are a couple of developers which are looking at this project independently of the 

city selling this off and purchasing this ourselves.  They have the reports from the city.  They are 

analyzing that.  I know that they will be touring that location in the near future.  

 I’ve sat on my hands regarding this Danter report and not really opened up in public to much 

about it, but when people are saying that the Danter study was tainted, and just stating that the city by 

using that word was incorrect and off target.  When a study is off by 200,000 sq. ft. that’s twice the 

size of the Shore Cultural Centre.  They are getting their numbers from a resident whose sole purpose 

in this is to make his side of the development look better and not what is in truly the best interest of the 

city does make it look tainted.  We are not saying that the company is not reputable, we are just saying 

that the results were tainted by the information that was received by some of the residents being in 

conversations with Danter. 

 

President Cervenik – As I’ve stated at the last meeting, previous meeting, that I hope to have a 

proposal to Council for the next meeting that will do what the Danter study and also one of the other 

studies that was previously mentioned tonight about the financial analysis of the whole situation.  It is 

going to be a combination of the two.  As soon as I have it, I’ll get it to you before the meeting and we 

can discuss it.  If I get it before the caucus, we can even toss that around a little bit too.  It is going to 

be a little more expensive than the Danter study, but it gets where we need to go. 

 

Councilwoman McGarry – I’m glad that my colleague talked about the tainting of the numbers having 

to do with total square footage available for condominium conversion and that’s what that refers to.   
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Councilwoman McGarry - I would like to congratulate our outgoing Service Director and thank him 

for all his wonderful years of service to us.  I personally have found him to be a delight to work with.  

I’m sure we won’t lose all that wisdom altogether down the line, you’ll be with us still.  Thank you. 

 

Councilwoman Miller – Tony, good luck.  We are going to miss you, I know I will.  I’ve been here one 

of the longest and worked with you the longest.  Certainly you’ve been an asset to the community.  

You’ve been right there helping every individual that has called you and asked for assistance.  Good 

luck and I hope you enjoy retirement, its great.   

 Chief Maine, I have before me the ordinance of the handicapped signs that we had passed 

February 7, 2000.  We said we would look at it again in one year to decide if the fees are what we 

wanted or if we wanted to increase it.  Perhaps for the next meeting, you can kind of give us a run-

down on the tickets that have been issued and how the fines have been going and what would be your 

recommendation for that.  We would look at it and if there are any changes that we would like to make, 

we would consider it.   

 

Chief Maine – I would be glad to do that.  Anybody that has any questions, would like to get in touch 

with me in the next two weeks, I’d be glad to look into any issues they might have on that. 

 

Councilwoman Miller – I would like to say that I too agree with Councilman Flowers and Councilman 

Cervenik.  I don’t think there is one of us that does not want a project such as what’s been stated to go 

on the lakefront.  There are just too many details involved and the city cannot do everything by 

themselves.  We just can’t do it. 

 

President Cervenik – Committee of the Whole at the end of the meeting is very popular part of the 

meeting in most communities.  The City of Euclid in a lot of different newspapers has been 

commended for the way we conduct our Committee of the Whole.  That it hasn’t turned into a fiasco 

like it has out in Mentor, where they actually need a Charter amendment to get Committee of the 

Whole back on TV.  I promise you we won’t get to that point.  I do need to ask though that as much as 

a responsibility we have to protect the Committee of the Whole for our public, you that come up here 

and speak, need and have to have some responsibility to us and the citizens and make sure what you 

are saying is true.  To make sure what you are saying isn’t tainted or slanted so much in the wrong 

direction that it really, really misleads the general public.  We’ve been very open here.  I sometimes 

allow director questioning of the administration and of Council which really should be done at 

Committee of the Whole, but we try and do it here.  We will keep that up.  I would never discourage 

anybody from speaking about anything.  All I ask is that with the freedom of speech, comes a little bit 

of responsibility for us all.  I hope we adhere to that. 

 Secondly, we do have a meeting, Councilman Korosec, Wednesday the 24th at 7 PM to discuss 

the historical museum annex that was put into your committee.  It’ll discuss the city’s purchase of that. 

 Mr. DiNero, its been a pleasure.  You’re a good friend.  Good luck. 

 

Asst. Service Director Gulich – Tony, 18 years we’ve worked together.  I enjoyed it.  You always 

enjoy yourself and I know you’ll enjoy your retirement.  Best Wishes. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

Councilman Gruber moved to adjourn.  Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail seconded.  Yeas:  

Unanimous. 

 

Attest: 

 

 

 

_____________________________  _____________________________ 
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