
COUNCIL MINUTES 

MARCH 5, 2001 

The regular Council Meeting was held on Monday, March 5, 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, Asst. CS&ED Director Koran, Fire Chief Dworning, 

Police Chief Maine, Commissioner Apanasewicz, Housing Manager 

Tollerup, Commissioner Hayes, Asst. Service Director Driscoll, Sgt.-at-

Arms Stankus, Clerk of Council Cahill. 

 

Liquor Permits 

Councilwoman McGarry moved to receive without objection the transfer of a D5, D6 liquor 

permit from D&G Beverage, Dba S&S Lounge, 22810 Lake Shore Blvd., to James J. Doerner, 

Jr., Dba S&S Lounge.  Councilman Korosec seconded.  Roll Call:  Yeas:  Unanimous. 

 

Communications 

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 20, 2001.  

Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 

 

Administration Reports & Communications 

Mayor Oyaski – I do want to welcome State Representative Ed Jerse who has stopped in tonight.  

He is working with us on the census and our block grant as well as our attempts to keep the 

OBES office on Euclid Ave. opened.   

 Our only other report is to alert you to the fact that in two weeks we will be having our 

annual awards ceremony of the Euclid Police Department at the meeting of March 19th.  We all 

want to commend the police department on their prompt action yesterday in apprehending the 

robber on E. 222 Street in a very short period of time.  Thank you very much. 

 

Reports & Committee Minutes 

Councilwoman Miller moved to receive and approve the Senior Committee Minutes of January 

22, 2001; Board of Control Minutes of 2/5/01 & 2/12/01; Planning & Zoning Minutes of January 

17, 2001.  Councilwoman Valencic seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 

 

Committee of the Whole 

Councilman Korosec moved to go into the Committee of the Whole for Legislative Matters 

Only.  Councilwoman Valencic seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 

 

Mrs. Sandra Bowes – 21520 Miller Ave.  I would like to ask at this time when you said #2 is 

going to Safety, I wanted to strongly object to #2.  I myself enjoy riding my bicycle throughout 

the City of Euclid and I find that I have more injury to my knees when I fall off the bike than to 

my head.  I’ve never had a head injury.  A mandatory wearing of helmets would be ludicrous. 

 

Mr. Joseph Udovic – 21371 Naumann.  I will address #2.  To me, I was thinking about it all day 

and it smells like compost to me.  I currently am writing an article of landscaping and the title of 

the article is about composting.  I believe in freedom.  I have a choice if I want to use a bicycle, 

if I want a helmet on or not. I also believe that children should be taught by the police 

department or the recreation department how to properly ride a bike, how to properly take a fall, 

if they do fall.  I can do perfect rolls around this room because I’m trained to rolls if I fall down.  

I could do backward rolls, forward rolls without injury.  If children or adults were trained how to 

fall down, I think that would avoid injuries. 

 I do believe in freedom.  I do believe people have a right to choose to wear a helmet or 

not to wear a helmet.  It is their discretion, as long as they realize the dangers of what can happen 

and they act responsibly.  If they drive at a safe pace, safe speed, that will stop the injuries from 

occurring.  This feels wrong.  
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Mr. Udovic -  I feel like this is a compost pile.  As a landscaper, I’ve shoveled it, had delivered it 

into people’s yards, tilled it, spread it far and wide into the dark Ohio night, but I’ve never had a 

compost pile wrapped in tiny little package as it is being delivered right here now.  Thank you. 

 

President Cervenik – I would like to make a point the legislation only requires a helmet up to the 

age of 16.  It is going to committee. 

 

Mr. Harvey Mlachak – 23831 Lake Shore Blvd. - #2.  I see we’re about to get another restrictive 

evasive, dictatorial and ridiculous ordinance imposed upon the citizens of Euclid, primarily its 

children.  The words “civil infraction” as used in the ordinance confused me.  However, 

according to Black’s legal dictionary, civil infraction, an act or omission, though not a crime is 

prohibited by law and is punishable.  In some states many traffic violations are classified as civil 

infractions. 

 How are you going to enforce this law?  By having a police office stop some child, issue 

some type of paperwork requiring an appearance in Court to have them waive the $25 fine as in 

subsection b?  Or perhaps at the very least, pay a $25 waiver?  Once stopped, is the officer going 

to confiscate the bike, skates or other means of locomotion to further protect the child against 

himself until he shows up in Court with a helmet that must meet stringent specifications as set 

forth in your ordinance? 

 I spent a lot of time researching other areas helmet laws.  Do you know that operators of 

motorcycles with a permanent license nor their passengers, unless under 18 are not required to 

wear a helmet, source of Bureau of Motor Vehicles.  I believe this was overturned in court on the 

original traffic violation. The source of the information is the Bureau of Motor Vehicles, 

Cleveland Area Regional Service Center. 

 Do you know that none of our State Parks, none of our Metro Parks, have helmet laws?  

My source of information is Mr. Watson, Public Relations of our State Parks.  Do you know 

there is no state law requiring helmets when operating the equipment you are so blatantly are 

trying to regulate and class as a civil infraction?  Do you know that Mentor, Willoughby, 

Wickliffe, Eastlake, Cleveland have no helmet laws; except Eastlake which requires helmets 

only when using their skate park? 

 In light of all this research, I think this ordinance if legally challenged will be 

unenforceable.  Perhaps you say this comes under home rule.  I say home rule is just another 

form of municipal dictatorship.  Citizens and children enjoy your freedom and your freedom to 

choose with impunity to wear or not to wear your helmets.   

 Mr. Korosec the News Herald quotes you as saying, this ordinance probably will go to 

Council’s Safety Committee for further discussion.  I certainly hope so.  I certainly hope it dies a 

horrible, agonizing death.  Thank you very much. 

 

Mr. Mike DiDomenico – 24770 Farringdon.  I just saw this today and then I heard these other 

people speaking on this ordinance #2.  I take the opposite approach.  A mandatory helmet law for 

kids is a good thing.  It might be difficult to enforce, but head injuries are probably the most 

prevalent injury when failing from a bicycle or falling from roller blades.  It might be difficult to 

enforce but it would be a good thing.  It might make kids put on their helmet and if you save 

some kid’s brain, that’s a good thing. 

 #8, this is just an additional $4,000 for copper gutters at the City hall next door. This may 

already be in process. I don’t know if you’ve looked into maybe just doing aluminum gutters 

because they might be less expensive and you can get them in different colors.  In times when 

you might be looking at saving money on the budget, maybe some aluminum gutters that are 

colored might save you a few bucks.  It might only be a few bucks, but copper over aluminum, it 

might be cheaper to go that route.  Thank you. 

 

Councilman Korosec moved to rise and report.  Councilman Gruber seconded. Yeas:  

Unanimous. 

 

LEGISLATION 

 

      Ord. (270-00) Third Reading-Rezoning 

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) 

 

Third Reading.  Public Hearing March 19, 2001. 
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     Ord. (367-01) Helmets-Safety Committee 

An ordinance enacting new Section 371.17of the Traffic Code of the Codified Ordinances of the 

City of Euclid regarding protective helmets for persons operating bicycles, skateboards, roller-

skates, or in-line skates (i.e. "Rollerblades").  (Sponsored by Councilpersons Korosec, McGarry, 

Gruber, Miller) 

 

Councilman Korosec moved for passage, Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail seconded. 

 

Councilman Korosec – I’m not going to go into a whole schpeel on why we need this legislation 

today, there’s going to be plenty of time for that come the Safety Committee Meeting.  Just to let 

you know there are communities close to us, Lakewood, Beachwood, Bratenhal, Orange Village, 

just some off the top of my head that do have this legislation. According to the police chiefs in 

those communities, it does work.  It is an educational tool.  It is not meant to have the police 

officers confiscate bicycles or anything like that.  I move to put this into Safety Committee and 

schedule a meeting as soon as possible. 

 

Councilman Korosec moved Ord. (367-01) into Safety Committee.  Councilwoman McGarry 

seconded. 

 

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

       Valencic, Cervenik 

Into Safety Committee. 

 

      Res. 34-2001 (353-01) Amend CRA-E  
A resolution amending Res. No. 164-1999 and Res. No. 108-1992 which designated 

“Community Reinvestment Area E” passed by Council on April 20, 1992 pursuant to Sections 

3735.36 of the Ohio Revised Code and amending the real property improvements eligible for tax 

abatement.  (Sponsored by Mayor Oyaski) 

 

Councilman Flowers moved for passage, Councilwoman Miller seconded. 

 

Mayor Oyaski – This legislation would implement what we all intend to happen at the 

redevelopment at E. 205 and the lake.  This amendment to our existing community reinvestment 

area program, if passed, would mean there would be no tax abatement whatsoever for the new 

construction at the 205 and lake parcel.  This is a waiver or amendment to our existing rule that 

would otherwise provide abatement.  We expect to have a number of proposals come in a couple 

of weeks for this improvement.  It is our intention that we recoup as much as possible back to the 

community through fully taxed improvements at 205.  This change would be necessary to 

remove tax abatement from that particular lakefront parcel. 

 

Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail – I know we can only amend this community reinvestment act 

so many times.  If we are looking at other future projects, would it make sense to look at a 

broader amendment for other projects?   

 

Mayor Oyaski – I agree with Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail we should look to move away 

from tax abatement as an incentive because it does put a burden on all of the other tax payers.  

Mr. Gliha has been here since the inception of this program, he can answer technical question. 

 

Mr. Gliha – The law is a little unclear when it comes to housing only CRA’s.  They do mention 

the two amendments but it’s more geared towards the industrial/commercial.  I believe we would 

have the leadway to amend this a little bit more.  But, the state really would like all cities to 

eventually come into compliance with the post-1994 CRA laws, which are much more 

complicated than the grandfathered CRA’s.  I feel we are safe right now.  If we need to do 

another amendment, I think we can do it.  The one thing you do have to keep in mind is the other 

CRA’s that we have which include housing but also commercial and industrial properties.  If 

those definitely are amended more than twice, we have to restructure the program. 

 

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

Unanimous. 

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

       Valencic, Cervenik.  Passed 
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   Ord. 35-2001 (339a-01) Amend P&Z 

An ordinance amending Section 1311.03 of the Planning and 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 the Service 

Director) (Recommended for passage by the Planning & Zoning Commission) 

 

Councilman Gallagher moved for passage, Councilman Gruber seconded. 

 

Director Gulich – We are asking to amend the section of the code in regards to plats and 

subdivisions.  We are asking for a proposed developer, before we could issue the necessary 

permits that this proposed developer furnish us with a performance and indemnity bond.  This 

would guaranty the installation of the improvements.  Furthermore we are asking for a cash 

security as guaranty.  We are asking for a time period to be attached to a job so we could require 

a job to be completed within a certain amount of time.  We are also asking for a corporate surety 

bond guarantying completion. We may require a restoration bond if necessary and also we are 

asking to raise the indemnity insurance, we were at $100,000 for personal liability and only 

$25,000 for property damage.  We are asking for $1 million on the bodily and property damage 

and $2 million on the property damage.  The last time these ordinances were revised was 1962. 

 

President Cervenik – Our Zoning Commissioner sent us a memo that this was passed, as well as 

the next ordinance, unanimously by Planning & Zoning after thorough review. 

 

Commissioner Hayes – That’s correct. 

 

Councilman Gallagher – Is this ordinance based on any other city’s existing ordinance? 

 

Director Gulich – Other city’s ordinances were reviewed.  I can’t say this mimics any ordinance 

particularly from another city.  We did look at what other cities are doing and we did draw upon 

their ordinances. 

 

Councilman Gallagher – In paragraph a, it provides that they subdivider shall provide in cash, 

cash security and a bond.  Is that duplicative?  Or, do you intend for them to do both? 

 

Director Gulich – I would say but I would defer to Director Murphy, that we would have the 

option or doing it either or in this situation. 

 

Director Murphy – The cash security is to cover the cost of the improvements.  The bond 

referred to is to cover defects in the work after the work is completed.  The surety bond will 

ensure the improvements are done in a workmanlike fashion. 

 

Councilman Gallagher – Somebody who wants to construct a new subdivision here at $1 million, 

would have to put $1 million in a local bank and provide a bond of how much? 

 

Director Murphy – The bond requirements are discretionary with the Service Director. 

 

Councilman Gallagher – Is that typical for them to post a cash security as well as a bond?  It 

seems possibly duplicative. 

 

Director Murphy – I don’t think its duplicative.  There’s two different purposes.  One is to cover 

the cost of the improvement.  The bond is to cover the after-work to ensure that it is done 

correctly and in accordance with our code.  I don’t think its duplicative.  Is it done any place 

else?  That I’m not sure. 

 

Councilman Korosec – If they’ve got to put in the cash security, how is that going to take away 

from the options that we have when we do go out for bid?  How narrowly are we setting 

ourselves, not only for some other type of work, but how many companies are going to be able to 

put in that kind of cash?  Are we restricting ourselves from the companies that we are going to be 

getting bids from? 
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Director Gulich – I don’t believe we would be restricting ourselves.  What we are looking for is 

guarantees to the city for the welfare of the city.  Whoever enters in any type of agreements 

would fulfill all their obligations. 

 

Director Murphy – This is not something we would be bidding on.  This is the cost of 

improvements installed by the developer, not by the city. 

 

Councilwoman Valencic – Has the city always had sole control of this disbursement of the cash 

security?  Have we always had that control? 

 

Director Gulich – When we’ve exercised that we have had control. 

 

Councilwoman Valencic – Is this added to this ordinance that we currently do not have? 

 

Director Gulich – We’ve exercised this before.  We did the Edgecliff extension.  That developer 

did provide a security for the city in the form of a bond and that amount was set by the Service 

Director. 

 

Councilwoman Valencic – This is something we are adding to the ordinance for our protection? 

 

Director Gulich – Yes, for our protection. 

 

Councilman Gallagher – I would just like to go back to the question about cash security.  If a 

developer puts in a million dollar improvement, he has to deposit with a local bank, $1 million.  

He has to advance that and leave it sitting there.  That doesn’t seem realistic. 

 

Director Murphy – The intent is to sit there and then be drawn down upon as the work is done.  

In other words, this insures the developer has the funds to do the improvements he has told the 

city he was going to do.  We don’t get half-way through a project and then run into a bankrupt 

developer. 

 

Councilman Gallagher – I understand the purpose, I just wonder if its practical. 

 

President Cervenik – What they are saying is cash security would be a loan that the back is going 

to give them.  You are not taking a million dollars and depositing it.  The bank only gives you 

$800,000 on a $1 million project and you are going to need to come up with this other $200,000. 

Which the bank would probably make you do anyway.  It’s not really a direct deposit into the 

bank.  Having the funds certified by the bank that they are available to use for the project.  The 

security could be cash, it could be a letter of credit, it could be a construction loan that you 

would get if you were building a house.  It could be any type of security. 

 

Councilman Gallagher moved to close debate, Councilman Flowers 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. 36-2001 (340-01) Drainage Permits 

An ordinance amending Sections 1327.09 and 1327.10 of the P&Z 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, utility and other requirements as conditions for issuance of construction 

permits.  (Sponsored by Councilman Gruber by request of Service Director) (Recommended for 

passage by the Planning & Zoning Commission) 

 

Councilman Gruber moved for passage, Councilman Korosec seconded. 
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Director Gulich – Our intention with this revision is to bring these ordinances in line with the 

mandated EPA Storm Water Phase 2 mandates that we have to come on line with by the year 

2003.  We are asking for two amendments.  Under sanitary sewer connections, the fees are 

already spelled out in another section of the code, we are asking for any costs for the necessary 

engineering services required or incurred by the Service Director to be past along in regard to 

sanitary sewer retention, that we would have to do as far as our review of the plans.   

 Under storm sewer connections, we are asking a non-refundable fee of $100 for a 

residentially zoned subdivision.  The original fee scale which was sent in 1948 set that non-

refundable fee at $25.  At this point, 53 years later we are asking for an increase to $100. 

 For non-residential lots, we are asking for a one time non-refundable fee of $300.  Are 

intentions are to bring all our ordinances in line with the Storm Water Phase 2 requirements.  We 

are asking for a deposit to be made in regard to engineering services of $2,000.  That would be 

used to cover the fees of our reviews and determinations of whether the retention being done is 

satisfactory. 

 

Councilwoman Miller moved to close debate, Councilwoman Valencic seconded.  Yeas:  

Unanimous. 

 

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

Unanimous. 

 

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

       Valencic, Cervenik 

Passed. 

 

      Ord. 37-2001 (364-01) Sewer Connection Fees 

An emergency ordinance amending Section 921.07 of Part Nine, Title Three, Utilities Chapter 

921, Sewers and Water Generally, of the Codified Ordinances of the City of Euclid by 

Prohibiting Use of or Connection to City Sewers and Facilities without a Permit, Establishing 

Fee Requirements Therefor, and Repealing Former Sections 921.07 and 921.08. (Sponsored by 

Councilman Gruber by request of the Service Director) 

 

Councilman Gruber moved for passage, Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail seconded. 

 

Director Gulich – We are asking to bring these portions of the code in line with our Storm Water 

Phase 2 requirements that are going to be past down by the year 2003.  This section of the code 

we are dealing with integration of surroundings and environments.  If someone proposes a new 

building, a new development that’s fine.  Anything they propose in the way of development, run-

off, they will have to comply with the storm water management plan we are adapting.  In the 

plans they submit, as you look down farther, we’re asking for their submittal to be in line with 

the Storm Water Management Plan.  Their application and permit request, they will have to 

demonstrate they are in line with Storm Water Management Plan. 

 

Councilman Gruber moved to close debate, Councilman Gallagher seconded.  Yeas:  

Unanimous. 

 

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

Unanimous. 

 

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

       Valencic, Cervenik 

Passed. 

 

  Res. (366-01) Sidewalks to be Done 

A resolution pursuant to Chapter 903 of the Codified Ordinances of the City of Euclid, declaring 

that certain specified sidewalks and aprons be constructed or repaired in the manner provided by 

said Chapter 903. (Sponsored by Councilpersons Gruber and McGarry by request of Service 

Director) 

 

Councilman Gallagher  moved for passage, Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail seconded. 
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Director Gulich – We don’t have a capital budget yet.  The Mayor has asked me to put together a 

curbs, resurfacing and sidewalk program. We have advertised, we have gone out for bids.  When 

we do have a capital budget in order and the administration decides to go ahead and do a 

sidewalks, curbs and resurfacing program, I would ask that these streets be included on the list. 

 

Councilman Korosec moved Ord. (366-01) into the Finance Committee.  Councilwoman 

Holzheimer Gail seconded. 

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

       Valencic, Cervenik 

Into Finance Committee. 

 

     Ord. 38-2001 (365-01) Gutters Old City Hall 

An emergency ordinance amending Ordinance No.176-2000, passed by Council on July 31, 

2000, authorizing the Director of Public Service of the City of Euclid to enter into a contract with 

Reader Tinning and Roofing for the labor and materials necessary to remove and replace the 

copper Built-In Drain Ways (gutters) at Old City Hall, for an additional amount of Four 

Thousand One Hundred Twenty-Five Dollars ($4,125.00). Total cost of the amended contract 

will be in an amount not to exceed Thirty One Thousand Seven Hundred Seventy-Five Dollars 

($31,775.00).  (Sponsored by Councilman Gallagher by request of Service Director) 

 

Councilwoman McGarry moved for passage, Councilwoman Valencic seconded. 

 

Director Gulich – I’m sure you all remember it wasn’t that long ago we passed this ordinance 

authorizing the Service Director to have this work done to our old City Hall.  In keeping with the 

pace of the history of the building, we did want to do the drainways in the same fashion as the 

original construction, which did include copper. When we got into the work itself, we found out 

there was some additional rotted boards in the roof itself that were beyond the scope of the 

original plan of work.  There was a provision in Reader’s contract where they could do that work 

on a time and material basis.  Our Building Superintendent, Denny Valencic, did go up on the 

scaffolding to view the additional rotted wood up there.  The Service Director at the time did 

authorize this additional work.  Now the work has been completed and we did tell Council we 

would come back in the event there were any additional costs.  The additional cost of this rotted 

wood on a time and material basis came to $4,125.  If there’s any questions, I’ll be glad to 

answer them. 

 

Councilman Gruber – Just for clarification, I know you said it several times, but this is not for 

actual copper gutters, this is for rotted wood found during the job of replacing the gutters at Old 

City Hall. 

 

Director Gulich – That is correct.  The roof is in good shape.  It has held up for 75 years and we 

can get another 75 years on it. 

 

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

 

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

Unanimous. 

 

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.  Councilwoman McGarry 

seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 

 

Mr. Joseph Udovic – 21371 Naumann.  I wasn’t here at the last meeting, but I have a question 

about (361-01).  There’s a levy assessed to cutting of the weeds on vacant lots, from what I 

understand from this thing I picked up at City Hall.  I have here pictures of a lot on the corner of 

my street, Naumann, 215 and Ivan.  I was wondering why the city isn’t being assessed for cutting 

of the high grass?  This lot has been vacant for 50 years.  If you want people to maintain their 

lots, the City has got to take their work and do their work as well.  
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Mr. Udovic -  Tomorrow I will be here at City Hall.  I will request a meeting with Mr. Gulich 

and Recreation Director on how we can improve this lot.  I took pictures recently and developed 

film that I took for a job I am doing.  The way I see it is, even if we put some trees on the lot, it 

would gratefully improve the condition than what it is right now.  I’m talking about broken glass 

on the lot.  No edging, looks like there’s even a dead limb on the lot.  This lot has been vacant 

for the past 50 years. 

 The next thing I would like to address is the use of vulgarity here in City Council. I am 

totally against it.  There’s a lot of things in City Council, I don’t agree with.  I have class.  I have 

style.  I have majored in English in college.  I know proper use of the English words.  I have 

been in some of the finest homes in Gates Mills for dinner, yet I have also eaten and been with 

poor people at the city mission.   

 I don’t think its polite that people come up here and use vulgar words.  This is the third 

time I’ve heard a councilman being sworn at.  Twice at a meeting and one time at the I-X Center.  

The way I see it is I believe this behaviorism is going to stop.  I think we should put some type of 

ordinance on the book.  Have a book of etiquette and pass them out to the people and say if you 

don’t abide by it, get yourself out in the parking lot and stay there.  I respect people.  I don’t 

agree with everything that is being said here in Council, but I respect the work that you do in the 

city and for the city.  I’m a citizen.  I’m only a poor little democrat here, maybe I’m big 

shouldered and big mouthed, but I’ll be honest with you, I have a lot of respect for life in all its 

myriad forms.   

 To me this is an honor and a privilege for me to be up here and talk to Council.  The First 

Amendment says Freedom of Speech, political speech.  It is like a driver’s license.  It is a right. 

It can be taken away.  The people of Euclid better realize it when they come up here and say 

something is wrong, that privilege is going to be taken away permanently for some people.  

Thank you very much. 

 

President Cervenik – I’ve got to admit, when you started talking about compost piles, I put my 

finger on the kill switch.  Thanks for the comments. 

 

Mr. Jack Fraier – 235 Greenbriar Court.  Items 4, 5, & 6 on the agenda, triggered a question in 

my mind.  I wonder if anybody recalls, do we have any ordinances that protect trees when a plot 

is developed?  Or that require a developer to replace trees?  I’m thinking specifically of the 

Bennington Hamlet project, where almost all the trees had to be removed because all the lines, 

utility lines, sewer lines and so on, are underground.  When those lines were installed, the tree 

roots were badly damaged and the trees probably would have died anyway.  Does anybody have 

an answer to that question, I’d appreciate it and I think the citizens would also appreciate having 

their memories refreshed. 

 One other item about trees, I was pleased to receive in my mail last week the latest issue 

of Euclid Today.  I hope everybody reads page 2, where the 1,000th tree will be planted on April 

27th, and we are counting on a big turnout for that affair.  Thank you. 

 

Director Gulich – In regards to the trees, under the new legislation we are passing, obviously 

these aren’t the only pieces, a proposed developer when they submit their plan, they will have to 

note all the trees that are existing out there.  They would have to indicate to us which ones they 

intend on removing and it has to go through the whole approval process, Planning & Zoning, the 

whole nine yards and through Council, so everyone will have their chance to see what type of 

impact is being planned. 

 

Mr. Fraier – Does the Architectural Review Board have any control over landscaping?  I see the 

Mayor nodding his head and I’m assuming that’s a yes.  Thank you. 

 

Mr. Dennis Berzinskas – 20890 S. Lake Shore Blvd.  On the senior center.  We’ve got plenty of 

places for a senior center.  There are more than Sims Park.  Sims Park is a greenspace.  Let’s 

leave it a greenspace.  A park is not a 20 x 30 ft. plot with a bush on it.  You’ll eat up the park 

doing this.  Question, where is the bird sanctuary sign that used to be at the park?  It’s been gone 

for a long time.  Is there a reason for it missing?  We would like it replaced. 

 Senior center, you can put it up at Memorial Park.  When I was at Shore, most of the 

space taken up by the senior center was for administrative staff.  You could put it in a 120-130 ft. 

by 80 ft. building with a second floor.  Even doing so, you are going to cost us millions of 

dollars.  The taxpayers who come up here ask you for things that cost thousands or hundreds of 

thousands of dollars.  When you do something it costs us millions of dollars.  Think twice before 

putting up a center.  The seniors aren’t asked to be moved off the golf course.   
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Mr. Berzinskas - You are going to cost us millions of dollars and we don’t have it.  I’ll bring up 

sewers and water.  Twenty years we will be paying for sewers.  We have a lot of sewer work to 

do.  That’s where our money will go.  Build a better city but build it with the citizens and help 

the citizens, work with the citizens.  I know some of you have ideas of your own and you try to 

push your own agendas, I don’t like that and I’ll come up here every time that I find out.  I 

applaud the people who have the backbone to stick up for something and let’s stick up for not 

putting a senior center where it doesn’t belong or even moving one. Save us some money.  

Thank you. 

 

Mr. Bobby Gecewich – 20150 Crystal.  I was just curious as to whether or not this is supposed to 

be a form of representative government.  On the second legislation on tonight’s agenda, 4 people 

came up here to speak and 3 of the 4 people opposed the ordinance.  Yet, there wasn’t a single 

council person who represented what they believed.  Out of those 3 people who opposed it, two 

of them opposed it strongly.  I was just curious as to how a representative government is 

supposed to work, because it doesn’t seem to be working here. 

 

President Cervenik – That piece of legislation was put into Committee.  There will be a full, 

public meeting on that legislation and it will be announced to the public.  That’s why comments 

were not made this evening concerning the legislation.   

 

Mr. Harvey Mlachak – 23831 Lake Shore Blvd.  Euclid, Ohio.  I would just like to say publicly 

what I said out in the foyer amongst a couple of people before the meeting started.  In my 

research on the ordinance (367-01), I talked to a lot of Clerks of Councils and a lot of politicians 

for information and I insisted on accurate information.  What I said out in the foyer, I would like 

to say one thing, Mrs. Cahill, our Clerk of Council, you fellas have got a gem.  She is as about as 

efficient and everything else as they come.  Take care of that young lady, she deserves it. 

 

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

Unanimous. 

 

COUNCILMEN’S COMMENTS 

President Cervenik – We have a Senior Committee Meeting and Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail 

has offered to change the date of that meeting.  The Finance Director informed me just before the 

meeting started that he would like to have a meeting on the 12th to discuss our budget, if that’s 

okay with you? 

 

Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail – I was just going to remind people about but yes that’s fine.  

We need to finalize the budget prior to revisiting the senior center.  I’d be happy to reschedule 

that and will do so promptly. 

 

President Cervenik – I hate to put the seniors, both sides of the groups, off, but we have to have a 

budget passed by March 31st, and we have some work to do.  We will have budget hearings, this 

Wednesday, and the 12th and 14th.  The 7th, 12th, and 14th, will be budget hearings at 7:00 here. 

 

ADJOURN 

Councilman Gruber moved to adjourn.  Councilman Korosec seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 

Attest: 

 

 

 

____________________________   ____________________________ 

Clerk of Council     President of Council 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


