
COUNCIL MINUTES 

FEBRUARY 20, 2001 

 

The regular Council Meeting was held on Tuesday, February 20, 2001 at 7 PM in the Euclid City 

Hall Council Chamber.  President Cervenik presided. 

 

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

   Miller, Valencic, Cervenik. 

 

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

Director Murphy, CS&ED Director Koran, Administrative Director Johnson, 

Fire Chief Dworning, Police Chief Maine, Housing Manager Tollerup, 

Zoning Commissioner Hayes, Asst. Service Director Driscoll, Building 

Commissioner Apanasewicz, Captain Skrajner, Sgt.-at-Arms Stankus, Clerk 

of Council Cahill. 

 

Liquor Permits 

Councilman Korosec moved to object to a new C1, C2 liquor permit to ESQ Inc., Dba 

Quik Stop, 26163 Euclid Ave.  Councilman Gallagher seconded. 

 

Roll Call: Yeas: 

     Nays: Flowers, Gallagher, Gruber, Holzheimer Gail, Korosec, McGarry, 

 Miller, Valencic, Cervenik 

Denied. 

 

Councilman Gruber moved to receive and approve without objection the transfer of a D5  

liquor permit to MB Franklin, Inc., Dba Sherwood Lounge, 21181 Euclid Ave.   

Councilman Korosec seconded. 

 

Councilman Gruber – After speaking with the police department and reviewing files and  

records and speaking with the proposed owner of the Sherwood Lounge, I don’t have a  

problem with this. 

 

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

 Miller, Valencic, Cervenik 

Approved. 

 

Council has received a request for a New C1, C2 Liquor Permit to Quik Stop, 26163 Euclid Ave. 

 

Council has received a request for the transfer of a D5 liquor permit to MB Franklin, Inc., dba 

Sherwood Lounge, 21181 Euclid Ave.   

COMMUNICATIONS 

Council has received the following Communications: 

A letter from Mayor Oyaski to Supt. Stanic regarding Erwine Development. 

A proposal on Lakefront Development from GSI Architects. 

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

 

COUNCIL MINUTES 

Councilwoman Miller moved to receive and approve the Council Minutes of February 5, 2001.  

Councilwoman Valencic seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 

 

ADMINISTRATION REPORTS & COMMUNICATIONS 

Director DeMinico – This Sunday, February 25th, from 1:00-3:00 at the Shore Cultural Centre, we 

are going to have an open dance concert held by the Euclid Squeezeboxers.  Admission is free.  

This Sunday at the Shore Cultural Centre from 1:00-3:00.  Entertainment and dancing by the Euclid 

Squeezeboxers.   

 

Director Gulich – Yesterday was a holiday for many being President’s Day, Monday.  It wasn’t a 

holiday for our garbage men.  This week your garbage pick-up will be on its regular schedule.  

Thank you. 

 

Mayor Oyaski – I hope the Council and interested members of the public can stop down in front of 

the Shore Cultural Centre, either tomorrow or Thursday.  Adelphia has a trailer demonstrating the 

power-link system which is made possible by the upgrade of the cable system in the City of Euclid.  
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Mayor Oyaski - They will be offering to interested customers high speed internet connections along 

with our cable programming over this same cable.  They are demonstrating this week in front of 

Shore, Wednesday and Thursday from 9:00-5:00.   

 

Mayor Oyaski presented Del Tekelie, President of the Euclid Chamber of Commerce, with 

Resolution No. 26-2001, congratulating the Chamber on its move to the new location in the Moss 

Point Building. 

REPORTS & COMMITTEE MINUTES 

Councilwoman Miller moved to receive and approve the Fire Report of Jan. 2001; Police Report of 

Dec. 2000; Humane Officer’s Report of Jan. 2001; Parks & Recreation 2000 Year in Review 

Report; Shade Tree Commission Minutes of Nov. 6, 2000; City Growth Committee Min. of Jan. 24-

2001; Executive Committee Minutes of Jan. 29, 2001; Board of Control Minutes of Jan. 29, 2001. 

Councilman Flowers seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 

 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

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

Councilman Korosec seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 

 

Mr. Daryl Langman – 298 E. 257 St.  Item #2.  Progress on the lakefront is warmly welcomed.  The 

legislation as proposed tonight is vague enough to offer both hope and concern for the citizen lead 

Marina Harbor Committee, we are hoping the co-sponsors of this legislation have the following in 

mind.  A master plan study that specifically addresses the Americana and adjacent properties.  Prior 

studies have focused on the Americana and Gudenas properties.  That’s where our concentration 

should remain.   

It is the Marina Harbor Committee’s understanding that this legislation will be moved into 

Executive Committee.  This meeting should be scheduled quickly, before the next regularly 

scheduled Council Meeting.  Prompt action signals to potential investors that Euclid is finally 

serious about lakefront development.  If this is the course of action favored by the co-sponsors this 

legislation does take us another step closer to a revitalized lakefront.   

What is still missing from this legislation is the financial analysis.  This critical piece 

provides an unbiased, professional study, illustrating all the financial variables associated with the 

project.  As of now the Administration, Council and the Marina Harbor Committee debate back and 

forth the merits of such financing options as Tax Increment Financing, Port Authority contributions 

and other items.   

Is the glass half empty or is it half full?  Therefore, an impartial investigation is 

indispensable.  By illustrating Americana conversion and marina construction in unbiased financial 

terms, it will do more to interest investors in the Americana conversion than any other study.  I 

 In the past, Councilmen Gallagher and Cervenik have raised serious concerns about how 

many more studies would it take to see something happen on the lakefront.  A specific architectural 

study and the financial analysis are the final two pieces.  It completes the picture.  It moves 

lakefront development from the study phase to the active solicitation of investors. 

The Marina Harbor Committee does see potential in this legislation for grave concerns.  If 

the co-sponsors envision a master plan say stretching from Sims Park to the Watergate, this course 

will have serious, negative ramifications.  Alone, a comprehensive Master Plan of this size will not 

attract investors.  Council then must be prepared to take several additional steps beyond this 

architectural study.  It will have to authorize another marketing analysis.  Another detailed 

architectural feasibility study would have to be done, similar to what Sandvick did at the 

Americana.  The same would have to be done at the Horizon House, the Normandy or whatever 

other properties are designated for conversion. 

A financial study, for this enlarged project for the very same reasons one is required at the 

Americana would have to be done as well.  Given the sometimes sluggish pace of Council 

deliberations, approving these follow up studies could take several years.  Given the potential scope 

of the architectural proposal, these three follow up studies will cost far more than similar studies at 

the Americana and Gudenas properties.  Which leads to another concern, which is affordability. 

The implications of a large study for taxpayer cost is enormous.  An analysis from Sims or 

Horizon House to 260th, will most likely recommend obtaining through eminent domain existing 

properties, demolishing existing structures and/or building a much larger breakwall marina 

configuration.  Such actions would overwhelm the revenues obtained through tax increment 

financing.  Therefore the plan would most likely have to go on the ballot. 

The 1998 Triad Community Attitude Survey shows that 56% of Euclid residents favor some 

sort of marina development.  But if you have a tax issue on the ballot, that drops like a stone.  If all 

these studies are done and the ballot issue passes, we are right back at the doorstep Americana.  Mr. 
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Langman - That is the key property.  Unless you address that property, its blighted shadow would 

block any substantial upscale redevelopment.   

Be bold.  Tackle the Americana first and be conservative.  Tackle the Americana first.  This 

will save time and money and will require no general tax increase. 

 

Mr. Jerry Corbran – 24250 Maplewood Dr.  Speaking on #2 also.  The sudden heavy co-

sponsorship for a “comprehensive lakefront master plan” seems like manna from heaven.  That is 

given the history that every piece of lakefront legislation for years has been stalled, emasculated or 

killed.  After months of gathering proposals for a “comprehensive lakefront master plan” package 

for council co-sponsors McGarry, Valencic and Gail, the Harbor Committee was shocked to hear 

Mrs. Gail had completely changed the legislation, possibly without prior consultation of her fellow 

co-sponsors. 

 We knew that Mr. Cervenik and Director Koran had visited GSI Architects.  The very same 

firm proposed by the Harbor Committee.  They asked for a proposal for a “comprehensive lakefront 

master plan”.  This new proposal reportedly cost about twice as much, it must be offering 

provisions for future expansion.  Should the Marina Harbor Committee be upset by the sequence of 

these events?  Not necessarily.  If the thinking is to implement the original version touted by the 

Committee, let’s call it Phase I, which considers a marina breakwall within the limits of 

affordability with TIF revenues provided by condo conversion of the Americana’s, brilliantly 

proposed by architect Sandvick, with marina revenues, then we are all on the same page. 

 The Committee is on record saying that not one stone shall be placed on the breakwall until 

the Americana conversion is underway.  In other words, no conversion, no marina.  Assuming the 

new proposal containing future, let’s say Phase 2, accomplish what federal, state and county 

funding and possible new construction in the spacious TIF zone, it is surely the way to go. 

However, if the thinking is to put forth a November levy try for construction costs, forget it.  TIF 

procedure is the way to do the job paid for by users and investors, not Euclid taxpayers.  Please 

stick with the plan.   

 There is talk that tonight’s ordinance will go to Committee.  Discussed and returned to 

Council for passage.  The earliest possible passage would be March 5th.  Assuming a prior 

committee meeting. Council’s rules state that an ordinance cannot go into effect for 30 days.  That’s 

April 5th.  The architect estimates 8-12 weeks to complete his task.  That’s July 5th, during the 

summer recess.  To receive it then would require a special meeting.  May we offer a time saver?  

The Charter states 3 members can call a special meeting.  With 6 co-sponsors, why not call one 

before March 5th?  The ordinance can be discussed and passed at the meeting on an emergency basis 

requiring only the 6 co-sponsoring votes.  That accomplished, the architect can be hired 

immediately as Council did with architect Sandvick on January 3, 2000, without competitive 

bidding as allowed by law.  This means the architect could be on board by March 1st.  Assuming 12 

weeks completion of his task, that means June 1st, in time for council to review before summer 

recess and eliminating an inconvenient special meeting during vacation time. 

 Your choice here is to move forward quickly in response to our request.  Your response will 

speak volumes about council’s sincerity about lakefront development, already delayed for 26 

months.  Is there at least one co-sponsor, Mrs. Gail?  Mrs. McGarry?  Miss Valencic? Willing to 

address our request for a special meeting tonight.  Thank you. 

 

Mr. Dale Vernon – 1497 E. 196 St. Item #3, (362-01), I would be interested in learning in light of 

the ongoing increase in water rates, the 50% increase in sewer rates, $400,000 spent on promoting 

Euclid and the $900,000 that was spent buying the hotel.  I would be interested in knowing how this 

Council is going to justify a 50% ten year personal property incentive for Euclid Heat Treating.  

Mind you I don’t take them to task for it, it is good business on their part.  I would like to know how 

you are going to justify it. 

 

Mrs. Mickey Bell – 150 E. 208.  To Councilwoman Gail.  You are my council representative.  

Those of us on 208 and a lot of people in Euclid that I’ve talked to are very interested in seeing a 

marina.  We would really, really appreciate it if you would try to schedule a special meeting as Mr. 

Corbran suggested.  Because we’ve talked, and talked, and talked and frankly all of us are 

wondering what’s wrong with Council that it can’t come to a decision.  I said it before, I’ll say it 

again, it is time to .... or get off the pot people, I’m tired of hearing this.  Thank you. 

 

President Cervenik – I don’t think that was appropriate. 

 

Mrs. Bell – I think it was very appropriate. 
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Mrs. Helen McCarthy – 22350 Lakemont Ave.  Every time I travel on 200th Street or Lake Shore 

Blvd., or 222, I see storefronts that previously had occupants are now empty.  The number increases 

monthly.  Its truly depressing.  I’m addressing #2.  I feel that Euclid needs a giant, dramatic infusion 

of new money.  Something that will draw investors and show a promise for the future.  A marina 

would provide that kind of thing.  Euclid is ideally suited in location.  At the same time we are 

complaining about being an inner-ring suburb, we are in exactly the ideal location for the people 

who have moved to the outer-suburbs like Mentor and Painseville, to stop with their boats on their 

way to downtown Cleveland harbor for all the events that take place there, 8 months of the year.  

We are ideally located.  There is no other city that I can think of that has a comparable location.  

There’s a little marina that’s run by the State, Wildwood Park, but we have the opportunity to get to 

Mentor Lagoons and that kind of thing.  Let’s get a marina going.  Let’s make people enthusiastic to 

come into Euclid and spend some real money in here.  Let’s start filling up these stores again for 

Pete’s sake.  Thank you. 

 

Mr. Harvey Mlachak – 23831 Lake Shore Blvd.  It is going to be a pretty interesting meeting 

tonight, I guess.  One piece of legislation I’d like to address is Ord. (270-00).  You want to rezone a 

piece of property from U-4 to U-2, which is two-family.  For years you guys have been screaming 

that we have to many rental units.  Now you want to take a unit that’s zoned for U-4 and turn it into 

a two family.  No matter what happens to that building, it is always going to be a two-family 

building.  It is interesting to see what you are going to do with that one. 

 Ord. (361-01), the cutting of the weeds ordinance.  I have here from Thursday, June 26, 

1997 Sun Journal, North Street lot needs a lot of attention.  I’m tired of hearing the City of Euclid 

Council complaining about the homeowners not keeping up appearances of their property and their 

lawns not being cut.  I think the City should take a look at their own city property before they howl 

about us taxpaying homeowners.  Every year I have to call City Hall many times to come out and 

cut the high weeds down on North Street parking lot and clean up the trash and debris thrown there. 

Don’t they know that weeds breed bugs and mosquitoes and little children on North Street playing 

in this mess are bitten by them.  Not only are there unsightly conditions of the city-owned property, 

but it sure needs resurfacing.  It is the worse looking city parking lot in Euclid.  It is never repaired 

the potholes could be fixed, but they never area.  What eyesores they are for the Biblical Baptist 

Temple Church, Historical Society and the people who come there and park their cars there.  People 

sometimes come in there and fix their cars, drive away and leave their debris and garbage.  This is 

the only parking lot in the city that is so neglected.  Is it because it is in the older part of the City of 

Euclid?  Doesn’t anybody care? Signed by Ruth Brewer of Euclid. 

 I took a ride there this afternoon and took a look at this lot.  I think there’s going to be a 

pretty good affair going on next week that the Mayor and Council and everybody’s going to be 

promoting the Historical Society.  The parking lot is still bad.   

 Then I took a ride up on Century Corners.  If you ever want to see a deplorable city lot, take 

a ride up to Century Corners.  It speaks a whole lot for this city.  It is probably time that you get that 

there, you sweep off your own front porch and then bring these evasive ordinances and come and 

try to sweep mine.  Thank you. 

 

Mr. John Herak – 78 E. 224 St.  I’m speaking on #2.  Lakefront development talk has been going on 

for a long time.  It has been delayed way to long.  Let’s get on with it please.  I join Mr. Corbran in 

asking at least one co-sponsor, Mrs. Gail, Mrs. McGarry, or Miss Valencic, to speak up for a special 

meeting.  A couple of you were at the meeting at the Library a month or so ago.  You seemed to be 

pretty impressed with the facts, figures, explanation of the whole program.  I would like to see some 

action taken on that.  Thank you. 

 

Mr. Ed Gudenas – 24555 Lake Shore Blvd.  I’m here to speak on you know what.  We are all 

familiar over the many years, over 40 years, of the story of Charlie Brown and Lucy.  Where every 

year for 40 years Lucy would put the football and taunt Charlie Brown to try to kick it.  Every time 

Lucy would say, trust me, this time you are going to kick it. This time I’m going to hold the ball 

down and you are going to kick it. Charlie Brown year after year for 40 years trusts her and runs up 

to kick it and the ball is always pulled away at the very last second and he falls down and that’s the 

end of the story. 

 Basically we are almost in that same type of situation.  This all started in modern times 

around 1988, when former Mayor David Lynch hired URS Consultants to do a master plan at a cost 

of $30,000 completed in 1989.  Nothing has changed since then.  Since then, year after year, the 

Council, Administration have been putting the football down saying just one more thing and we are 

going to get going.  Just one more meeting, one more committee meeting, one more study, one more 

consultant, one more letter, one more investor, one more anything and we are going to go.  This 

time it is different and frankly I don’t believe it anymore. 
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Mr. Gudenas - Hopefully this time it will be and you’ve the ball again, you’ve put it down and we 

are all going to try to kick again, but we’ll see if the ball stays there or not. 

 On January 8th, I approached GSI Architects because Sandvick was to busy to continue, the 

world doesn’t revolve around Euclid, they move onto other things.  He made a proposal which is 

everything we need for $12,700.  To do a plan for a specific location, the Americana and the other 

properties for a specific project, the new condominium, the new restaurant, to finish the marina 

work and tie in all the parking, $12,700, January 8th.  This was given to at least three of the sponsors 

of tonight’s legislation.  About a month later, February 9th, after Council President Cervenik met 

with them, the cost increased to $23,500 to throw in a few more pictures, I guess but basically to 

accomplish even less because the financial stuff isn’t in there. 

 What we are asking for is simply, spend less money than the proposal presented in your 

packet on February 9th.  All we need is the $12,700.  If everything works well and you want all the 

fancy pictures and everything else. Fine, you don’t need to spend that.  What you do need is the 

financial consultant to put the business plan together.  If you are going to spend the extra money, 

spend it on him, not on the fancy pictures because we could always do that later.   

 We are talking about $12,700.  You really don’t need a special meeting for $12,700.  I was 

here when you approved the $160,000 advertising campaign with a piece of paper about one-third 

page long and that was the entire presentation.  $12,700 is what we are arguing about.  You are able 

to make that decision today, yes or no.  Vote no if you don’t like it.  Vote yes if you do.  You should 

be able to make a decision after 13 years of discussion.  Many of the Council people have been on 

Council almost that entire time. 

 We have proven that there is great public support because we keep coming back year after 

year, and I would just like to acknowledge some of the people who are in favor of moving ahead 

with this project, please stand up.  I don’t know how many are here, just so Council can get a rough 

idea of what we have here.  Thank you very much for showing up, it is greatly appreciated. 

 These are your bosses right here.  These are the people that hired you to represent them.  

$12,700 is what these people are asking for you to do.  It will get you more free publicity than your 

entire advertising campaign has gotten today.  You present one good plan, it will be in the Plain 

Dealer, it will be in the News Herald, it will be in the Sun Journal, that will be worth a gazillion of 

your advertising ads about “Euclid’s Got It”, right now the results of that campaign speaks for 

themselves.  

 Words have no meaning anymore.  The only thing that means anything is action.  Everyone, 

with the exception of one or two, ran for election or re-election stating you are in favor of lakefront 

development.  No one said we are against lakefront development and elect me.  Everyone claimed 

to the voters you want something done and the promises have been made year after year.  The only 

thing that matters now is action, not words.   

 If you are going to have this Committee meeting, there’s really no point to it.  Have it quick.  

Get it over with.  Vote yes or no, so the people know what your position is.  The people who hired 

you know what your position is and be done with it.  If it is a yes, let’s be sincere about it, let’s 

move ahead as if we really want this to happen. Let’s all get behind it because that’s the only way 

it’ll happen.  If every little step takes a year, forget about it because the world will not wait for us, it 

will go on, it will pass by.  I’m asking you to make a decision if you can today, if not, certainly by 

the next Council Meeting.  Thank you very much. 

 

Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail moved to rise and report.  Councilman Korosec seconded.  Yeas:  

Unanimous. 

 

 LEGISLATION 

       Ord.  (270-00) Rezoning 614 E. 200 

An ordinance rezoning 614 E. 200 St., P.P. #641-15-038, from U4 to U2 use district and further 

amending Ord. No. 2812.  (Sponsored by Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail by request of the 

Building Commissioner) (Recommended for passage by the Planning & Zoning Commission) 

 

Second Reading.  Public Hearing 3-19-01 

 

       Ord. (359-01) Master Plan for Lakefront 

An ordinance authorizing the Mayor of the City of Euclid, or his designee, to enter into a 

professional service contract with an architectural firm after soliciting proposals for the purpose of 

providing a comprehensive Master Plan for lakefront development. (Sponsored by Councilpersons 

Cervenik, Holzheimer Gail, Gruber, McGarry, Miller and Valencic)  

 

Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail moved for passage, Councilwoman McGarry seconded. 
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Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail – I put this legislation on because I feel this is the next step we 

need to move forward in lakefront development.  I’m pleased to have yourself, Councilman Gruber, 

Councilwomen McGarry, Miller and Valencic as co-sponsors.  I believe you are all committed to 

lakefront development and willing to move forward in a speedy manner. 

 This particular study would bring us to the next step.  It would provide a comprehensive 

master plan and conceptual drawings that would tie together the different elements of lakefront 

development.  I do think it is important to put this in Committee and meet in a timely manner 

because we do have more than one proposal to look at.  Two of which are from GSI Architects as 

Mr. Gudenas stated and they have different scopes to them.  I would like to have GSI come in and if 

there’s other architectural firms interested.  I know Sandvick at one point had also submitted a 

proposal and we can look at them and we can decide which scope we feel is the best course and 

move on from that point.  I would like to hear from GSI, personally, and have a discussion as 

Council as to what scope we would like to see that contract take. 

 

Councilwoman McGarry – Yes, I agree.  I second that. Are we putting it into Executive? 

 

Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail – Yes, Executive. 

 

Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail moved Ord. (359-01) into Executive Committee.  Councilwoman 

McGarry seconded. 

 

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

         Valencic, Cervenik. 

Into Executive Committee. 

 

  Ord. 27-2001 (362-01) Euclid Heat Treating 

An emergency ordinance authorizing the Mayor of the City of Euclid, Ohio to enter into an 

agreement with Euclid Heat Treating Co. for the granting of special tax incentives (50%-ten years 

personal property) for a project which will enable Euclid Heat Treating Co. to modernize its 

operations within the City of Euclid at 1408 E. 222 St., and to create and preserve employment 

opportunities within an Enterprise Zone located in the City of Euclid.  (Sponsored by Mayor Oyaski 

by request of the CS&ED Director) 

 

Councilman Gallagher moved for passage, Councilman Korosec seconded. 

 

Director Koran – Euclid Heat Treating Co. has been located in the City of Euclid since 1945.  Just 

recently Tom Day, General Manager of Euclid Heat Treating approached the City of Euclid 

regarding an investment they wanted to make in their company, which would create 12 additional 

jobs.  Although this is a fairly small investment as far as tax abatement applications go, in fact, this 

is the smallest one the department has received, it is significant for the company.  

 They are spending $308,000 on new equipment.  They will hire 12 additional employees to 

work this equipment. Since they have been in Euclid for so long and tax payers for so long, they 

have such a good track record working with the schools, it was our recommendation to the Mayor 

and City Council that City Council receive an application for 50% tax abatement for 10 years. 

 The total investment that could be abated is $308,000.  This equates to roughly $3,900 per 

year in savings to the company.  This is not a significant amount of tax abatement.  The total over 

the 10 year period of the term if Council approves this, would be a savings of a little less than 

$40,000.  Mr. Tom Day, General Manager of Euclid Heat Treating is here to answer any specific 

questions that Council may have. 

 

Councilman Gallagher – The 12 new jobs that will be created, any idea what the pay range would 

be on those jobs? 

 

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

Unanimous. 

 

Mr. Day – Those pay ranges would be anywhere from $8-$10 an hour starting, depending upon the 

experience of the people who come into the plant. 

 

Councilman Gallagher – Those would be full time jobs? 

 

Mr. Day – Full time jobs and after 90 days they get benefits, medical, life insurance, so forth. 
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Councilman Gallagher – Any idea what the annual payroll for those 12 jobs would be? 

 

Mr. Day – Let’s say they average $10 an hour.  That’s approximately $20,000 a year.  Twelve times 

that is a little over $200,000 a year. 

 

Councilman Gallagher moved to close debate, Councilman Gruber 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 

         Valencic, Cervenik. 

Passed. 

 

   Ord. 28-2001 (360-01) Rental Conversion 

An ordinance amending the Rental Conversion Program, Ordinance No. 109-1998 passed by 

Council on May 18, 1998, to be effective June 18, 1998, to encourage potential home buyers to 

purchase renter-occupied single family dwellings to use as owner-occupied dwellings, to include 

condominiums. (Sponsored by Councilwoman McGarry) 

 

Councilwoman McGarry moved for passage, Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail seconded. 

 

Councilwoman McGarry – As you know we promised to revisit the previous legislation concerning 

the condominiums.  I am in support of this because, we’ve been remiss.  We promised to revisit this 

I believe in 1998 and here we are several years later.  This will encourage more ownership on other 

levels.  I would like to turn the presentation over to Mr. Tollerup for a more thorough presentation. 

 

Manager Tollerup – Back in 1998 Council passed this program for conversion of single family 

home rental properties to single family owner occupied.  At that time we agreed to revisit the issue 

of condominiums to see if they would be included in the program.  The program overall has been 

very successful.  In 1998 we envisioned a 3 year plan to bring in 15 properties.  We have converted 

12 single family homes and one duplex.  The money to these properties has been two-fold.  The 

$3,000 total over these 3 years for each property has resulted in significant home improvement.  All 

violations, if there were any during the point-of-sale, have been corrected, and we have not had any 

single problem with any of these homeowners or the property since.  When a rental property is 

there, we have tenant-landlord issues, neighbor problems and we haven’t had this here.  The intent 

of the program has worked. 

 What we are asking here is to include condominiums.  Condominiums are single family, 

basically attached homes.  When we talk about the benefits of converting from rental to owner 

occupied, certainly it may be even greater because everybody is closer together.  So a problem 

tenant in an owner-occupied environment certainly provides more of a problem to that neighbor.  

I’m asking in the interest of fairness that at minimum this be retroactive to June, 1999, as we 

originally promised in 1998 to revisit the issue.  Right now, I have two condominiums that have 

submitted an application that have been pending for almost a year, waiting for this issue to come 

back.  Overall we’ve had 13 successful applications.  Nine have been denied and two are pending.  

Do I foresee a tremendous rush of applications from condominium owners?  No.  If there were 

people out there who wanted this money previously, they would have submitted applications and we 

would have denied them or put them on hold because of their condo status.  I don’t see any rush of 

applications at this time that will eat up any new 3 year plan with this program.  I ask for your 

consideration. 

 

Councilwoman Valencic – Mr. Tollerup, do we know how many condominium units are in the city? 

 

Manager Tollerup – Yes, 1,201 condominiums in the city. 

 

Councilman Gruber – I would just like to explain some of the benefits that I’ve seen in my ward 

with condominiums being sold from rental property to single family use.  Anybody who would like 

to see an example go up to the Georgetown community. There have been several that have turned 

over and now the community is really nice and it is a well founded project and I pledge my support 

on this.  Thank you. 

 

Councilman Flowers – You said 13.  Is that 13 since 1998?  Or 13 in 1998 and so many each year? 
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Manager Tollerup – The way the program works, we initially set aside $45,000 which would be 

$3,000 for each year for 15 properties. 

 

Councilman Flowers – You had 13 in 1998? 

 

Manager Tollerup – We’ve had 13 come in since 1998. 

 

Councilman Flowers – And you expect just a handful of condominiums? I think it is a good idea.  

What would happen if we did have the opportunity to turn the Americana into condominiums? 

Would it be open to that then? 

 

Manager Tollerup – If the Americana were to be converted to condominiums, certainly I would 

imagine they would not be eligible for the program.  You are talking 350 condominiums to be 

created at the Americana as proposed, I don’t think that would be part of the program that would be 

included. 

 

Councilman Flowers – But we can decide at that point in time.  This is based on a first-come, first-

served basis? 

 

Manager Tollerup – Right. 

 

Councilman Gallagher – My only concern is, with the number of different types of projects we have 

within the HIP program.  It is my understanding the budget proposal for HIP is significantly 

reduced from last year.  Maybe Mr. Balazs can fill us in on that. 

 

Director Balazs – We are trying to have it at the same level in 2001 as in 2000. We don’t show a 

reduction right now.  Right now we have a total of about $290,000 that will be allocated to the HIP 

program and related programs. 

 

Councilwoman Miller – I have a concern with one issue and I was wondering if the Law Director 

can speak to this or not.  Other applicants have come before the HIP program, but they did not 

qualify in the time-line and we didn’t do anything retro-active because of the guidelines.  I’m just 

wondering having something like this go retro-active, will it says here 1998, is it 1998 or 1999? 

 

Manager Tollerup – In my opinion, 1998 or 1999 would be adequate. 

 

Councilwoman Miller – My concern is would that affect other people that have applied and would 

want to come, would they apply again and say you did this for this program how about us? 

 

Director Murphy – If that were to evolve someone would have to introduce legislation to allow 

retroactivity to a particular program that was not permitted retroactivity previously.  It would be a 

Council decision. 

 

Councilwoman Miller – That’s what I’m concerned about. 

 

President Cervenik – My concern would be the length of the retroactivity going back to 1998.  I 

would support this if it were to begin January 1, 2000.  It has a lot of merits, but as I’ve stated to 

some of you, an incentive program is to get someone to do something from this point forward, not 

necessarily reward something that’s happened almost 3 years ago.  I would support this if it was 

amended to not be retro-active. 

 

Councilwoman McGarry – Did you state January 1, 2000? 

 

President Cervenik – I meant 2001.  That’s going along with Councilwoman Miller and she’s the 

one who serves on the HIP board.  They have to make the tough decision and so no when its time. 

 

Councilwoman Valencic – What was the reason we did not revisit this?  Did it die in Committee? 

 

President Cervenik – Sometime in the future we were going to revisit.  There was no legislation out 

there to act upon so it did not die in Committee.  The condominium units were left off the 

legislation that was enacted upon.   

 

Councilman Flowers – We didn’t have it with condos?  That wasn’t initially brought up? 
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President Cervenik – No.  It was discussed but it was not part of the legislation that was voted on by 

Council.  But, comments made at that time was sometime in the future we should revisit the 

condominium conversion. 

 

Councilman Gallagher – The history of this was that condos were initially included in the original 

plan.  The concern was that one condominium complex could have multiple requests and dry up the 

entire fund and it would just be a concentrated dilution of the money rather than spreading it out 

throughout the city. 

 

Councilman Flowers – Do they have to apply within a certain time?  You referred to two people 

who have put applications in.  They did this year’s back? 

 

Manager Tollerup – Two applications that are pending, both condominium applications that came in 

March, 2000.  Both closed in early 2000.  They submitted their applications, they went to the 

Housing Improvement Committee.  At that time they were tabled/denied until the condo issue was 

resolved before Council.   

 

Councilman Gruber – We should move on this tonight as it is written.  We are trying to dry up 

rental properties in the City of Euclid. This is a good step forward.  We recently spent a lot of 

money to get rid of 38 units.  This would be a step in the right direction, send a clear signal.  Instead 

of back-pedaling and talking back and forth, we should just move on this and get onto the next piece 

of legislation. 

 

Councilman Gallagher – Are we confident there are only 2 individuals who purchased 

condominiums in the past to apply for this? 

 

Manager Tollerup – Only once in the past have we denied an application based on a condominium.  

That one was only denied because the application was prior to June, 1998.  The transfer of the home 

was prior to the program going into effect.  I’m fairly confident these two would be the only ones in 

the near future.  Granted there maybe 1 or 2 after advertisement on TV that people are going to see 

and call and say they just bought a condominium and I’m eligible for that. 

 

Councilman Gallagher – To be eligible, they would have had to been on our rental list to begin 

with.  Do you have any idea how many condominiums have been removed from our rental list? 

 

Manager Tollerup – Georgetown area has undergone a transformation from rental properties to 

owner-occupied.  My estimate would be approximately 10 units in Georgetown that have 

transferred recently have been inspected every two years.  The landlords have decided to get out of 

the rental business.  I would estimate around 10 Georgetown units would be eligible in the near 

future.   

 

Councilman Gallagher – Anywhere else around the city? 

 

Manager Tollerup – Rentals in condominiums are drying up.  Many condominium boards are going 

strictly owner-occupied units.  Once a property transfers they no longer allow rentals.  Up in 

Georgetown the majority of rentals turning.   

 

President Cervenik – The retroactivity that I was concerned about will affect at the most 2-5 

condominiums possibly, that would be it? 

 

Manager Tollerup – If we move the retroactivity to January 1, 2000, that would affect 2 

condominiums that will not be included. 

 

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

 

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

Unanimous. 

 

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

         Valencic, Cervenik. 

Passed.  
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  Ord. 29-2001 (357-01) Rehab Materials & Supplies 

An ordinance authorizing the CS&ED Director to purchase housing rehabilitation materials and 

supplies from a qualified business enterprise after soliciting for proposals, as part of the Community 

Development Block Grant program at a cost not to exceed $50,000.00.  (Sponsored by 

Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail by request of CS&ED Director) 

 

Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail moved for passage, Councilwoman McGarry seconded. 

 

Director Koran – This is an item that we present to City Council every year at least since 1995.  

Back in 1995 we received a notice from the Department of Housing and Urban Development that 

they were recommending that we follow this procedure to purchase supplies, weatherization and 

housing rehabilitation supplies.  In the legislation we are soliciting proposals from suppliers to 

supply the City of Euclid Weatherization Department for items to weatherize homes, to vinyl side 

homes and latex caulk, all those things.  We have been following this general procedure for the last 

5 years.  Last year City Council passed this ordinance. We spent $45,000 in supplies.  Ten homes 

were sided.  We have a crew that does vinyl siding and house painting.  Besides the homes that 

were painted, 10 homes were sided by this crew and 52 homes were weatherized.  We are following 

HUD’s small purchase procedures if this ordinance is passed.  The previous suppliers have been 

Daniel’s Electric, the Lumber Company, Modern Builders and this year we will also ask quotes 

from Home Depot.  When Council passes this if they do, we immediately call as many of the home 

renovation suppliers as we can.  We send them specific items as we need, j-channel, double 4 inch 

vinyl siding, etc.  We hope to side 15 homes this year, perhaps even 17 depending on the size of the 

homes.  As you know, there is a two year waiting list for this program.  It is funded by the 

Community Development Block Grant program.  It is entirely income eligible base and if you have 

any questions, I’ll answer them. 

 

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

Unanimous. 

 

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

Unanimous. 

 

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

         Valencic, Cervenik. 

Passed. 

 

   Ord. 30-2001 (356-01) Demolish Edgecliff 

An ordinance authorizing the Director of Community Services and Economic Development of the 

City of Euclid to enter into a contract after advertising for bids to demolish the existing property at 

20521 Edgecliff Drive, Euclid, Ohio (PPN 642-01-005) for the purpose of redeveloping the 

property. (Sponsor Mayor Oyaski & Councilpersons Cervenik, Gallagher and Holzheimer Gail) 

 

Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail moved for passage, Councilman Gallagher seconded. 

 

Director Gulich – Council recently approved the purchase of this property at 20521 Edgecliff Blvd., 

the apartment building on the corner.  Currently the Law Director is moving towards the acquisition 

of this parcel.  As we understand it, there are some tenants there that have sometime until April to 

clear out of the building.  This piece of legislation will allow me to advertise for bids and enter into 

a contract for the raising of this structure as soon as possible. 

 

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

 

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

Unanimous. 

 

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

         Valencic, Cervenik. 

Passed. 
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  Ord. 31-2001 (358-01) Bids Streets/Sidewalks 

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

after advertising for the bids for labor and materials for Street Resurfacing, Sidewalks, and Curbs 

for the year 2001. (Sponsor Mayor Oyaski and the entire Council by request of the Service Director) 

 

Councilman Gallagher moved for passage, Councilwoman Valencic seconded. 

 

Director Gulich – The Mayor has asked the Engineering Department to prepare plans and 

specifications to proceed with a year 2001 program for street resurfacing, sidewalk, curb 

replacement and repairs.  We are putting those plans together in anticipation of us spending 

$500,000.  The only problem we will have is running out of money before the job is done.  This 

winter has taken its toll.  There’s a lot of work to be done out there and we are ready to get going.  

 

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

 

Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail moved to suspend the rules, Councilwoman McGarry seconded. 

Yeas:  Unanimous. 

 

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

         Valencic, Cervenik. 

Passed. 

 

      Ord. 32-2001 (361-01) Assessments/Cutting of Lots 

An ordinance to levy assessments for the cutting of weeds and cleaning of vacant lots as provided in 

Chapter 1113 of the Codified Ordinances of the City of Euclid. (Sponsored by Councilman 

Gallagher by request of the Service Director) 

 

Councilman Flowers moved for passage, Councilman Gallagher seconded. 

 

Director Gulich – We hope all our owners of vacant property in the city maintain their property.  

We encourage them to.  When necessary we do notify these people.  If they do not cut their property 

accordingly, we do cut it for them.  Our price is $75 an hour.  A lot of times that is enough 

encouragement to get them to do it.  These people still have the opportunity to pay.  If they do not 

pay, we will certify these over to the County and they will be assessed in the normal manner that the 

County does their assessments. 

 

Councilman Gallagher – Are there many repeat offenders from years past on this list? 

 

Director Gulich – I would have to say yes, Councilman. 

 

Councilman Gallagher – If they want to pay $75 an hour. 

 

Director Gulich – We’d rather have them cut it.  There are some new ones. Some old ones fall out 

and some new ones come on.  There’s always a persistence of people who will not cut their lots and 

we have a hard time collecting from them, thus the assessment. 

 

Councilwoman Valencic – Is it easy to collect this money?  For the most part are people 

cooperative? 

 

Director Gulich – Yes, for the most part, people are cooperative.  It comes to a point where we do 

have to levy assessments and certify them down to the County.  These are the uncooperative  folks. 

 

Councilwoman Valencic moved to close debate, Councilman Korosec seconded.  Yeas:  

Unanimous. 

 

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

Unanimous. 

 

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

         Valencic, Cervenik. 

Passed. 
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  Ord. 33-2001 (354-01) Sell Cay-Police Dog 

An emergency ordinance authorizing the Ex-Officio Director of Public Safety to sell Cay, a trained 

police dog, to Patrolman Tim Hoffman, the trained handler of said dog, for the sum of One Dollar 

($1.00).  (Sponsored by Councilwoman Miller by request of Police Chief) 

 

Councilwoman Miller moved for passage, Councilwoman Valencic seconded. 

 

Chief Maine – An important piece of information that was left out of here is that we are retiring Cay 

because the officer that handles him is also retiring.  Unfortunately we can’t find someone to pay a 

buck for him. Cay has been a very effective canine over the years.  Tim is retiring in April and it has 

been customary within the city and every other city that I know too, to have the officer when he 

retires to take the dog with him. To be honest, that dog would not be useful to any other department, 

any other agency. They’ve been together to long and he would not respond to anybody else.   

 

Councilman Gruber – Will we be getting another dog? 

 

Chief Maine – We have plans and it is in our budget to have two canine officers next year.  One to 

replace Officer Hoffman.  Another was able to get funded through the Weed & Seed money.  The 

training of the dog, purchase of the dog and the weekly overtime that they incur as part of their 

contract to train the dog is also going to be picked up by that grant. 

 

Councilman Gruber moved to close debate, Councilwoman Miller 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 

         Valencic, Cervenik. 

Passed. 

 

CEREMONIAL RESOLUTION 

   Res. 26-2001 (355-01) Chamber  

A resolution congratulating the Euclid Chamber of Commerce on the move to its new location in 

the Moss Point Building. (Sponsored by Mayor Oyaski and the entire Council) 

 

Councilwoman Miller moved for passage, Councilman Gruber seconded. 

 

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

         Valencic, Cervenik. 

Passed. 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Councilman Gruber moved to go into the Committee of the Whole.  Councilman Flowers seconded.  

Yeas:  Unanimous. 

 

Mr. Jerry Corbran – 24250 Maplewood Dr.  You eliminated from #2 tonight was a request for a 

financial feasibility analysis, sometimes called a preliminary business plan.  It is the opinion of the 

Harbor Committee that many council members are not aware of the value of a business plan in 

finding a developer and investors.  We have a CPA advisor on the Harbor Committee who did this 

type of consulting for the big time firm now known as Price, Waterhouse, Cooper. She has written a 

soon to be published article on the subject and I will attempt to paraphrase the article in the hopes 

that the business plan will be resubmitted. 

 A financial feasibility analysis is a study to assess potential outcomes of a proposed project 

in its early stages.  Before, and I repeat before decisions are final or commitments are made.  It 

provides a broad, long-range financial frame work for evaluating the project.  It is not, as some may 

think, the detailed project planning and budgeting that is done once a development is actually 

funded and underway.  The analysis compiles and compares general financial forecast and operating 

summaries for different sets of assumptions.  It illustrates the affects of various financing 

alternatives. It estimates the amount of cash needed at the various stages.  Potential lenders use such 

a study to see how and when their funds will be repaid.  Equity investor use it to access expected 

rates of return on their invested funds. 
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Mr. Corbran -With respect to the proposed lakefront development, the analysis would show cost of 

financing and constructing a marina, the condo conversion and the restaurant and provide estimates 

of the revenue streams from sales, operations and property tax.  These forecasts would be made 

under different sets of planning assumptions, like sources of funds, interest rate, number of condos, 

length of breakwall, size of marina, slip revenues, sale, price of condos, etc., etc.   

 Why is an analysis useful at this stage in planning.  With an independent financial analysis 

accompanying an updated Danter report, and the architect’s conceptual designs, questions that have 

persisted about the viability of financing for this project can be answered.  More importantly, it will 

bring clarity to years of debates and provide a sound basis to move forward confidently with 

lakefront development, or to stop.  Yes, I said stop, before the construction begins. 

 This proposed development combines public and private components with mixed 

public/private use like a restaurant. This set of public/private relationships is complex and affects 

the mix of funding sources.  That is public funds from such sources as the Port Authority, ODNR, 

and the Corps of Engineers will be combined with funds from private equity investors and 

developers.  

 In addition, the development falls within a TIF zone.  An analysis will sort out the 

public/private relationships among the components as well as the funding sources. Further, it will 

demonstrate how the TIF process returns increase property tax collections to Euclid Schools and the 

City under various sets of assumptions. 

 How can Euclid attract private developers and equity investors?  If the City moves forward 

with lakefront planning, the financial feasibility analysis could then become a key component of a 

marketing package presented through private developers and investors.  Omitting financial 

components from potential financiers.  It is as competing projects always include them, might signal 

that Euclid is casual or uncommitted.  Our city’s proposal to developers and investors might be 

dismissed without serious consideration.  I noticed the proposal by GSI Architects indicated they 

would work with a business plan and they recommend it too.  Thank you. 

 

Mrs. Dorothy Fike – 20271 Delaware Rd.  How safe are these new arms the traffic lights are going 

up on?  Sunday when I was coming home from church, I’m talking about the big one at Euclid Ave. 

and 260th.  You know how windy it was Sunday, the whole arm was just swaying with all the lights 

on it.  I was glad I wasn’t turning the corner because the whole thing was swaying with the wind.  

With the wires, at least if one came down you didn’t have that whole thing coming down on you.  

I’ve looked at others and that is a very big one because it has to cross three lanes of traffic.  The 

ones on Euclid Ave. to the west of E. 260.  The whole thing was swaying in the wind.  I hope it is 

safe, but I sure wouldn’t have wanted to have been under it.  If someone will check and tell me, I 

would appreciate it.  Or, who can I call?  I’ll talk to them. 

 

Director Gulich – I’ll get that checked out.  I don’t think there’s any call for concern, but I’ll have 

that checked out and I’ll get back to you. 

 

Mr. Jack Fraier – 235 Greenbriar Court.  A brief comment amount #4, the rental conversion 

program ordinance.  It would be advantageous if condominiums could be altered to some of these 

programs that the city has developed which would benefit them.  It is easy to contact a 

condominium.  Several have professional managers.  We can provide their names and addresses 

very quickly.  Those that don’t have professional managers, the Board President is in charge.  

Condominiums very much like a city within a city.  It has particular characteristics that have to be 

acknowledged. 

 I want to point out one thing. At the Heatherhill Condominium where I live, a plan was 

proposed, an amendment to our by-laws to severely restrict any rentals.  It was voted down 

overwhelmingly.  The reason was quite simple.  Suppose the owner has a stroke or a heart attack 

and has to go to a nursing home for a couple of years.  What do you do with the condominium unit?  

You rent it out for that period of time, why let it be vacant. This is a very complex issue and I’m 

glad the city is taking a look at it. 

 Another item.  We just got through celebrating Valentine’s Day with candy and flowers, 

greeting cards.  Next holiday coming up which will have some color to it, of course is St. Patrick’s 

Day, March 17th.  March 17th is an important date in the history of Euclid.  It is the birth date of 

Euclid’s most famous, most illustrious native son, Charles F. Brush.  He was born in the southeast 

section of the city in Ward 4 on March 17, 1849.  March 17th, 1999 was the 150th anniversary of his 

birth and we did nothing, nada, zilch.  St. Patrick’s day came around again last year, again nothing 

done.  Not even a fiery letter in the Sun Journal. 

 How can we lift this burden of guilt, shame and embarrassment from the city?  Let’s take a 

look.  Why is Charles F. Brush famous?  Three things.  The electric dynamo.  The arch light and 

most important of all demolition.  
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Mr. Fraier - Charles F. Brush built the biggest, most expensive, most elegant mansion in the City of 

Cleveland on millionaires row.  He out did the Mather’s and the Rockefeller’s.  He was concerned 

what would happen to his home after his death.  He didn’t need a Danter study to figure it out.  He 

was blessed with uncommon common sense.  He knew it might be turned into an apartment, an 

office or even boarding.  It was torn down.  If condominiums would have been available at that 

time, he might have torn it down while he was still living in it. 

 What could we do?  Why not get some cast-iron shillelagh made and begin the over due 

demolition of Shore on March 17th.  That building is held together by nothing but pretentious 

rhetoric and architectural gobbledygook.  We are losing money hand over fist on rents and even 

losing money on culture, so-called.  Remember March 17th, St. Patrick’s Day.  St. Patrick drove the 

snakes out of Ireland, now let the spirit of Charles F. Brush drive out Shore, that retched leech on 

the neck of every taxpayer.  Let’s put a new community center on that site.  Let’s be proud of that 

area as the people of Independence, Brecksville, Strongsville, Brunswick are of their community 

centers.  Thank you. 

 

Mr. William Hilf – 891 E. 237 St.  I am the technical director and stage manager for Up Stage 

Players, a children’s theater company, which is located in Room 227 of Shore Cultural Centre and 

I’m here to add more pretentious rhetoric to the subject of Shore Cultural Centre. 

 We are performing “Singing in the Rain” with 75 children in our cast, April 6, 7 & 8 in the 

auditorium at Shore Cultural Centre.  We look forward to seeing any members of the 

Administration or Council there.  This is our 4th year of performing at Shore Cultural Centre. This is 

also our first year of being located permanently in Room 227 at Shore Cultural.  The past 6 years 

we have been in Bratenhal. 

 Saw the article in the Euclid Sun about the rent being waived for the Tom and Susanna Evert 

Dance Theater at  the Shore Cultural Centre, for $1,700.  Thought it was very interesting that a 

dance company would be providing food for the hungry.  We would love to do that as a theater 

company, but we are 501(c)(3), and is not in our bylaws to be able to do that. I see also that it is 

considered a recreational program.  On that fact I would like to put out some statistics about our 

theater company. 

 Thirty-nine percent of our children in our cast are Euclid residents.  29% of our cast attend 

school at Catholic Schools in Euclid and 17% of our cast attend Euclid Public Schools.  Two of our 

4 leads this year attend Euclid Central.  This year it is going to cost us $5,280 to rent the room that 

we currently have on the second floor, $440 a month.  I’m not here on behalf of my executive 

director and also the staff to ask that we get a rent break, but, for the 39% of our cast that are Euclid 

residents that would save us almost $2,100 a year.  Our rights for the show alone where $1,500.  If 

we could save that much in rent, we could do a second show.  $3,000 for the auditorium for our tech 

week and for our performances and another $650 for other rooms that we’ve had to rent for 

rehearsals and functions we’ve had there.  This totals up to almost $9,000 a year that we pay.  We 

have no grants.  We don’t get any money from the city.  We don’t get any money from any private 

organization.  This is all money raised and contribute on our own as a staff, we don’t receive any 

salaries and we raise through such things as, a Renaissance Fair and through ticket sales and 

donations from our parents and our cast.  We are doing such things as penny-wars to try to be able 

to raise our rent this year.  We have nothing against the Tom and Susanna Evert Dance Theater, we 

just don’t think it is very fair that one non-profit in Shore Cultural Centre get a rent break and the 

rest of us that are in there have to pay the full amount.  Thank you. 

 

Dr. Frederick Lisy – 24730 Farringdon Ave.  I’m here to reiterate what Mr. Corbran had to say 

about financial feasibility analysis.  They are so important that I cannot believe the City of Euclid 

does not do a financial feasibility analysis on every of their projects they go into.  I run a business.  

If I do not do a financial feasibility analysis before I did any of my projects, I would not be in 

business.  That is when you realize when you will be making money or losing money.  You are 

going to realize the benefits and the pay-offs to the city.  A financial feasibility analysis should have 

been done on the property at 205 and Edgecliff, the apartment building.  If the city realized or the 

Council realized how much money was going to be going into this project for 4-12 families?  It is a 

shame the city is spending that much money for 4-12 families.  I estimate it to be about $100,000 

per family that the city is paying for these projects. Also, Mr. Corbran stated it helps for developers.  

It helps the Council people to make better informed decisions when financial feasibility analysis are 

done.  Thank you. 

 

Ms. Andrea Hill – 23213 Bennington Hamlet Circle and Joyce Sweeney – 23210 Bennington 

Hamlet Circle. 
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Ms. Hill – Just a short question.  I won’t take up to much of your time, but the amount of $528,603 

comes to mind.  That’s the amount that it cost to build our development, 27 families.  Divide that 

amongst 27 of us, we all have to pay approximately $31,000 until the year 2014.  Just kind of 

general question, is that your standard procedure in the City of Euclid when other homes basically 

have a tax abatement of 7 years, some have abatements up to 15 years. 

 

Ms. Sweeney – My question is, if the developer was supposed to pay this, why is it on our tax 

assessment that we are getting now?  I’d be happy to get some answers. 

 

Ms. Hill – We’ve been our in home for about 3 years now. 

 

Director Koran – I’d be happy to help you.  Could you restate the question?  I didn’t understand it. 

 

Ms. Hill – The special assessment for our home divided among 27 families is $528,000.  The cost 

was $520,000 basically over half a million dollars to build homes there for gutters, sewers, paving.  

Divide that among 27 families, each of us has to pay approximately $31,000 until the year 2014.  

Just wondering if that is standard procedure for the City of Euclid because it is pretty costly and 

several of us in the development are having a hard time coming up with $30,000 in 14 years. 

 

Ms. Sweeney – My question is why we are just now getting this.  The builder started in 1996, why 

are we getting it now? 

 

Director Koran – When the developer approached the city with his plan, this was Don Smith’s son, 

who built the development that you are living in, the city offered to finance the cost of the street, we 

would pay for the street and it would become an assessment on the property. We were loaning the 

developer the money to build the street, even though the city built the street.  That became an 

assessment that is assigned to each specific unit in that complex.  That is typically how 

developments are done in other communities.  We rarely do assessments, as you all know.  In the 13 

years I’ve been here, this is one of the only assessment projects that I’ve worked on.  The City 

financed the construction of the street and the users are paying for it over time.  Why you are just 

getting the bill now?  I don’t think the Finance Director could answer.  This is run by the County.  

The assessment come through the County Auditor’s office, unless you’ve just moved there.   

 

Ms. Hill – I’ve been there for about 3 years.   

 

Councilman Flowers – He should have informed you of that. 

 

Ms. Hill – The ordinance, I’ve just received that about a month ago.  I just received a copy of the 

ordinance saying I owed $30,000 a month ago. 

 

Director Koran – You can leave your names with us and we’ll talk to you tomorrow.  These are 

specific questions that maybe we can deal with County Auditor’s to determine why you are just 

getting the bills now.  I hope we you purchased the units that the realtor or the owner disclosed that 

there would be an assessment on the property. 

 

Ms. Hill – 27 families bought and 25 of us didn’t know. 

 

President Cervenik – Give your names to Director Koran and he’ll be in contact with you tomorrow 

possibly with the help of the Law Director. 

 

Mark Copeland – I also live in Bennington Hamlet Circle.  One of the other questions pertaining to 

the assessment is the interest that is charged on that.  We’re looking at almost 20% interest charged 

on those special assessments per annual.  I don’t know of any community that has charged 

assessments that is charging that high of an interest rate.   

 

President Cervenik – There has to be some confusion there because the interest rate is normally not 

20%.  Usually it is a very reasonable rate. 

 

Mr. Copeland – The principle is a little over $1,600 a year.  We’re paying $1,900 a year.  That’s 

about $300 on $1,600.  All the figures I have that is pretty close to 20%. 

 

President Cervenik – We’ll take a look at it. 
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Ms. Sweeney – I do have another question about the Fourth of July.  I know Bennington Hamlet is 

supposed to be a public street, but my son got a parking ticket in front of my house.  But 4th of July, 

when the fireworks are going on, the street is filled with residents of Euclid or whoever.  When they 

leave, there is all that trash.  I just wonder if that’s fair.  I would like somebody to help me out with 

that too please. 

 

Chief Maine – Some clarification.  You are complaining that the trash was not ... 

 

Ms. Sweeney – That and the parking on the street.  There is a sign that says, no parking on the 

street.  I’m assuming that’s why my son got a ticket in front of my condo. Then Fourth of July, the 

whole street is filled with people parking and leaving their trash and that’s okay. 

 

Chief Maine – It’s not okay.  I would say there’s a general dispensation because of the number of 

people who come from out of the city for the fireworks.  For us to go around and try and issue 

citations for every parking violation would be near impossible.  We try to address only those that 

are blocking people’s private driveways, or blocking fire hydrants or streets.  There’s generally a 

moratorium on the no parking signs that are up.  I’ll be glad to talk to you more about it tomorrow. 

 

Mr. Harvey Mlachak – 23831 Lake Shore Blvd.  Euclid, Ohio.  I wanted to address last Council 

meeting a little more about the Tom Evert Dance Studio.  In the Sun Journal of April 18, 1996, it 

says here, to date the Dance Troop owes $13,365 to the City in rent.  In 1994 when the last rental 

agreement expired the group negotiated a deal that angered some residents.  It included no rent but 

did require free performance to be given around the city.   

 After that article appeared it goes on a little bit more.  On May 29th, there was an ordinance 

came up which authorized the Mayor to accept in-kind payments of community performances in 

lieu of past due rent.  They were already two years behind owed by the Tom Evert Dance Studio at 

Shore Cultural Centre.  It further states, the Mayor said, I’d ask this ordinance be pulled from 

tonight’s agenda so that we can engage in negotiations with the tenant in light of his changed 

circumstances. 

 I have a communication from Mr. DeMinico as of June, 1997 Tom Evert owes the City of 

Euclid Shore Cultural Centre the amount of $2,066.42.  They gave him credit for a performance, a 

dance performance for the Chamber of Commerce.  You let them dance for the Chamber of 

Commerce and wrote off $800 bucks. Then they got credit for 2 community festival performances 

at $400 a performance leaving them a balance of $516.42.  They paid off a few more dollars on that, 

but they still left the city holding the bag for $150.  Now they come back to you for another $1,700 

in freebies.  I don’t think anyone should get free rent at the Cultural Centre except the Hunger 

Center.  They are the only ones that should get free rent.  You put Tom Evert Dance Studio ahead of 

the Red Cross who pays you people a rent for their use of the Cultural Centre.  Mr. Evert says they 

are funded by the Cleveland Foundation, Gund Foundation and many other state and private 

foundations who finance the creation of this work.  I don’t know if they are getting all that much 

financing how they can not afford to pay the City rent.  This is the third time that they’ve come to 

you and asked for freebies.  The time before, they just ignored their rent and when you pressed them 

for their rent they said, let’s dance for you.   

 State Representative Jerse sent a letter to Mayor encouraging the city to give them free rent 

at the Cultural Centre.  I’m not sure the connection between the Dance Company and Mr. Jerse, 

however this confused not only me but also confused Councilwoman Valencic who says amongst 

other things, I do have a problem with the freebie rent.  I’ve been struggling with the letter from 

Representative Jerse recommending thing.  Councilman Gallagher, it is such a nominal amount for 

a relatively short period of time.  That’s why the city is losing a quarter of a million dollars on that 

entity because we have nominal amounts.  He says it isn’t about money.  Oh yes it is.  I got so much 

to say I’ve run out of time again. 

 In Mr. Jerse’s letter to the City, it is a well-known fact that Mr. Jerse with his influence in 

Columbus, he raised amongst other things $125,000 for the Henn House.  Now he’s calling in his 

marker and that should clear up all your confusion on why he wrote this letter.  He’s calling in his 

markers and the bottom of his letter he closes and he says I appreciate your consideration.  To 

which he might have added, and you know what side your bread is buttered on so you better vote 

for it.  Thank you. 

 

Mr. Correll Collins – 23225 Bennington Hamlet.  Just to shed some more information on what we 

disclosed earlier from other people who live in that community.  SmithCo, Dennis Smith, this 

ordinance 160-1995 and it was adopted on May 16, 1994 for the amount of $528,603.35 which was 

to become payable on July 19, 1995.  The first person that purchased a home in Bennington Hamlet 

did not purchase a home until September 1997.  That cost was to be paid by Dennis Smith in 1995.  
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Mr. Collins - That cost was then pushed onto the rest of the residents. Right now we are looking at, 

I purchased a home of $125,000.  That’s what I paid for my house.  My house was appraised for 

$150,000.  I had $30,000 in assessment fees.  What I’m paying is $4,000 a year in taxes.  My 

parents own a $500,000 home in Shaker. They don’t pay $4,000 a year in taxes.  It is ridiculous.  

Had I known or had it been disclosed to me, there’s no way I would have purchased a home in 

Bennington Hamlet, just like the other 27 families that purchased homes in Bennington Hamlet.  

Another thing is no one had this information disclosed to them before they purchased homes.  We 

were not made aware of this until after we purchased our homes.  Now you have a situation where 

there are 4 families that have went into foreclosures just in a 500 sq. ft. radius.  That’s ludicrous.  

That’s ridiculous and something needs to be done about it.  We are paying in essence 22% on the 

dollar for this special assessment.  Anyway you look at it, my father’s a mathematician, I’ve had 

attorneys look at this and it is ridiculous.   

 Bennington Hamlet is probably one of the newest developments in Euclid.  It is probably 

one of the nicest developments in Euclid.  It is going to be a standard for other developments to 

come to Euclid.  We need help in Bennington Hamlet.  If we continuously fall off with foreclosures, 

that’s not going to set any example for the City of Euclid whatsoever.  It won’t help the City of 

Euclid.  Just today you passed an ordinance (358-01) for the improvement of curbs, sidewalks.  That 

was approximately $500,000.  We spent in this special assessment $500,000 for one street.  I’ve 

worked in several construction arenas and that is ridiculous.  I don’t know what was done.  I don’t 

know how it was done, but there’s no way that one street cost $500,000.  This street isn’t even a 

mile long.  It is impossible.  I don’t know where their money went or who took it or what happened, 

but in July 19, 1995 Dennis Smith and SmithCo should have paid the City of Euclid.  Not 2014, 30 

payments of $1,900 a year in special assessment fees that are taxed onto each and every person that 

has moved there.  It should not have been paid by us.  It should not be paid by us, especially not at 

20%.  My house is 30 years at 6.25%.  Why should I pay for $30,000 for special assessment that I 

had no idea about for 20%, when I’m paying $125,000 for 6%?  It makes no sense.  We need to do 

something about this. 

 

President Cervenik – The Law Director and Community Development Director will look into it. 

 

Director Koran – If you could all give us your names before we leave today and we will schedule a 

meeting at your convenience.  We will include the Law Department. 

 

Mr. Burt Nicholson – 21050 Ball.  I love Jack, he gets right to the point.  I have a lot of writing 

here, it doesn’t mean a thing.  I want to get to the point like he does.  I’m here to thank the 

Administration.  Not beat the blazes out of them.  Mayor Paul Oyaski, Kory Koran, Bob DeMinico, 

Tony DiNero, I just met Hank tonight, and Bill Cervenik and quite a few of these council people.  

They were kind enough to come over to the senior center.   

 I’ve been with it for 4-7 years.  I married the girl I met at the senior center after I lost my 

wife, eight years before I found her.  I’m here for the helpless seniors.  We were asked to take a 

chance in moving out of there so they could build up the Briardale and we were promised we would 

get something better than what we had.  We are very, very small. We need much more room.  With 

all of the publicity that we went through a lot of trouble.  What we don’t need is kids, children they 

used to be, but once they get to kids they get $20 a week to get out of the house and enjoy yourself, 

whatever you do with it.  We can’t fight being knocked down.  And we can’t fight people who call 

us with four letter words over at the Greens. They want us out of there.  The golfers don’t want to 

park up against the 15th tee because they are liable to smash their own cars.  So we are in their way 

parking by the Knuth Center. 

 I was trying to make it easy.  There are only two places that I can only think of in the City of 

Euclid as Briardale Greens or Sims Park because it is quiet, peaceful and would be made very, very 

easy.  It would take 15 minutes to walk from here over to here.  Come in crutches, stuff like that 

which have to walk over 100 ft.  They are brought in by buses and they are being abused over the 

phone.  Telling you they want to buy your house.  They even shot a dog.  The dog is still living but 

it isn’t to well.  I can understand that, if I walked around with a bullet in my head, I wouldn’t be to 

well either.  She told me the other day the dog was getting sick and I said I can believe it.   

 They come out and find fault with the property, they turn it in so you have to do something 

about it.  These are the things abused, not only at Briardale but things that come through the homes.  

They want to buy houses on corners.  I’ll be back on 2/26 to find out, its over 30 days, that Bill you 

gave them to straighten out this business on the 2/26. 

 

President Cervenik – The 26th and the 28th are budget hearings.  March 12th.  Unfortunately our 

budget hearings got pushed back.  Without doing the budget hearings, we can’t help you.  We had 

to delay it for 2 weeks.   



Council Minutes 

February 20, 2001 

Page 18 

 

Mr. Nicholson – It’s been delayed.  That’s nothing new.  We’ve been at it for 4 ½ years.  It will 

involve the federal agency on the Western Reserve on Aging, the police department, the firemen, 

fool proof heating controls, handicapped bathrooms. All this kind of stuff that is necessary for older 

people who can’t move around.  You have to have fire laws to get to the building, you can’t have 

parking against it and things like that.  Cases and abuse all handled by our staff. We’ve got our own 

Bill of Rights.  But we go through the Law Department.  I always go over.  I appreciate you 

listening and I do appreciate what you’ve done for us so far.  You’ve done a heck of a job over there 

protecting our cars and things. Thank you very much and good night. 

 

Mr. John Herak – 78 E. 224.  I just wanted to touch on the subject of a business plan.  Business plan 

is a tool to attract serious developers.  If there is no business plan then I don’t think you’ll attract 

anything serious in the way of development.  A good example of this was May, 1999 signed 

statement by the Simon Family.  They said they would consider implementing the Americana 

conversion if the City would do the architectural study showing expense involved and how the 

finance can be structured.  In other words a business plan.  Fifteen months later they got the 

architect’s brilliant study but not the financing and feasibility analysis.  If you are going to get 

serious about this development, you’ve got to become more professional with this and get a 

business plan.  I urge you to adopt a business plan ordinance in conjunction with the Master Plan 

that’s in place. 

 I have question about the Executive Committee that was voted on quickly earlier.  We asked 

for a special meeting, which to my knowledge was a meeting to be held with the public for some 

input, comments, etc.  This Executive Committee does not allow that?  Am I correct in that? 

 

President Cervenik – No you are not correct. 

 

Mr. Herak – Explain to me please then what Executive Committee means. 

 

President Cervenik – Executive Committee is a meeting of all councilmen.  You are confusing 

Executive Session with Executive Committee. 

 

Mr. Herak – So the public will be allowed to attend? 

 

President Cervenik – Yes. 

 

Mr. Daryl Langman – 298 E. 257 St.  I trust Mr. President that you will discuss later on when the 

Executive Committee meeting will be held for the lakefront legislation? 

 

President Cervenik – It is my feeling and I’ve talked to some of the other members that we were 

told that we really needed to do Danter and it was very important to get the results of the Danter 

Study.  This Council has and Board of Control has approved the study of Danter.  I find the urgency 

to spend money on another study before we get back the Danter results is a little hypocritical.  We 

are ready to move forward when the Danter study comes back.  We need to evaluate that.  Anyone 

who is doing any kind of master plan or financial analysis plan or business plan needs to know if the 

condominiums that are proposed are marketable.  That is exactly what Danter is doing.  We are 

following exactly what your taxpayer’s coalition has asked us to do.  I think that is a very prudent 

way to go.  Right after that we will have a Committee Meeting.  We will discuss which way we 

want to go.  We will move forward. 

 

Mr. Langman – What I’m concerned with and what Councilwoman Valencic is concerned with is 

that we are simply piece-mealing all of this.  We can acknowledge that separating out the original 

Danter study from the original Sandvick study was in fact a mistake.  We have to approach these as 

a unified plan rather than go one step wait and debate and then take another step.  You can do these 

things together and it would get the issue settled and off the table.  If you wait for Danter, that is 

going to be at the end of March.  Will that study be ready by then?  

 

President Cervenik – It should be ready possibly the second week of March. 

 

Mr. Langman – If I understand you correctly, the Executive Meeting would be after that time. 

 

President Cervenik – It will be scheduled shortly after that time, yes.  As soon as Council has a 

chance to digest that information. 
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Mr. Langman – That is piece-mealing.  That doesn’t get the job done.  We have been doing this for 

years and years. 

 

President Cervenik – I am not going to debate you tonight.  This is not the place to debate.  If 

Council feels they want to move ahead, there are 5 people on Council that feel they want to move 

ahead before seeing the results of the study they have just commissioned with taxpayers dollars, 

that’s fine.  The point I’m trying to make is this Council did what your committee asked them to do.  

Now we are being told that’s not enough.   

 

Mr. Langman – That’s not correct. We asked the studies be done together.  That’s been our position 

since way back when.  If you don’t want to do it that way, that’s fine.  But I think it is my 

prerogative to get up here and urge you to do these things together. 

 

President Cervenik – I agree with you but you asked me a question and I’m giving you an answer.  

That’s my answer.  If Council feels they are delaying it and if Council wants to call a special 

meeting and do this before Danter comes up, that is their prerogative.  I’m not standing in their way. 

 

Mr. Langman – Director Koran, what is your take on it?  Should we do these things one at a time? 

Based on your experience in the development area, what do you think is the best course of action? 

 

Director Koran – At this particular point in time, I think it is best we wait for the Danter Study to 

come back. Two years ago when we had 4-5 consultants lined up to do a cohesive plan, I supported 

that.  For whatever reason we decided not to do it that way and we piece-mealed it.  At this 

particular point in time, after receiving 4 different Danter proposals, now we have two different GSI 

proposals, it is my recommendation that we wait until the Danter report is received by Euclid City 

Council.  As the President said, if 5 councilmen want to hire GSI today, it was on the Agenda, they 

could have done that. I would certainly administer that contract for them.   

 

Mr. Langman – Unfortunately we don’t agree and we will continue to press the Council to move 

forward in a more unified fashion.  Thank you. 

 

Mr. John Lennon – 22450 Seabrooke.  I’ve been asked to relay a message to everyone here.  Jeff 

Piorkowski is recovering well. Anyone that cares to contact him can do so at the Sun Newspapers, 

Euclid Sun Journal, 3355 Richmond Rd. in Beachwood, OH  44122, Suite 171.  Please put on there 

personal in care of Jeff Piorkowski.  Thank you very much. 

 

Mrs. Mickey Bell – 150 E. 208 St.  If we are going to have another meeting on the marina planning, 

I would like to see it sooner than later too.   I do appreciate that we asked you to do a study and that 

you are.  That’s good news.  I would like to see financials.  At the same time we start talking about 

the study that’s being done now because the study that is being done now without some idea of 

costs and how that would be presented to other people isn’t going to be of much use.  I would hope 

that some of the people who originally seemed to be for moving ahead with some things with GSI 

and some legislation that has since changed, would change their minds back and help us out with 

that.  More importantly however, what I would like to see is when this meeting finally takes place, 

whenever it is, again sooner is better than later.  I’d like to see it pushed publicly.  There are a lot of 

people in the City of Euclid who are interested in having harbor development, in fact are interested 

in a lot of things that we talk about here.  They don’t know when the meetings are and they don’t 

know what we are going to discuss.  It would be awful nice to see some communication, something 

on the front page of the News Journal would be really cool.  For my ward, Council person Gail, I 

will be happy to provide you with free hand outs if you’ll find the staff to hand them out.  People 

need to know.  Everybody I talk to and I talk to a lot of people in the City of Euclid has an opinion.  

They don’t know how to express it. They don’t know where to go, they don’t know who to talk to.  

This is a public forum and people need to feel comfortable to come here and talk about things that 

are important to them.  I would urge you, sooner is better.  Make it known to the public. I would 

sincerely appreciate that everyone would be allowed to have their point of view, good, bad or 

indifferent, at the Executive meeting.  I would like to see some fruition come from this. We have 

spun our wheels and spun our wheels.  We have spent hundreds of thousand and millions of dollars 

in twenty minute bites and we can’t seem to get off the dime on this.  We need to decide to do it or 

not and get it done with.  It is making everybody nuts and it is coming up on an election year and I 

don’t think we want to make people nuts.  Thank you. 

 

Councilman Gruber moved to rise and report.  Councilman Gallagher seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
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COUNCILMEN’S COMMENTS 

Councilman Flowers – I just want to touch on Tom Evert Dance Studio.  I just want to make it clear 

that not all of Council voted in favor of that.  I voted against it, the free rent proposal for Tom Evert 

Dance Studio.  I thought it wasn’t fair to give one group a break versus someone else like Up Stage 

Players.  That’s what we are seeing.  I apologize to Up Stage Players.  Sometimes Council has to 

make those decisions.  That’s why I voted that way. 

 The marina project.  The number one thing is we need to find out the feasibility if the project 

is feasible.  Jerry Corbran, I’ve talked with you before on that and you’ve said here tonight if its not 

a go, we can’t go any further with it.  The first thing to do to find that, in my opinion is to find out 

what the results are from the Danter Study.  Once we find out the results of the Danter Study, it also 

tells the developer a cost to convert the condominiums.  Once you know what the total costs are, 

that is when you go out and you get the financial package.  You don’t know what the parameters are 

until you find out what the total costs are.  Once we have that, that’s when you are able to give GSI 

or whoever, let them know what the total costs are going to be.  As far as moving it into Committee 

quickly, I had concerns on just getting the scope of the master plan for lakefront development just 

strictly to the Administration.  I would like myself, as a councilman, to have a little bit of input on 

that or a lot of input on that because it is something that makes a big difference in what’s going to 

go on in Euclid.  I just don’t want to slough that off and say, although I’m sure the Mayor will do a 

good job, but double check and make sure he is on line with that.  We are moving along, it might be 

slow, but those are the steps we are going.  We’ve got to the point where we did the whole 

feasibility, not just the Americana but also the property west to the Americana, referred to as the 

Gudenas property.  We made sure we added that a month ago.  We are moving in a direction. 

Sometimes it takes awhile, but you have to do first things first.  You have to walk before you run 

and you do one step first and hopefully you will get to that point. 

 

President Cervenik – There’s another statement made too that I went down to see GSI.  It should be 

known and I told Council members that I’ve talked to, yes I went down.  Mr. Spittler called me up 

and asked if I could have a meeting.  I called Director Koran up and we went down to meet with 

him.  He told us what he would like to do.  That’s the proposal in your packet.  It was not a meeting 

initiated by myself or Mr. Koran.  Why the proposal he gave us is any different from what the 

Marina Harbor Committee has, we’ll have to talk to GSI about that.  When we were done meeting 

with him, we said, why don’t you put together a proposal that you think will make this plan work 

and submit it to us.  That’s where the proposal came from.  He took the Sandvick report and some 

other reports and he put them down and said this isn’t going to work, which caught my attention 

right away. That’s what happened at the GSI meeting that Director Koran and I went to. When we 

walked out of there we said we are looking forward to seeing what he proposes.  I’m as anxious as  

to get going on this as you are.  We do need the Danter report and most of us will agree. 

 

Councilwoman Valencic – I too believe the legislation that we passed tonight for lakefront 

development is a positive.  We are moving forward and we will continue to move forward to make 

sure that we haven’t misplaced items of interest as in the past.  This is a positive.   

 Other positive news for the City of Euclid on the perception of the image of Euclid, is 

definitely being elevated.  Last week I had the opportunity to attend a function hosted by Dennis 

Eckart, President of the Cleveland Growth Association. Also in attendance were Mayor Oyaski, 

Councilman Gallagher and Director Johnson.  The setting was a group of political leaders.   

Each time we met someone from another community, Euclid’s name came up and other leaders are 

saying, first of all that Euclid was very well represented that evening.  Also, Euclid is doing 

something to change its image. Euclid is definitely being heard about.  Right there this is a positive 

for the Brokaw campaign that we are running from the city. Sometimes these items are very 

difficult to ascertain.  They are very subjective but just by hearing people speak and there was note 

of that that evening.  Keep moving forward.  Thank you. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

Councilwoman Valencic moved to adjourn.  Councilwoman McGarry seconded.  Yeas:  

Unanimous. 

 

Attest: 

 

 

 

_________________________  ___________________________ 

Clerk of Council  President of Council 
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