
COUNCIL MINUTES 

NOVEMBER 3, 2003 

 

The regular City Council meeting was held on Monday, November 3, 2003 at 7 p.m. in the Euclid City Hall 

Council Chamber.  President Gudenas presided. 

 

Members Present: Delaney, Gruber, Holzheimer Gail, Langman, Lisy, McTighe, Miller, Sustarsic, Gudenas 

 

Others Present: Mayor Oyaski, Acting Law Director Vento de Crespo, Public Service Director Gulich, 

Finance Director Balazs, Parks & Recreation Director DeMinico, Acting CS&ED 

Director Gliha, Building Commissioner Apanasewicz, Administration Director Johnson, 

Zoning Commissioner Hayes, Housing Manager Tollerup, Fire Chief Dworning, Police 

Chief Maine, Sgt.-at-Arms Volk, Clerk of Council Cahill 

 

Rev. Gary Henderson of East Shore United Methodist Church gave the invocation. 

 

COMMUNICATIONS 

Council has received the following communications: 

A letter from Prosecutor Wiegand regarding withdrawing the City of Euclid’s appeal to the Department of 

Liquor Control Euclid Dollar at 22346 Lake Shore Blvd. 

A letter from the Social Security Administration regarding the proposed consolidation of the Euclid Social 

Security Office. 

A Resolution from the City of Broadview Heights urging the Ohio Senate to reverse the provision of house 

Bill 95. 

A letter to Brandsetter Carroll Zofcin from Building Commissioner Apanasewicz regarding the Briardale 

Greens Clubhouse and Banquet Facility. 

A memo from Administrator Evangelista regarding the Prescription Drug Program. 

Information on the Citizens’ Advisory Committee from Acting Director Gliha. 

A letter from the urban Affairs of Cleveland State University regarding Ordinance 207-2003. 

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

 

COUNCIL MINUTES 

Councilwoman Miller moved to approve October 20, 2003 minutes; seconded by Councilman McTighe.  

Yeas:  Unanimous. 

 

ADMINISTRATION REPORTS & COMMUNICATIONS 

Mayor Oyaski – We start first with some comments from the Chief of the Police Department, David Maine. 

 

Chief Maine – I just wanted to share two events that happened last week.  Back in May, if you’ll remember, 

there was the incident down at Case Western Reserve University, where the Cleveland Police Department had 

requested the Euclid Police Department to assist in the resolution of that barricaded hostage/gunman situation.  

Both on Tuesday evening at the Silver and Gold Honorary Society and again, on Wednesday down in 

Columbus, the Attorney General’s Law Enforcement Conference, the Cleveland Police Department along with 

Euclid Police Department were honored for the rather fortuitous resolution of that conflict.   

 In fact at the Conference down at the Attorney General’s Conference in Columbus, the Euclid Police 

Department was awarded the Medal of Valor.  And that’s, I think, speaks very highly of the quality and the 

training that members of that team have put into becoming the effective unit that they are.  And I just brought 

this up because I think they deserve the recognition and I’d like to thank the Administration, the Council for 

the support that you’ve shown over the years to provide the kind of equipment and training that has made 

them the team that they are.  Thank you very much.   

 

Mayor Oyaski – Thank you, Chief, and the Administration, the Council wants to thank you and everybody on 

the ERT for what you did that day and what you’re prepared to do on our behalf.  We greatly appreciate that. 

 I direct your attention to this beautiful mini poster that was produced by Bill Tomko.  Bill Tomko wanted 

all of you to have it and to distribute it into the community.  It’s a fine colored memorabilia about the efforts 

of the City to celebrate the Bicentennial that our friends at the Euclid Historical Museum were involved in, 

especially the creation of the Museum and the time capsule that sits out in the lobby.  But I know Mr. Tomko 

has been working on this for some time and he definitely wants you to have it and we do thank Mr. Tomko for 

what he does, including upcoming Veterans Day, which will be November 11th in these Chambers at 11 a.m. 

in the morning.   

 Mr. Chairman, I hope everybody gets out to vote tomorrow.  The polls will open in less than 12 hours.  I 

do wish all candidates the best of luck.  I do want to remind voters that used to vote at Euclid Park Clubhouse 

that they will be voting in the rear room at Alexander’s Restaurant.  And the voters that voted at the Knuth 

Senior Center will be voting at Memorial Park Elementary School. 

 Mr. Chairman, I hope you and everyone else can join us at the Grand Opening and Tour for Powdermet.  

We’ve been waiting for Powdermet to open here in Euclid up on Euclid Avenue in front of the Manor and 

everyone is invited to their Friday, November 7, 2003, Open House from 11 a.m. to 4 p.m.  
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 And finally, Mr. Chairman, I’d ask that we all rise for a moment of silence.  Burt Nicholson, who’s 86 

years old, passed away a week ago yesterday.  Burt Nicholson had a wonderful family and a wife named 

Mary, long time Euclid resident.  He more than, I think, any other senior citizen worked tirelessly for the last 

10 years to bring about the Senior Center that he knew was under construction before he passed away.  So 

please join me for a moment of silence for Mr. Nicholson.  (moment of silence)  Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

 

President Gudenas – That’s the conclusion of your comments? 

 

Mayor Oyaski – Yes. 

 

President Gudenas – Okay, thank you. 

 

REPORTS & COMMITTEE MINUTES 

Councilwoman Miller moved to receive and approve the Board of Control Minutes of October 6th and October 

14, 2003; seconded by Councilman Langman.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 

 

President Gudenas – We are adding Resolution 581, which will be #11 on the agenda. 

Moved by Councilwoman Miller, seconded by Councilman Sustarsic to waive the 24 hour notice and place on 

the agenda Res. (581-03).  Roll Call:  Yeas: Unanimous. 

 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Councilman Gruber moved to go into the Committee of the Whole for Legislative Matters Only; seconded by 

Councilman Delaney.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 

 

Mr. Mike McPhillips – 20531 Crystal Ave.  I’m, I know it’s kind of unusual.  Usually you don’t speak about 

Items 1 and 2 because it’s only a First Reading, but in case you waive that I do want to get my point in about 

those because I do have to go to a School Board meeting. 

 I am on the Euclid School Board and I had the opportunity to review the plans related to the church 

project in Items 1 and 2.  And that church project, if you look at the plans, they have 16 classrooms as part of 

this church.  There’s been no mention that they were going to use this as a charter school; however, there is a 

possibility with that number of classrooms that they could actually operate a charter school from that facility.  

And if you’ve been reading the Plain Dealer over the last couple of months, you know that there are good 

charter schools and bad charter schools; and unfortunately, there’s more bad charter schools than good charter 

schools.  Last year there was a good charter school trying to move into the City of Euclid.  Unfortunately, that 

didn’t work out.  I’m concerned that a bad charter school may attempt to operate out of this church facility.  

So if any friend of Euclid Public Schools would be concerned about that as well and any Councilperson, and I 

know candidates have talked about it and Mayoral candidate has talked about this.  That before this rezoning 

is granted that there be a written agreement that no charter school be operated from this facility unless they’re 

going to tell us up front that there is a charter school and who’s going to be operating it.   

 There’s a great deal of tax dollars lost to public schools if a charter school opens.  And if it’s a good 

charter school, that’s fine or if it’s a religious school like Holy Cross or St. Robert’s, St. Christine’s.  That 

doesn’t have a negative effect on the funding for public schools.  That’s fine if they want to operate a religious 

school.  My only concern is that if they’re going to operate a charter school from this facility that there should 

be a written agreement saying they cannot do that or I don’t think that this rezoning should be granted. 

 In addition on #10, the motion to reconsider I would certainly support overriding it.  It was a unanimous 

decision by Council.  I think it’s a good idea to have larger houses and more valuable houses, which would 

generate more tax dollars. In fact I would even go further and suggest that the 100% tax abatement for the first 

5 years for new housing be removed from this property if the proposal is to build the smaller houses that 

they’re talking about building.  So thank you very much and good luck to all of you tomorrow.  Thank you. 

 

Mr. William Hilf – 891 E. 237 St.  I’m here to speak tonight on the motion to reconsider Item #10.  I find it 

interesting the timing of this veto and the actions behind this veto considering the Mayor’s own 

Administration sponsored this legislation.  This didn’t come from Council this came from the Building 

Commissioner.  The Administration spoke out in favor of this legislation at the last meeting and Council voted 

in favor of it unanimously.  So I find the timing of the veto to be rather interesting and I wonder about its 

intent considering the Administration was the driving force behind this legislation and then the Mayor turns 

around and vetoes his Administration’s own legislation. 

 I also wonder about some of the comments that were in the paper about this.  If certain Council peoples 

had problems with this legislation when it was up, they should have spoken at the time.  To show respect to 

this body, this legislative body here, you should have spoken at the time that the legislation was up not vote in 

favor of it and then turn around and talked to the newspapers about it.  If you have a problem with something 

that comes before you, your job and duty and mission is to say it here so that all the voters and the residents of 

the City that you represent get a chance to hear it not to newspapers where they get to read about it.  Thank 

you. 
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Mr. Linnelll Kinds, Jr. – 177 E. 192nd St.  I want to address Item 4 on the agenda.  The property split at 192nd 

122.  When I was at Planning & Zoning, this issue passed by a 3-2 vote.  I didn’t protest it because I was sort 

of blindsided.  I didn’t know what it was about.  But I left that night.  The next day I went down and looked at 

this property.  This is a long, narrow lot, which will be ideal for one home not two.  They’ve been talking 

about the lot sizes in Euclid being a problem.  To allow this split to take place would be a travesty.  To build 

two homes there with 6’ backyards is ludicrous.  You put a 6’ backyard in, where’s kids going to play?  In the 

street, the instant nuisance.  This two houses on the small lot, where’s landscaping to enhance the beauty of 

the neighborhood?  It doesn’t take place.  On the street there already exist four brand new homes each in 

access of $200,000, why should they be allowed to be devalued by building two houses here?  In addition I 

think another problem would be location.  This lot is located near the lake.  Now in Euclid in the past year 

there’s been new construction on 199th, 201 and also Edgecliff.  Each of these houses sold well in access of 

$200,000.  Now on this lot you build one well-designed, well-planned house, I’m certain you would have, the 

builder would have no problem selling that house well in access of $200,000 because of its close proximity to 

the lake.   

 Another thing I’m concerned with, this is a private street, private.  Now they’re going to improve the 

street, I understand, from talking to people that live.  They’re charging $1,000 per homeowner.  The builder 

proposes that bought this lot, he’s going to kick in a thousand dollars, but he wants to put in, build two houses.  

That’s not right.  I don’t think it’s right for someone to come to Euclid, devalue our property, build inadequate 

housing, two houses on a small lot.  Then go back to Concord and probably talk about how Euclid’s being 

rundown.  If he would make this proposal in Concord, they wouldn’t allow it.  I don’t think anyone should be 

allowed to come to Euclid and devalue the street where property already exists and I strongly urge you to 

reconsider and overturn the decision of the Planning & Zoning Board.  Thank you. 

 

Mrs. Deborah Kinds – 177 E. 192 St.  I would like to address Item 4 and Item 10.  At Planning & Zoning I 

stressed strong opposition to the building of two homes and concern over the fact that they were talking about 

2,000 sq. ft. homes being proposed at a value between $170 and 180,000.  When the four new houses that 

were just constructed were at or just within mere hundreds of $200,000.  One of the other things, issues that I 

had a concern for that was when a house is appraised, it takes the value of the most recent houses sold, on an 

average.  What an appraiser does, he looks at those houses usually within six months to a year of what’s being 

sold and he compares the houses in size as some of the parameters with which he appraises the home.  If those 

homes would be built with 2,000 sq. ft. size as has been indicated in the proposed new housing guidelines and 

the value is less, it would greatly undervalue the other homes on the street and actually affect the appreciation 

of those houses would achieve. 

 The other issue I have of concern with that is at the Planning & Zoning meeting it was indicated that this 

variance, this resolution would be grandfathered in and not have to fulfill those requirements of 2,000 sq. ft.  

That’s another concern.  We were at other Council meetings or Planning & Zoning meetings where the issue 

was for the properties for the church that they needed to fulfill that requirement.  Those issues are also on the 

plate tonight for lot splits and that’s another concern for me. 

 Another concern is Item 10 on the agenda.  Item 10 is an ordinance amending the Building & Housing 

Code where they want us to reconsider this.  But yet and still at the Planning & Zoning meeting it was 

mentioned that this potential property to be built on 192nd would be able to also be grandfathered in.  Are we 

going to stick to the 2,000 sq. ft. requirement or are we not going to? 

 

Ms. Kimberly Royster – 171 E. 192nd St.  And I would also like to address Item 4 on the agenda.  And I’m 

also coming from a professional aspect of this also.  I work with Symthe Cramer Co. and I am also opposed to 

the splitting of the two lots.  Because of the size of the lot, it’s very narrow and the two houses will be 

bunched together on this lot making the curb appeal very unappealing to our neighborhood.  I am also one of 

the new homeowners, the four new homes that were built.  The property value of our homes will be 

depreciating with these two homes that are going to be bunched together on this property.  As a professional, 

these homes will also be harder to sell because of the yard space, because of the unappealingness of the front 

of the property.  We want to build our City up.  We want to build our street up and make it a more of an 

upscale, more appealing and not just throwing together, you know, cheap homes for people to move into.  

Thank you. 

 

Mr. Tom Cooke – 23100 Chardon Rd.  I have several, several issues I want to address.  Number 1, Item #7, I 

strongly, strongly support the purchase of these police vehicles for the Police Department.  I’ve had the 

privilege and the opportunity to drive around with these police officers in various vehicles.  I know the 

condition of these vehicles.  I know how they drive them, how they have to drive them and how they’re used 

on literally 24-hour basis.  I believe Ed, you yourself, also have had the opportunity to see these vehicles used 

and you understand the conditions that they’re in.  These vehicles are used to protect, not only the officers 

within the police car, but also the community.  This is something this community needs badly.  It’s a step in 

the front direction.  Vote for it unanimously.  Do not use it as a political football and don’t backtrack a week 

from now, okay? 
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 Item #10, Motion to Reconsider.  I’m going to be referencing the front-page article of the Euclid News 

Journal with regard to my comments.  I don’t agree with the Mayor’s veto of this legislation regarding the 

2,000 sq. ft. minimum requirements for new home construction and would like to respond to his various 

reasons for vetoing this legislation as noted in the Euclid Sun Journal. 

 Number 1, one of the reasons mentioned was Council only took 6 minutes and 30 seconds to discuss this 

issue.  To me when this, when you were conversing and going over this issue it appealed or it appeared that 

Council had already discussed the issue earlier and that the benefits of this legislation were so obvious that it 

did not warrant further discussion.  It was actually a relief to see Council move quickly on an issue instead of 

verbally beating it to death.   

 Item #2, this legislation increases the minimum requirements for new homebuilding by 50%, which is 

greater than 95% of the existing units.  This was the argument not to increase or an argument used not to 

increase to the 2,000 sq. ft. minimum.  According to the National Association of Homebuilders, the average 

home built in the United States today is 2200 sq. ft.  In 1970 the average new home built was 1400 sq. ft.   The 

majority of homes in Euclid are of the 1940 and 1950 vintage and, obviously, much smaller than the national 

trend has been over the last 50 years.  People want larger homes.  If they don’t have larger homes made 

available to them, they will simply go elsewhere.  This legislation only addresses the obvious.  It’s right off  

the Internet.  It’s pretty obvious.   

 The other argument against the ordinance, the ordinance will have a detrimental impact on the City’s 

legal, economic and financial position.  Economically and financially speaking the larger, more expensive 

homes will be built, that will be built that will be built, which in turn means a larger tax base, which means 

more revenue for the City and the schools.  People who afford these homes will also have more disposable 

income to spend on business establishments that are located within the City and are located within the City of 

Euclid.  I can only see this as a win-win situation for the City, businesses located within the City and for 

Euclid residents.  Legally, anything can be challenged.  I don’t see challenge as being a legitimate stumbling 

block when compared to the greater good that can be achieved by this ordinance.   

 I believe that the concern over the legal challenges has its roots in the concern over how the developer, 

American Church Builders, will use this ordinance as a wedge or a political baseball bat to achieve its goals of 

building its development south of Euclid Avenue.  Many of the homes that were proposed by American 

Church Builders for this development do not even meet the current minimum square foot requirements of 

1350 sq. ft.  The arrogance of such a proposal that does not even meet the local minimum requirements is 

astounding.  It is obvious that American Church Builders wants to invest as little as possible to the community 

of Euclid. 

 Item #4, the City of Euclid’s 1996 Master Plan suggested that the minimum square footage requirement 

for new home construction be increased to satisfy the demand for upscale housing and to keep existing Euclid 

homeowners, who need for more room and desire to stay in Euclid will both be accomplished.  The 1996 

Master Plan also suggested to use the site south of Euclid Avenue for this purpose.  The same site where 

American Church Builders is proposing its development.  If our own Master Plan suggests this, why are we 

not going to follow it?  Why are we doing what is in direct conflict to what has been suggested by Euclid’s 

Master Plan? 

 Item #5, the Home Builders Association strongly objects to this legislation. 

 

President Gudenas – Tom… 

 

Mr. Cooke – Okay. 

 

President Gudenas – Time is up. 

 

Mr. Cooke – As Mr. Langman has stated, (sound of gavel being pounded), is not working, you guys are not 

working for them.   You’re working for us.  Thank you. 

 

Mr. Sean O’Toole – 173 E. 192nd St.  I’m a teacher at the high school and coach at the high school, lived in 

Euclid for 11 years and last year made a decision to remain in Euclid and thought we had a great opportunity 

to get a great value on a house, beautiful home, beautiful neighbors.  And I just feel the splitting of this lot is 

going to detract from our neighborhood.  It’s going to force the children in the streets and we like to keep the 

value of our home up.  We’d like to remain and keep the value of our home up and my neighbors they know 

more about it than me.  They kind of groomed me into it so I kind of support what they’ve been saying and 

hope you guys will reconsider the split of that lot.  Thank you. 

 

Mr. Mike Barns – 175 E .192nd St.  I oppose the suggested elements within Item 4 also as some of my other 

neighbors.  I’ve been a resident of Euclid for l7 years.  I’m a graduate of Euclid High School and my wife and 

I invested our entire savings into the home that we currently live in on 192nd.  My kids, my oldest attends 

Lincoln Elementary School.  This is my town; this is my City; this is where I want to go or want to stay, 

excuse me.  The thought of losing value of the home we’ve just purchased disgusts me, truly.  This is where 

we want to be.  And the splitting of these lots, the possibility of losing value of something that we worked so 
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far for is pretty hard to swallow.  I wish that it’d be reconsidered.  As it has been mentioned, our street is a 

family street.  The kids all play with one another.  A 6-foot backyard is not feasible.  I think we can only 

attract one or two types of buyers.  I think we limit ourselves in terms of welcoming families to those parcels, 

homes after they’re built.  I think it’s just have an adverse affect on our community.  No quick fixes.  We 

don’t want quick fixes.  Let’s allow families to come into this community to continue to come into this 

community and continue to invest in this community.  Like we say the City of superior services let’s keep it 

that way.  Thank you very much. 

 

Ms. Teresa Rusnak – 174 E. 192nd St.  I, too, along with my neighbors oppose the split of the property on 

192nd.  Our property is 45 x 166.  We own one and three quarter lots.  It’s a wonderful size to have a 

bungalow.  To suggest that this same lot of similar size be divided is ludicrous.  Further, this lot is situated 

third from the lake.  To suggest that you put something small and with a 6-foot backyard and on top of the 

street and should this street ever go public, there would be no sidewalk.  There would no, no front yard, no 

landscaping, nothing.  It’s a terrible suggestion to think that they would do something like this. 

 Earlier, as the four other houses were built on our street, the builder then did look into buying this 

property.  He did have a plan to build a beautiful, large two-story home on that lot with a view of the lake 

provided Euclid Hospital does not block that view.  It would’ve been perfect; however, that plan fell through.  

And we’d like to see something like that happen.  His original plans were wonderful.  That was Bill Joyce.  He 

worked wonderfully with us.  Another point is that I on the end of the street did not receive notification of 

tonight’s meeting and I found that hardly, really disappointing because this affects every single neighbor on 

the street being a dead end street.  The traffic does affect every single person on the street.   

 Also, I spoke with the neighbor who lives across the street, who is Roseanne Remle at 123 E. 192nd Street 

who could not be here tonight and she did say that she does also oppose this being built directly across from 

her home.  That being said I just like to say I hope you do not make this split, please.  Thank you. 

 

Mr. Mike Quinn – 125 E. 192nd St.  I actually own the property right across the street so I’m actually glad to 

see everybody else is out here because I’m really affected by this.  The, I don’t know how to explain it to you.  

I’m sure you’ve seen the diagrams of the lot size, but you really need to come out and look at it.  I don’t know 

what it is about the lot, but I would tell you that the one attribute to the lot is, what it lacks in depth it makes 

up for in width.  So once you cut the width in half, the one attribute is gone.  So please evaluate that.  Come 

out; take a look at it.  Thank you. 

 

Mr. William W. Banas – 25603 Breckenridge Dr.  I’m here to speak on #4.  I’m about as far away from 192 as 

you can be and still be in Euclid and I agree with the 7 people who spoke previously.  There’s a couple of 

points that they might have missed. 

 That is a wide lot.  There’s a lot of nice trees there.  I don’t know what’s going to happen to the trees if 

they split that where they’re going to put the houses.  When the person who made the request came before 

Planning & Zoning, the one thing that he said was that he bought that and he intended to do some cosmetic 

repairs to it and then turn around and sell it.  Well, he made a bad business decision because he couldn’t sell it 

for what he expected to get for it.  That’s not our problem so I don’t understand why we should try to fix his 

problem if he made a bad business decision.  And lot splitting is something we shouldn’t be doing.  On the 

contrary, I would suggest that we start doing some consolidating of lots and some of these smaller homes.  

Maybe not particularly on that particular street, but if you’re going to build 2,000 sq. ft. homes and want to get 

step-up housing or upscale housing, you certainly can’t do it by splitting that lot in half and cramming two 

2,000 sq. ft. homes on that particular lot.  So I would also urge you to vote against that.  Thank you. 

 

Mr. Dennis Berzinskas – 20890 S. Lakeshore or lower Lake Shore Dr.  That has a ring to it still.  Items 4, 7 

and 10, along with that, we have plenty of starter homes.  We have plenty of finishing homes and apartments.  

You want something smaller go to that.  One of the things that hurt this City is when you went to 40-foot wide 

lots.  People move out of this City because they want some more elbow room.  If you continually split lots, put 

big houses or small houses on small lots, that’s not what we’re going for.  We’re going for character in this 

City, larger sizes of houses because that’s what they’re building all over.  You’ve heard that more than once 

tonight and you can read it in the paper.  We’ve got to go with the larger lot sizes and larger houses.  The other 

thing, maybe Planning & Zoning should a minimum lot size that you can’t build on.  If it’s already there, you 

have what you have, don’t take it and try to change it. 

 The other thing, #7, our police are involved in high-speed chases.  Let’s not put their lives on the line on 

cars that are old.  You know, you get a lot of wear and tear on these cars when they a hundred thousand miles 

on ‘em and a lot of them do.  So let’s go with the new cars and help our safety forces. 

 Number 10, reconsidering, I think you should reconsider.  There’s no reason why we should go 

backwards.  And the other night I had a nice dinner at a place called The Beach Club Bistro with my wife.  If 

the past president was around and he had his way, I’d be in a parking lot, which would be a greenspace.  I still 

can’t figure that one out. 
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Mr. Mike Caputo – I’m the Director of Public Affairs for the Home Builders Association of Greater 

Cleveland.  I’m here this evening to speak about Ordinance 207-2003.  We’ll assume that members of Council 

have received a copy of the letter that the Home Builders Association sent to the Mayor urging his veto of the 

ordinance.  I will also assume that a copy of a letter that was written by Professor Norman Krumholz, who is 

past president of the American Planning Association has been sent to you.  I will allow those letters to speak 

for themselves.   

 I’d just like to make five quick points on why our Association strongly opposes Ordinance 207-2003.  

Number 1, our position is we’ve seen no empirical evidence to suggest that a minimum residential square 

footage of 2,000 sq. ft. in any way, shape or form means higher property value for a city.  We find the number, 

quite frankly, to be arbitrary and capricious.  There is absolutely no link between the number of 2,000 and an 

increase in the residential property value.   

 Number 2, this individuals and families that choose to build larger houses have free reign to do so.  This 

is a market-driven phenomena.  This is not a matter that should be mandated through legislative action.  If a 

family wishes to build a larger home, they should have every right to do so; but to require anyone looking to 

build in a city to meet certain standards that may be unaffordable is absolutely against most standards that 

people would consider when referring to home building. 

 I think an unintended consequence of this ordinance is anyone who lives in the City of Euclid, who’s 

raised a family in the City of Euclid, who spent their lives in the City of Euclid, who may want to downsize in 

the City of Euclid would be unable to do so should this become law.  If a family wants to go from a 2100 sq. 

ft. house to a 1500 sq. ft., this standard would prohibit them from doing so and staying in the borders of the 

City.  I do believe that’s an unintended consequence of this ordinance.  I don’t believe it’s the intent of 

Council to force those individuals into another city should they choose to downsize.  But that is absolutely an 

effect that this ordinance will have. 

 Number 4, a 2,000 sq. ft. home, this kind of goes back to #1; but builders today have capabilities to build 

tremendously valuable homes that are under 2,000 sq. ft.  They’ve maximized space.  There are 1700 sq. ft. 

homes, 1600 sq. ft. homes that are built today that feel like 2500 sq. ft. homes of a generation ago.  And to 

require a 2,000 sq. ft. home does nothing except increase the cost of maintaining the home, the cost of heating 

the home, the cost of running the water through the increased pipes, the cost of gas, the cost of electricity.  

That is an unfortunate result of this new standard.   

 And then lastly, I do believe and I think there’s something to be said that any ordinance that is not given 

due consideration has the propensity to become a poorly determined public policy.  There is no reason that this 

ordinance should have been passed on first reading as an emergency without getting proper input from the 

industry that lives and breathes this day by day.  I would like to say that we would have been here except the 

original, the original agenda didn’t even have this on there.  It was an amended agenda that included it.  Had 

we been given enough notice, we wouldn’t have asked for a veto.  We would have been given the opportunity 

to come and discuss this proposal with you.  I do ask that you do not override the veto.  I do believe that we’ve 

shown a significant number of reasons why this standard is bad for Euclid.   

 Euclid has the ability to draw individuals that want to live in larger homes.  That is not the only market 

that Euclid can draw.  There are other markets that would be available to this City.  There are markets for 

downsizing.  There are markets for other types of housing.  This would eliminate those markets, which I don’t 

think anyone in this room would like to see happen.  So I thank you and I hope that you allow this veto to 

stand.  Thank you. 

 

President Gudenas – For the record, we always ask for your address. 

 

Mr. Caputo – I’m sorry? 

 

President Gudenas – For the record, we always ask for an address for the speaker. 

 

Mr. Caputo – Oh, I’m sorry.  The Home Builders Association is located at 6140 West Creek Road, 

Independence, Ohio. 

 

Mrs. Del Tekieli – 5 E. 221st St.  I’m addressing Items 1, 2 and 10.  I’m very disappointed, actually, I’m 

appalled to see the proposed church being portrayed as a racial issue.  We are a successfully diverse 

community that is doing pretty well.  A community doesn’t need that kind of polarization.  We are not saying 

no to the parishioners of the church.  There’s homes for sale all over Euclid and they’re welcome here.  This 

project is a purely economic issue that impacts the entire community.   

 From 2000 to 2002 I served as president of the Euclid Chamber of Commerce and I’m not here 

representing the Chamber of Commerce this evening.  During my term of office I wrote a monthly column in 

the Chamber newsletter where I addressed the issue of housing on several occasions.  Housing is one of the 

key elements to the economic future of Euclid.  People complain there are no good retail stores in downtown 

Euclid or even Euclid Avenue or 200th or 260th.  We complain that we don’t have many good restaurants.  The 

problem is our community cannot support these businesses.  For example, instead of an Appleby’s, we got a 

Burger King.  The Mall can’t turn around because our community can’t support a mall.  Our housing stock is 
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old and small.  The only way we can upgrade our retail businesses and restaurants, stabilize our tax base and 

City services is to upgrade the housing stock by increasing the size of all new homes being built.   

 I disagree with the gentleman that was here before me.  And he may have the expertise, but I do know 

that if you’re going to build a house that’s over 2,000 sq. ft. it usually constitutes two homeowners, two 

breadwinners in that family, two working individuals, which means more income tax.  And a house that size 

will generate more property taxes.  I support the upgrade of square footage to 2,000 sq. ft. and I urge Council 

to pass this resolution for the future of our community. 

 The homes and church being proposed will not increase our tax base or our income taxes.  People who 

use reverse mortgages typically do not add much to the economics of a community.  They usually don’t have 

the extra money to maintain their homes.  The Hillandale property is one of the few areas in Euclid where 

upscale houses can be easily built in one of the most beautiful environments in the City.  The church will not 

pay taxes to the City or schools.  In fact the proposed church will have 16 classrooms that may be used as a 

charter school, which has the potential to take $2.1 million from Euclid City schools.  That’s $2.1 million.  

That is not even the amount of money that will be generated if Issue 5 passes.  If this church is built, there’s 

nothing to prevent them from leasing these 16 classrooms to a charter school.   If this project goes through, the 

schools lose and the community loses.  The schools do not have sufficient funds to repair roofs, windows, 

purchase textbooks or buy computers.  This charter, a charter school can put us in the same light as Mentor 

City schools.  Thank you for your time. 

 

Ms. Charlene Mancuso – 41 Lake Edge Dr.  And I had reconsidered speaking this evening because everybody 

was making such great points about Item #10.  However, once again, I’m a little insulted that somebody from 

the outside has to come and tell us how to do our business in Euclid.  I do believe we are well aware of what it 

takes to do economic development here.  And two weeks ago at the request of our City Administration, we 

were asked, every one of you was asked to consider this increased building size.  Every one of you asked 

questions and received answers.  Unanimously, unanimously, you voted this to occur.  Now we sit two weeks 

later where nothing epicly substantial has occurred.  So I ask each of you to put aside the political and 

personal agendas and please get us to the economic development that we need by overriding this veto.  Thank 

you. 

 

Mr. Eric Heinemeyer – 21751 Priday Ave.  The gentleman that was speaking for American Builders 

Association should really take a look around the City.  On my street between E. 215th and 222nd I believe there 

is one home that is over 2,000 sq. ft.  There are about 12 homes that are under a thousand square feet.  I don’t 

think you’ll have a problem finding a smaller home and some of those homes are even up for sale as I speak.  

The only drawback that it might be is in the case of a disaster.  If a tornado came in and wiped out all the 

homes on my street, some of the homeowners may not be able to rebuild.  You know, because of the fact that 

their insurance covers replacement cost they may not be able to rebuild because they may not be able to afford 

a new mortgage.  But it is unlikely that that will happen and even if it does happen, there are other homes 

available in the City for them.  That’s all I came up here to say. 

 

Mr. Dennis Fricky – 141 E. 280th.  I want to speak on Motion to Reconsider #10, I guess.  Mr. Apanasewicz 

and Mr. Hayes introduced legislation to increase new housing construction to 2,000 sq. ft. with 

recommendation from Vision 2020 Committee.  The Master Plan of 1996 said we needed upscale housing.  

This is not something new.  This has been around for a while.   

 In the papers they said, the talked about $175,000 houses.  At Planning & Zoning meeting the builder said 

they’re $200,000 housing.  The church representative at the same meeting said they’re $130,000 houses.  Who 

knows?  Maybe they’re $90,000, who knows?  Mr. Drake of Planning & Zoning said that the representative or 

asked the representative of the church if he knew that the Council passed an ordinance for 2,000 sq. ft. homes?  

He said that wasn’t a problem.  Now the Mayor is saying we, he wants to veto it because quote in the Sun 

Journal an avalanche of variances and/or litigation could arise as a result of the new requirement.  My answer 

to that is so what.  It has been well documented by certain members of Council that’s one of the last large, 

beautiful places of undeveloped land for upscale housing.   

 Legislation passed 9-0.  Now along with the Mayor Councilman Sustarsic and Councilman Gruber in the 

paper said they wanted to revisit that, rethink about it.  I have a problem with that.  Did the Councilmen not do 

their homework on this legislation or is there some other reason?  My question is are we for upscale housing 

or not?  Let’s vote on it, guys.  Councilman Sustarsic said he wasn’t thinking about the church when he voted.  

I have a problem with that, I mean, this is important.  This is the future of Euclid.  I mean, it’s important to do 

your homework.  Other members on Council, I think, go beyond doing homework.  They might do graduate 

work in it or something.  Councilman Gruber said on TV the Hillandale project will bring in residents with 

disposal income.  When in fact, the residents will be on fixed income with the Hillandale.  This is not a 205 

project, I think you’ve got that confused. 

 The Mayor seems to be worried about a lawsuit.  I think that refers back to his litigations thing.  Are we 

going to agree to something that’s bad for Euclid just because we might get sued?  Again my question, are we 

for upscale housing or not?  We’ve got to make a stand.  I mean, let’s just build anything any place, okay?  

There’s many, many questions about the project that we, will not be decided tonight, probably next week or 
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whatever.  And as everybody knows, we have an election coming up so really the Mayor’s not going to be 

here.  A few other people won’t be here.  So we need proven leadership to guide us.  That is what is best for 

all, all, all Euclid residents. 

 The Hillandale project has been covered in great detail in the paper and to put it mildly they said it was a 

bad idea.  If anybody read it, I think they’ll kind of get that idea.  But myself I did a little homework, you 

know, Mr. Lisy, Dr. Lisy, I think I kind of took it from him.  I said let’s talk about this, okay, I never heard of 

it.  Well, I’ve heard of it but I didn’t know what it was.  So I did my own research.  I called four banks.  None 

of them do reverse mortgages.  So I went in and talked to a loan officer.  She said the reason they don’t it’s 

risky.  It’s risky.  I’ll sum it up.  Okay.  Reverse mortgages take the equity out of a home, you know, like to 

pay for a hospital bill or something like that.  It'’ not for buying new homes.  Okay, we have enough 

affordable housing.  We have plenty of senior housing.  We need upscale housing to bring working families 

that pay taxes and make a better Euclid.  Thank you very much. 

 

Ms. Sharon Hawthorne – 1541 E. 191st St.  I want to clear the lady’s comment up when she made about the 

classrooms in the church.  Many churches have classrooms.  When you go to church, you go to Sunday school 

and you have bible studies.  They have daycares and I see all the churches here in the City of Euclid, they have 

classrooms.  That had nothing to do with leasing out to a charter school.   

 I hear a lot of hypothetical talk about the development upscale, downscale.  You have someone who has 

purchased property who wants to develop here in the City of Euclid and each and every one of you sit here on 

a weekly basis and you talk about community development.  We want to see retail.  We want new homes.  

Well, here’s new homes and you’re blocking it.  So when are we going to grow up and come together and 

have a meeting of the mind and really work for the consistence of developing the City of Euclid.  Thank you. 

 

Ms. Pearletha Taylor – 1495 E. 193rd St.  I hear everyone talking about upscale homes.  I agree and I disagree 

with the church coming in because it would not be bringing revenue.  I also disagree that a church would have 

control over the residents’ income.  Euclid have fought hard and worked hard to become integrated.  Now we 

want to segregate?  I disagree with that proposal.  I also disagree with the Mayor vetoing the property increase 

to 200, 2,000 sq. ft.  I feel we should have upscale homes.   

 I have lived in Euclid 25 years.  I would love to see a new home come in that I may want to purchase in 

the future.  Right now, my children, who was born and raised in Euclid, they are talking, they have moved out 

of Euclid because of no upscale home.  I have a daughter that live off of 232nd Street.  Right now she and her 

husband are looking for new property and it will be outside of Euclid because there’s no upscale homes.  So 

we do need upscale homes.  We do not need a church that will be coming in controlling their members’ 

income of their property.  What happen if one of the members move, leave the church.  Who do the house go 

to?  What happen if that member die?  What happen to that property?  If these are elderly people coming in 

with a fixed income, what happen with the upkeep of the  property?  There’s many, many questions need to be 

asked.  And one thing mainly we have churches.  You can have a church without owning the houses 

surrounding around it.   

 So yes, I disagree and I am black.  I am Baptist and you would not have to worry about a lawsuit because 

in the United States now you do not have to have segregated neighborhood.  Thank you and please vote 

against. 

 

Mr. Jim Pajk – 120 E. 206 St.  I’d just like a, want a clarification about Item #10 if this could be reintroduced 

by future Council and then be put into committee and given the time it needs to get the professionals in to 

discuss the matter? 

 

President Gudenas – Our rules require it to be introduced at the very next regularly scheduled meeting to 

override a veto. 

 

Mr. Pajk – Not to override it, to be reintroduced as an ordinance.  That can be done I assume? 

 

President Gudenas – I’m not exactly sure about that.  Sometimes it was a year legislation has to wait. 

 

Ms. Jennifer Green – I’m a guest in the City of Euclid.  I met an individual that knew Michael J. Keller at 338 

E. 241st Street. 

 

President Gudenas – You know what, right now, we’re only about topics that are on the agenda. 

 

Ms. Green – Only about, so when do members of the public get to speak? 

 

President Gudenas- That’ll be after, at the end, after the legislation. 

 

Ms. Green – Okay, would you please let me know when that is because I think this is a matter that needs to be 

taken under consideration. 
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President Gudenas – Anybody else?  I see no more. 

 

Ms. Regina Hauck – 116 E. 197 St.  I would like to preference my comments by saying that I have not spoken 

to anyone about tonight’s agenda and I don’t know how anyone will be voting.  My comments tonight are 

geared toward, are not geared toward any individual or group of individuals.  My comments are about Item 

#10, the override of the veto. 

 In all actuality the vote tonight will probably be a moot point.  On December 1st there will be a new 

Administration and Council.  Whatever the vote is tonight it will probably be reintroduced in some manner.  

How you vote tonight will say more about your character than anything else.   

 Two weeks ago there were 9 votes in favor of this piece of legislation.  I would expect there will be 9 

votes to override the veto tonight.  Let me remind you of some of the comments made that night.  I am reading 

from the official notes of the meeting.   From Commissioner Apanasewicz, the goal of this legislation is to 

increase the amount of upscale housing in the City of Euclid.  It is consistent with the initial findings of the 

Vision 2020 and the ’96 Master Plan.  Mr. Hayes joins me in support of this legislation.   

 From Commissioner Hayes, it’s basically geared towards one and two-family houses throughout the City 

to try to get the higher end or upscale or move-up type housing that everybody’s been talking about for a long 

period of time.   

 From Councilwoman Gail, I appreciate your bringing this forward to us and I would also like to 

commend the Vision 2020.  I think this is one example of how their work can pay off for our entire 

community.   I support it. 

 Two weeks ago everyone was in favor of this piece of legislation.  Nobody spoke against it.  As a 

member of Council you are expected to research and study each piece of legislation before you vote on it.  

You are to cast each vote for the betterment of the community.  If you change your vote tonight and do not 

vote in favor of the override, it can only mean one of two things.  Number 1, that you did not do your job two 

weeks ago and research the legislation before voting.  In that case you must let the voters know why you did 

not do the job you were elected to do.  Please let the voters know why you are collecting a paycheck from us 

and not doing your job.  Or #2, the only other reason that you would change your vote is if someone has 

convinced you to do so.  In that case please let the voters of this community know in whose pocket we can 

find you.  If either of these scenarios are true, you are not fulfilling your obligation as a member of this 

Council.  I am asking you, please, do not shake our confidence in you, our elected officials.  Let’s have 

another unanimous vote to override this veto tonight.  Thank you. 

 

President Gudenas – All right, I see no one else. 

 

Councilman McTighe moved to rise and report; seconded by Councilman Lisy.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 

 

  Ord. (572-03) Rezone 23 Acres to Non-Profit Church Use 
An ordinance to amend Section 1 of Ordinance No. 2812, as amended, and the map and map designations, 

which map and map designations, as amended, form a part of Ordinance No. 2812, as relates to and designates 

U-7 and UR-2 use districts relative to said property.  (Sponsored by Planning & Zoning Commission) 

 

Councilman Gruber moved for passage; seconded by Councilman Sustarsic. 

 

President Gudenas – As we know, the ordinance for the zoning change requires three readings, which will put 

it into the new Council and Administration.  I think to be fair to the new Council and Administration we 

should give them some time to have some committee meetings and public hearings and the like.  And schedule 

the public hearing in January as opposed to just a week or two after they started in December because it may 

not be fair.  We know we certainly will have new Council members and the like.  So we can schedule that 

public hearing tonight.  Any comments on that? 

 

Councilman Lisy – Is there a certain date we’d have to do it?  Is out coming Council meeting in the new term 

or could it be in like the first Monday in January? 

 

President Gudenas – It could be the first Monday in January. 

 

Councilman Lisy – That would give them a month to the new Council because we are going to have four new 

Council members no matter what happens, maybe more, maybe less, no, can’t have less.  And with that, that’ll 

give them a month to look into this issue because as you’ve heard from all the people that came to the mike 

tonight this is an issue and it does deserve public hearing. 

 

President Gudenas – What would that first Monday in January be?  January 4th anybody have their calendar 

for next year? 

 

Councilman McTighe – Let me break out my trusty calendar. 
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President Gudenas – January the 5th, is their any consensus for a hearing January 5th?  So we need to, how do 

we set this for the 5th?  Any other comment on the legislation? 

 

Councilman McTighe – So what do we have to do, make a motion for that or? 

 

President Gudenas – We’ll set a date.  As I hit the gavel, we’ll declare January 5th.  (Sound of gavel being hit)  

All right, first reading public hearing Monday, January the 5th. 

 

  Ord (573-03) Rezone 45 Acres to Residential Use 
An ordinance to amend Section 1 of Ordinance 2812, as amended, and the map and map designations, which 

map and map designations, as amended, form a part of Ordinance No. 2812, as relates to and designates U-7 

and U-1 use districts relative to said property.  (Sponsored by Planning & Zoning Commission) 

 

President Gudenas – And that will be the same case for the same date January the 5th.  (Sound of gavel being 

hit) 

 

  Ord. 210-2003 (575-03) Lot Splits - Shores of Edgecliff  
A resolution granting approval of eleven lot splits and common areas that will create the Shores of Edgecliff 

Subdivision, Permanent Parcel No. 642-01-005.  (Sponsored by Planning & Zoning Commission) 

 

Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail moved for passage; seconded by Councilman Delaney. 

 

President Gudenas – And we do have somebody from the Coral Group, I see, although this has been discussed 

and deliberated for about a year and a half.  Is there anything further to add?  You can come to this 

microphone and state your name and address.   

 

Ms. Alexis Booth – I’m a Director of Development with the Coral Company, 24400 Chagrin Blvd., 

Beachwood, OH 44122.  The plan that is before you is basically the same one that we have been showing you 

for the last, well, about a year now.  So we, we ask, respectfully, for your approval tonight.  I just want to take 

a minute to thank Council’s, thank Council for all their support and help over the last year.  Not only Council 

but all the City of Euclid and the residents who were involved with this project.  We met on several occasions 

with Council with Planning Commission and some of the residents of the surrounding area.  I may be a little 

bias, but I think we came out with a really good product and a really good development and that is a result of 

the process that we went through with all of you.  So I’d like to thank you for your help with this. 

 

President Gudenas – And assuming approval tonight, when will the dirt fly? 

 

Ms. Booth – We’re looking at probably next Monday. 

 

President Gudenas – Next Monday, a week from today. 

 

Ms. Booth – We’re hoping to close tomorrow actually on the purchase of the property and then start 

construction next week. 

 

President Gudenas – And the City of Euclid will get how much tomorrow? 

 

Ms. Booth – 650,000? 

 

President Gudenas – 650,000? 

 

Acting Director Vento de Crespo – After taxes somewhere around 637 and some change. 

 

Ms. Booth – After taxes. 

 

President Gudenas – We look forward to getting your check.  I think it’s already spent.  Thank you.  Again, 

those homes will be $360,000-560,000 so that’ll be good.  Any other comment?  I see none. 

 

Roll Call:  Yeas:  Delaney, Gruber, Holzheimer Gail, Langman, Lisy, McTighe, Miller, Sustarsic, Gudenas 

Passed. 

 

  Res. (574-03) Variances, Lot Split - 122 E. 192 St. 
A resolution granting approval of two variances and lot split on the property located at 122 East 192nd Street, 

Permanent Parcel NO. 641-03-075, as requested by Herb Dondorfer.  (Sponsored by Planning & Zoning 

Commission) 
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Councilman McTighe moved for passage; seconded by Councilman Sustarsic.   

 

Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail – I appreciate the fact that all residents came out and spoke their opinion on 

this.  I did have a chance to speak to them about their opinion as well as Commissioner Hayes and I am going 

to ask Council to vote no on this as well.  I did take a drive down and look at it and the lot is perfectly suitable 

for one house, but I agree with the residents that two houses won’t fit and fit appropriately in the 

neighborhood.  There are some beautiful homes at 192 and Lake Shore.  People have invested a lot of money.  

The street, which the second half, the northern section of the street is a private drive.  The residents after quite 

some time of working towards this are now improving their street.  They’re people that take a lot of pride in 

their neighborhood and I don’t feel that this is in the best interest of the street.  So I’m asking Council to 

support me and vote no on this issue. 

 

Councilman McTighe – Is the gentleman who requested this ordinance present tonight?  (Voice from the 

crowd – yes.)  Is there a reason for the split? 

 

Councilman McTighe moved to suspend the rules; seconded by Councilman Langman.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 

 

President Gudenas – If you would please step up to the microphone and state your name and address for the 

record. 

 

Mr. Herb Donderfer – 82v Mount Royal, Concord, OH.  I’d like to address the gentleman, the first gentleman 

here about me not living in Euclid.  I built two homes in Euclid.  I built one on 214 and one on 214, I mean, 

21391 Edgecliff.  Okay?  And I built upscale homes.  As far as this was concerned, this was just an idea and a 

thought when I bought this that I was going to revamp the house to find out that it was really a piece of 

property that needs to be removed.  And in the process of doing that I analyzed what was here being as there 

was a lot next door which is 55’ x 90’ gave me the idea of splitting 130’ into two lots.   

 Now I want to address the 6’.  The 6’ is existing.  The house that’s there now I’m going in the same 

position of that house.  The backyard is exactly the same way.  In fact, it would be more.  Okay?  So I’m 

addressing that 6’ problem.   

 Yes, there’s a cost factor involved if I tear down the house.  And yes, there is some trees stated that need 

to be, that are good trees but they’re not.  They’re dying and I have to remove them.  And there’s a cost 

involved in that.  That is the reason why I split the lots off to accommodate some of the investment back.    

And as far as the cost factor is if I’m building a house for 2,000 sq. ft., I’m a builder.  I’ve got to be up there in 

at least the 180s and 190s to sell.  So I’m really upgrading the street, except for the three homes, the new 

homes that are built up in front.  So I’ve addressed all the areas as far as that’s concerned.  Okay?  And I’m 

not really changing anything.  I’m just adding.  I mean the setbacks, the backyard is already existing on the 

existing house.  So it’s not something that I’m bringing in strange.  The neighbor’s house is almost in the same 

position, to the left of me.  But that’s something that I’m really changing.  I’m just economically trying to 

make it work of what I’ve got here. 

 I can, I can revamp the house to some degree and fix it up and sell it. 

 

President Gudenas – We appreciate your comments. 

 

Mr. Donderfer – Okay. 

 

Councilman Langman – Mr. Hayes, could you go over the rationale of P & Z’s decision for the 

recommendation? 

 

Commissioner Hayes – First of all, it’s nice to see all the neighbors here because the Planning & Zoning 

Commission didn’t have the benefit of all the neighbors that came out this evening coming to the meeting, 

their meeting that night. 

 They were basically going on the application that was submitted to them and one resident who did come 

that night and voice her concerns, her opinions. The application stated that he would like to divide and cut the 

lot in half, build two 2,000 sq. ft. houses on it.  And that’s pretty much all the information that they had at the 

time they made their decision. 

 

Councilman Langman – Okay, thank you. 

 

Councilman McTighe – I have a question and two comments.  A question is for each Council presented 

tonight start from Councilman Delaney all the way down, have you witnessed this lot, the size of this lot? 

 

President Gudenas – I think a Councilman can answer if they want.  We’re not… 
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Councilman McTighe – That’s fine.  The reason why I asked this is because the neighbor to the left is now 

moving out of the City of Euclid going into an area, I think, out east where he can get a larger home.  You 

cannot build; you cannot split this lot.  You’d be, as many residents stated, it’s ludicrous.  Besides that, if you 

look behind the property, there’s a huge fence there and Euclid Hospital’s right there.  So I agree with 

Councilwoman Miller that you cannot go forward with this.   

 

President Gudenas – That was Holzheimer Gail. 

 

Councilman McTighe – I’m sorry, Holzheimer Gail.   

 

Councilwoman Miller – I agree. 

 

Councilman McTighe – She agrees, too, but even these residents who, who are across the street and next door 

to it they’re investing at least a thousand dollars into repaving their own street, which the City is not even 

reimbursing these residents.  So they’re taking an added value into this property.  And from what all the 

residents have come up and mentioned again, I would have to echo their concerns and I would urge to vote no 

on this. 

 

President Gudenas – Thank you.  And I’m very familiar with that lot.  I grew up literally a stone’s throw from 

there, 194.  We used to play softball right across the fence over there so we used to get our softballs from there 

many times. 

 I do have  a question to ask.  We do have an ordinance on the books that goes when John Fitzgerald 

Kennedy was President in 1962 always asking that City Council approve these lot splits.  That’s our check and 

balance system so that the public has all the knowledge and discussion before lot splits are made.  To Law 

Director Vento, in your knowledge has City Council always had all the lot splits presented to it before they’re 

made? 

 

Acting Director Vento de Crespo – You mean before they go to Planning & Zoning? 

 

President Gudenas – No, before they’re recorded with the County. 

 

Acting Director Vento de Crespo – It depends on the size of the parcel. 

 

President Gudenas – Okay, has there ever been one that, in other words, in your knowledge of our history have 

all the lot splits gone before City Council up until today? 

 

Acting Director Vento de Crespo – No. 

 

President Gudenas – Which one didn’t? 

 

Acting Director Vento de Crespo – The church property. 

 

President Gudenas – The church property so that was… 

 

Acting Director Vento de Crespo – And you are aware of that, Mr. President. 

 

President Gudenas – I am aware of that and I think the public needs to be aware of it.  That we have this 

debate today about lot splits.  How important it is for the Council to make a decision, but the church already 

took its land to Cuyahoga County for a lot split without Planning & Zoning and City Council approval and I 

think that’s an important issue for everyone to consider.  Because the First Readings would not be on tonight’s 

agenda if the lot split had not been approved because you can only ask for the zoning after the lot splits were 

approved.  They were never approved.  They went to the County instead.  And we’re not enforcing ordinances 

on the books since 1962. 

 

Acting Director Vento de Crespo – Mr. President, if I may be so bold as to interrupt, the Church Builders were 

permitted to split their parcel according to Ohio law.  And I would suggest that if the Council has an issue with 

the Ohio law, they should try to change that in Columbus.  But owners of property over the size of 5 acres, 

where they own the continuous tract and they’re splitting into parcels that are greater than 5 acres, are 

permitted to do so without any regulation according to Ohio Revised Code Section 711.001 and that lot split 

was approved by the County Engineers, who did site that statute to me when I questioned their decision over 

the phone. 

 

President Gudenas – And again, the rule states that that is only for more or less agricultural land when there is 

no further subdivision or development on that parcel for such things as road and the like.  That will be debated 
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later because that will be important.  I think our laws and regulations have to be followed, especially 

something that’s been on the books for more than 40 years.  Any other discussion on this lot split? 

 

Councilman McTighe moved to close debate; seconded by Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail.  Yeas:  

Unanimous. 

 

Roll Call:  Nays:  Delaney, Gruber, Holzheimer Gail, Langman, Lisy, McTighe, Miller, Sustarsic, Gudenas 

Failed. 

 

  Ord. 211-2003 (570-03) Depositing funds-interim/inactive 
An ordinance setting forth the procedure to be followed in depositing interim, inactive and active funds of the 

City of Euclid for the period of January 1, 2004 through December 31, 2008.  (Sponsored by Council 

President Gudenas by request of the Director of Finance) 

 

Councilman Lisy moved for passage; seconded by Councilman Delaney. 

 

President Gudenas – And Finance Director Balazs, this is routine legislation.  Anything special we need to 

know? 

 

Director Balazs – It just establishes, Mr. Chairman, the banking relationships with the City and investment 

banks, banks throughout the community.  We have to go to them every 5 years to redo the contracts and so 

forth and this is per the Ohio Revised Section 135 of the State Constitution.  And basically this provides that 

the monies or are invested and deposited with very little risk.  Senate Bill 81 was amended to this legislation 

back in 1996 to have investment policy in all cities in the State of Ohio have to adhere to certain laws in 

investing money to provide no risk, basically, to the residents of this community.  So this is basic legislation 

that all the 200 some cities in Ohio have to go through to be in compliance with Chapter 135. 

 

President Gudenas – And why is it we’re going to 2008?  Is there, does state law requires you to enter into 4-

year contracts at a time? 

 

Director Balazs – Actually, it was 2 years and they changed it 2 years ago that now the cities can go instead of 

the 2 years they can go 5 years. 

 

President Gudenas – We can also go 2 years? 

 

Director Balazs – The statute now requires 5 years or you can do a contract less than 5 years if you so choose. 

 

President Gudenas – Right, I’m saying you can 2 years or 5 years, is that correct? 

 

Director Balazs – That’s correct. 

 

President Gudenas – Okay.  It just seems, we don’t even know what, we’ve had some banks approach the 

City.  It seems like a lot of our relationship goes back and forth back to the same people over and over.  We 

don’t know if the City’s getting the best deal here.  This does not take effect until next year.  And I really think 

we need to study this because we do deposit millions and millions of dollars.  And we need to make sure that 

the City of Euclid is getting the best deal, especially the way it’s written here we could be locking in the next 

Administration for 4 years when we do not have to do so. 

 

Director Balazs – Basically, Mr. Chairman, this gives the banking institutions an opportunity to give their 

proposals to the City of Euclid.  We’re not locked in whatsoever.  I think that the contract could be changed at 

any time during the year.  And I think we have that flexibility if the financial institution is not providing the 

services to the City of Euclid we can absolutely get out of that contract.  So we’re not locked in for the 5-year 

period.  It’s only mandatory by Section 135 that you do have to go out for bids every 5 years.  That’s 

mandatory, but contracts with any financial institution can be changed at any time so long as that’s, it’s the 

discretion of the City. 

 

President Gudenas – But again, the ordinance that you’re asking us to vote on it doesn’t exactly say that.  It’s 

implied that the Director Finance will have the final say with the Administration where all our money goes 

and that’ll be the end of it for City Council. 

 

Director Balazs – I’m a little bit more flexible than that, Mr. Chairman, but it’s your pleasure. 

 

President Gudenas – Okay, again, I would say that we really need to review this because from what I’ve seen 

we have not often opened it up to competitors to bid on what services.  Remember when Jefferson Wells 
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pointed out, I think that we’re paying $45,000 a year in banking fees.  Other banks told us that with the kind of 

money that we have on deposit we should not be $45,000 a year in fees. 

 

Councilman McTighe – We also should note that Jefferson Wells said to eliminate Council members by at 

least one spot, but that’s all right.  I do agree with you, though, that Council should be mentioned in here 

where it is giving authority just to the Director of Finance where it should be presented back to us.  If this is 

just going out to bid, then so be it.  Where if it has to come back to us and sign a contract that’s fine.  But I 

think it should be mentioned that they must, at least the Director of Finance, come back and be presented to 

Council whether or not we’re going into contract with that financial institution or not. 

 

President Gudenas – I don’t think it should be 4 years at a time also because the banking world is changing 

constantly and technology is… 

 

Councilman McTighe – Right, but he only mentioned that they go out for bids every 5 years, I believe. 

 

Director Balazs- Well, it’s 5 now it was 2. 

 

Councilman McTighe – Correct and if you’re signing a contract, it’s different.  We’ll just amend the 

ordinance.  I mean you’re the Council President we can do that. 

 

President Gudenas – We could amend the ordinance or let the next City Council, again… 

 

Councilman McTighe – Well, what would you like to do? 

 

President Gudenas – This probably deserves some time spent in terms of getting proposals that we could… 

 

Councilman McTighe – We still have to go out to bid.  A bid is a proposal so what are you offering the 

Administration to do? 

 

Director Balazs – We do have a time limit here by the end of the year.  This gives us the authority to receive 

proposals from the financial institutions.  Once we receive them, then you may do whatever you’d like to do 

with them. 

 

Councilman McTighe – Might as well amend the ordinance then stating that they have to come back. 

 

President Gudenas – Okay, would you like then to state in the ordinance that no contracts would be approved 

until presentation to City Council in December, should be the new City Council? 

 

Councilman McTighe – I will make that motion. 

 

Councilman McTighe moved to amend the ordinance that no contract shall be entered into with any group 

until presentation is made to City Council in December so that we can review fees that we’re going to be 

paying and any options available.  And also we should be told which firms have been contacted and which 

firms will be making proposals.   

 

Councilman Sustarsic – Before we go into that, I was wondering if in fact that proposal would that do 

anything to jeopardize or is that contrary to Ohio Revised Code Chapter 135? 

 

Director Balazs – I don’t believe so, Councilman Sustarsic.  Basically in the past, we did not make the 

decision immediately.  We did bring it back to the Board of Control for that body to also vote on it as well.  I 

think the only distinction here is instead of Board of Control, we now take it back to City Council. 

 

President Gudenas – Right. 

 

Councilwoman Miller seconded the motion to amend. 

 

President Gudenas – Any discussion on the amendment? 

 

Roll Call:  Yeas:  Delaney, Gruber, Holzheimer Gail, Langman, Lisy, McTighe, Miller, Sustarsic, Gudenas 

Amendment passed. 

 

President Gudenas – So if we approve this today, it will be coming back again in December.  That way we do 

not need to make it an emergency legislation because it’ll be able to go through three readings.  So roll call on 

the ordinance. 
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Councilwoman Miller – It can’t go on three readings. 

 

President Gudenas – I’m sorry.  It won’t come into effect for 30 days because that’ll give us until December 

for the next City Council. 

 

Roll Call:  Yeas:  Delaney, Gruber, Holzheimer Gail, Langman, Lisy, McTighe, Miller, Sustarsic, Gudenas 

Passed as amended. 

 

  Ord. 212-2003 (571-03) Installation/Repair Fire Hydrants 
An ordinance authorizing the Director of Public Service of the City of Euclid to enter into a contract after 

advertising for bids for the installation and/or repair of fire hydrants for a period of one year, commencing at 

midnight, December 31, 2003 and ending December 31, 2004, with an option to renew the contract for a one 

year period for the year 2005.  (Sponsored by Councilman Sustarsic by request of Service Director) 

 

Councilwoman Miller moved for passage; seconded by Councilman Sustarsic. 

 

Director Gulich – I think everyone’s aware that when a fire hydrant is struck in the City of Euclid by a motor 

vehicle and damaged becomes the City of Euclid responsibility to repair that hydrant, provide the labor and 

materials for the repairs of those hydrants in order to keep our neighborhoods safe.  This will simply allow the 

City to enter into a contract after advertising for bids.  I just want to mention that when a hydrant is struck and 

we do have a police report and we do have insured people we are able to recoup a lot of our costs.  So far in 

2003 we have spent $12,915.65.  We only repair hydrants when they are struck.  If they’re not struck, we 

don’t spend the money.  I’ll be coming to you, hopefully, with the 2004 budget proposal, which will have a 

$20,000 line item for this contract in 2004. 

 

President Gudenas – Thank you and we’re all hoping to present a budget in 2004.  And this is for a one-year 

period.   Any discussion on it?   

 

Councilman Gruber moved to suspend the rules; seconded by Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail.  Yeas:  

Unanimous. 

 

Roll Call:  Yeas:  Delaney, Gruber, Holzheimer Gail, Langman, Lisy, McTighe, Miller, Sustarsic, Gudenas 

Passed. 

 

  ORD. 213-2003 (576-03) Purchase 8 Vehicles for Police Dept. 
An emergency ordinance authorizing the Director of Public Service of the City of Euclid to purchase eight (8) 

vehicles for use by the Police Department at a cost of One Hundred Eighty Nine Thousand Dollars 

($189,000.00) through the State of Ohio Cooperative Purchasing Program.  (Sponsored by Councilman 

Sustarsic by request of Service Director) 

 

Councilwoman Miller moved for passage; seconded by Councilman Delaney. 

 

President Gudenas – Who’s addressing this? 

 

Director Gulich – This, what we’re coming to you for is $200,000 capital budget request as we do every year 

in order to take advantage of the good pricing of the State Co-op.  And actually have these cars on the road 

next summer.  We ask to move ahead with this legislation at this time.  The only thing I will ask is that if we 

can do a minor on-the-floor amendment here.  The one 2004 Dodge Intrepid for the Detective Bureau will not 

be available because the latest State of Ohio Cooperative Purchasing Program does have any Dodge Intrepids 

available.  We will ask simply for another, an additional Crown Victoria. 

 

President Gudenas - You’re asking for 7, right? 

 

Director Gulich – Actually, the grand total is 8 and 6 would be the Patrol; 1 would be for Traffic and 1 would 

be for the Detective Bureau. 

 

President Gudenas – Okay, total 8. 

 

Director Gulich – Correct and if Chief Maine wishes to add his comments, I think the Mayor has some. 

 

Chief Maine – We have, over the years, tried to maintain a rotation of vehicles so that none of the cars used by 

our officers get too out of shape.  Three of these cars, one of them has over a hundred thousand another has 90 

and another has 80.  And then 3 other cars are all over 70,000.  The traffic car that we’re looking to replace 

has 52,000 and it’s 1998.  It does a lot of highway driving and the car that old probably should not be used for 
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high-speed pursuits and that sort of thing.  And then the detective car is a 1993 Chevy Lumina that has about 

80,000 miles on it.   

 It’s my understanding that all these cars, some of them will be kept for other City departments.  That’ll be 

up to Mr. Gulich and Mr. Zigman to decide which ones should be kept and which ones should be rotated out 

of the fleet.  But in order for us to keep a safe police fleet for officers to use, I would strongly suggest that we 

pursue this ordinance and try and pass it tonight. 

 

President Gudenas – All right, thank you. 

 

Mayor Oyaski – I just want to bring to the Council’s attention that you’re spending this out of the 2004 Capital 

Budget.  There’s always a deadline to make an early order for police cars, but I know we’ve discussed limited 

capital funding that’s available in connection with the Golf Course improvements and this is coming off the 

top of your 2004 Capital Budget.  It’s a good purpose, but it will have an impact on next year’s budget. 

 

Councilman Delaney – Chief, these patrol cars are generally used 24 hours a day?  When one shift gets off, 

another shift gets right into that car? 

 

Chief Maine – That’s correct.  And another thing I should add is that one of these cars will be paid for by the 

Local Law Enforcement Block Grant so, yes, they are used 24 hours a day. 

 

Councilman Delaney – To make the point that’s a different hundred thousand miles than the average person 

drives in their car.  This is continued use 24-hour driving. 

 

Chief Maine – That’s true. 

 

Councilman McTighe – I think this should be left up to the next Council that’s presented for the 2004 budget.  

I don’t think it should be rested on our shoulders. 

 

Councilman Lisy – Director Gulich, was there a time constraint that we were under to get the fair rates or the 

favorable rates for the City? 

 

Director Gulich – Yes, there is.  I don’t have those dates honed into my memory, but I think the major concern 

for bringing to you the fact that we need to move now in order to have these cars probably on the street by 

August or September of next year. 

 

Councilman Lisy – So it’s for the safety of our residents that we should consider doing this now? 

 

Councilman McTighe – He doesn’t know the date.  Director Gulich doesn’t know what the dates are so why 

do we need to make a move on it right now if he doesn’t know what the dates are? 

 

President Gudenas – I believe it’s because… 

 

Councilman McTighe – I need to know what the date is before I can make a vote on it. 

 

Director Gulich – As I just stressed, the need is to get these cars out on the street.  That’s why we need to vote 

now. 

 

Councilman McTighe – I don’t, obviously, we know the need is to be on the street now.  But when do we need 

to order these by?  We could order them by December 1 so it’s the next Council. 

 

Councilwoman Miller – I remember one time many, many, many, many, many years ago we waited and we 

passed the deadline and it ended up costing us a lot more money than it would have been if we had moved on 

it right away.  So I’m in favor of doing this right now, you know, somebody else wanted to wait to see what it 

would bring in and it just turned out to be very expensive.  And that was many years ago.  I mean, it was one 

of my first terms. 

 

President Gudenas – 90,000 mile car and we see again how important it is for good police cars here.  We’ve 

been told by the Finance Director Balazs that we do have the funds available for that.   

 

Councilman Gruber moved to close debate, Councilman Delaney seconded.   

Roll Call:  Yeas:  Delaney, Gruber, Holzheimer Gail, Langman, Lisy, Miller, Sustarsic,  

     Gudenas 

     Nay:       McTighe 

Motion to Close Debate approved. 
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Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail moved to suspend the rules, Councilwoman Miller seconded.   

Roll Call:  Yeas:  Delaney, Gruber, Holzheimer Gail, Langman, Lisy, Miller, Sustarsic,  

     Gudenas 

     Nay:       McTighe 

Motion to Suspend the Rules approved. 

 

Roll Call:  Yeas:  Delaney, Gruber, Holzheimer Gail, Langman, Lisy, Miller, Sustarsic,  

     Gudenas 

     Nay:       McTighe 

Ordinance passed. 

 

    Res. 214-2003 (577-03) CDBG Program Action Plan 

A resolution approving the Annual Action Plan for the FY 2004 Entitlement Year under the Community 

Development Block Grant Program of the United States Department of Housing and Urban Development as 

recommended by the Citizens’ Advisory Committee appointed by the Mayor of the City of Euclid.(Sponsor 

Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail) 

 

Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail moved for passage, Councilwoman Miller seconded. 

 

Acting Director Gliha – This submittal will represent our 30th year in the Block Grant Program already.  It is 

hard to believe it is 30 years so far.  In 1974-75 we started with a humble amount of $178,000.  We have 

progressed unevenly of course throughout these past 30 years rising to a high of $1,297,000.  For the projected 

year 2004, we’re anticipating a budget of $1,220,000.  Since 1975 we have received approximately $28.2 

million in federal aid for the various programs.  

 I did a little calculation off the Bureau of Labor and Consumers’ Statistics web page and if we were to 

just keep up with inflation and the cost of living since 1989, which is when we received $779,000, we should 

be receiving $1,957,000 this year.  The point being that we’re very pleased with the funds that are being made 

available to us, but there’s so much more that could be done for the City of Euclid through this wonderful 

program. 

 With that in mind, I would also like to thank the hard working committee that participated in the public 

hearings and the committee meetings this year.  Mr. Ed Dixon, Ms. Linda Erb, Mrs. Dorothy Fike who I 

believe Dorothy has been here all 30 years, so we have another Dean of a committee.  Mrs. Ellen Ivory, Ms. 

Kandace Jones, Mrs. Madeline Scarniench, Ms. Alice Yatsko, and our council rep, Councilwoman 

Holzheimer Gail.   

 This funding for next year will continue to fund such programs of siding, painting, our storefront 

renovation, our muni beautification and our senior programs.  Over the past 30 years we have served many, 

many individuals and helped many citizens continue living in the City of Euclid.  I’d ask the Councilwoman if 

she had any remarks. 

 

Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail- I would also thank you and your department for administering this grant.  

Euclid is very fortunate to be an entitlement community, which means we get our own entitlement of Block 

Grant dollars and don’t have to compete with other communities for the county’s dollars.  We are very 

fortunate in that.  It is unfortunate, however, that it hasn’t grown but we continue to do wonderful things with 

this money under the leadership and direction of Mr. Gliha.  I thank him and his staff for that.  Also I want to 

thank the residents that were involved.  They put a lot of time and effort into reviewing the proposals and 

making recommendations and we look forward to good programs.  This sets up the overall plan.  Council does 

however have to approve each contract over $15,000.  Throughout the year we’ll be receiving and talking 

about specific projects.  There’s many wonderful examples of the things we’ve done from feeding seniors to 

providing care in home, to helping to build ramps.  The renovations at Moss Point Building, Kristy’s Tavern.  

There’s many, many things that we’ve done with that.  I encourage Council to pass this tonight.  Thank you. 

 

Roll Call:  Yeas: Delaney, Gruber, Holzheimer Gail, Langman, Lisy, McTighe,  

Miller, McTighe, Sustarsic, Gudenas 

Passed. 

 

     Ord. 215-2003 (578-03) Updates to ECO  

 An emergency ordinance to approve the editing and inclusion of certain ordinances and resolutions as 

parts of the various component codes of the Codified Ordinances; to provide for the adoption and publication 

of new matter in the updated and revised Codified Ordinances; and to repeal ordinances and resolution in 

conflict therewith.  (Sponsored by Council President Gudenas) 

 

Councilwoman Miller moved for passage, Councilman McTighe seconded. 
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President Gudenas – Council Clerk Cahill has knowledge of this. 

 

Clerk Cahill – This will bring our code up-to-date with all the legislation that has been passed.   

 

Councilman McTighe – This is as a result of a study that we did in the past to bring this up-to-date, correct? 

 

Clerk Cahill – No. This is routine, done every couple of years. 

 

 

Councilman McTighe – What was the amount of money that we spent for that one law firm to take a look at 

all our codes and ordinances? 

 

President Gudenas – I don’t think we hired anybody to look at all our codes and ordinances. 

 

Councilman McTighe – It never passed?  I thought it did. 

 

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

 

Councilman Sustarsic moved to suspend the rules, Councilman Langman seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 

 

Roll Call:  Yeas: Delaney, Gruber, Holzheimer Gail, Langman, Lisy, McTighe,  

Miller, McTighe, Sustarsic, Gudenas 

Passed. 

 

MOTION TO RECONSIDER 

Councilman Lisy moved to make a Motion to Reconsider Ord. 207-2003, passed by Council on Oct. 20, 2003 

and Vetoed by Mayor Oyaski.  Councilman Delaney seconded. 

 

President Gudenas – We need 5 votes to reconsider.   

 

Councilman Gruber – Mr. Chairman, I believe you need 6. 

 

President Gudenas – First we need to reconsider.  Then we need 6 to override.  We need two votes.  First to 

reconsider, second is to override.  Do you want to do a roll call on reconsidering it?   

 

Councilman Delaney – No. 

 

President Gudenas – This is to reconsider.  You don’t want to reconsider? 

 

Councilwoman Holzheimer Gail – Wait.  Could we have a procedural question?  Motion to reconsider brings 

the ordinance to the table.  From that point it can be sent to Committee or it can be overridden, correct? 

 

Acting Law Director Vento – If the motion to reconsider passes, the ordinance is treated as if its, blank slate.  

It is before Council as if had never been voted on.  Now, if there are requirements to override a veto, that’s a 

bridge that you cross when you get there.  If the Motion to Reconsider passes, then you can do anything you 

would normally do to an ordinance.  You can either vote on it now, send it to committee, table it or whatever. 

 

Councilman McTighe – I just want to give a little story real quick.  I was talking to a gentleman awhile back 

and I asked him a question, what comes first, the chicken or the egg.  It was actually what comes first within a 

city, a good school system or a good city, which would come first?  It was very interesting and amazing 

actually what he brought up.  He’s like Mike, in all honest what comes forward is a strong housing stock 

which would make a very strong city and a very strong school district. 

 I bring this little story up and the gentleman, I forgot his name, amongst my travels, but it was very 

wise.  I present this to this Council and to other people.  Even though many say that this is in regards to the 

Church and everything like that, I don’t believe so.  I believe this is in regard to the housing stock and moving 

forward.  This gentleman that came up from the building and housing association, whatever, I spoke to him 

and I asked him questions.  He made his comments, one he wasn’t a resident of Euclid which take it as you 

wish.  The one thing is, even if we have developed and our housing stock is 90% already developed, we have 

10% available.  What this is doing is adding that next level of housing stock that is available.  Granted we 

have beautiful homes south, we have beautiful homes north and we have lovely homes in between.  But this is 

an opportunity for that 10% that is undeveloped to have another step in there.  This just adds to the mix of the 

housing stock which was very interesting.   

 I leave that question out to each individual resident and this Council, what does come first?   
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President Gudenas – Motion to Reconsider to place it back on our agenda. 

 

Councilman Delaney – Is this the ordinance? 

 

Clerk Cahill – No, not the ordinance, just a motion so that you can then go back to the ordinance. 

 

Roll Call:  Yeas:  Delaney, Gruber, Holzheimer Gail, Langman, Lisy, Miller, Sustarsic,  

       Gudenas 

      Nays:   McTighe 

Motion to Reconsider is approved. 

 

An emergency ordinance amending Section 1749.01 of the Building & Housing Code of the Codified 

Ordinances of the City of Euclid to restrict the unit size in the building of new homes.  (Sponsored by 

Councilman Lisy by request of Building Commissioner) 

 

President Gudenas – What would you like to do with this.  We approved it two weeks ago, nothing has 

changed since then.  Is there a direction? 

 

Councilman Gruber – I would like to make a comment, some of the folks in the audience felt maybe we didn’t 

do our homework, but our homework was at school.  When we came in on that Monday the ordinance was 

actually on the desk.  It wasn’t in our council packet that went out on Wednesday.  This was here.  

Some of the other cities that have square foot requirements:  Chesterland, 5 bedrooms 1650 sq. ft.; 

Highland Hts. is 1550 sq. ft.; Independence 1500 sq. ft.; Lyndhurst, no minimum; Mayfield Hts., 1150 sq. ft.; 

Mentor, 1100 sq. ft.; North Olmsted 1500 sq. ft.; Shake Hts., no minimum; Solon 1600 sq. ft.; Strongsville, 

1600 sq. ft.; Willoughby 1700 sq. ft.   

I’m all for larger lots and larger houses.  We don’t need to out-price ourselves in the market, 

automatically.  If someone’s looking at building 2,000 sq. ft. home, or something a little smaller, they might 

go to Chesterland first, 1650.  Maybe we need to work the number a little bit.  I’m just curious as to how we 

came up to 2,000 sq. ft., when we would be one of the only cities to have that size home.  I’m all for larger 

lots, I just wonder where the 2,000 number came from?  Is it a magic number?   

 

President Gudenas – I think Vision 2020 had mentioned it. 

 

Councilman Langman – I did receive the ordinance several days prior to the meeting and had a chance to look 

over it, talk to Councilman Lisy briefly about it.  I think the number did come from the 2020 Vision 

committee.  A committee made up of our own citizens that looked at this very carefully.  I believe their 

conclusions are sound, because although you mentioned those other communities, Euclid has a different 

housing mix, obviously.  We have many, many types of housing that would fit people that wish to buy into the 

community or step down.  Those communities that you mentioned, they don’t have the particular problem.  

We have plenty of apartments, plenty of cottages, plenty of duplexes, so this particular ordinance at that 

square footage, helps drive the upscale.  I believe the 2020 Vision Committee brought up a very excellent 

point in that, we shouldn’t just be striving to in-fill, in other words just to build on any open lot.  We should be 

looking to, what they call, up-fill.  That is to raise the bar in the neighborhood.  I think that came out very 

clearly on the discussion we had with the folks on 192.  We’re raising the bar, that’s what our goal should be.  

Thank you. 

 

Councilman Lisy – Not all the information was read by the Councilman to my right.  You’ve got Maple 

Heights which has a requirement of 2,000 sq. ft.  Another inner-ring suburb trying to increase their housing 

stock.  You have to get all the facts.  Beachwood has 2,000 sq. ft, Westlake has 2,000 sq. ft.  We’re not 

groundbreakers in setting this bar so high.  Maple Heights is setting it that high because they want to increase 

their housing stock.  So, as an inner-ring suburb which has a very diverse housing stock and literally hundreds 

of smaller houses for sale each year, if you want to downsize, there are houses in Euclid that you can downsize 

to.  What we need to do is raise the bar.  Thank you. 

 

Councilman McTighe – Councilman Gruber asked, where did we get this magic number.  I don’t think it came 

from the 2020 because this was by request of the Building Commissioner.  How did we come up with the 

2,000? 

 

Commissioner Apanasewicz – Basically we targeted this for probably the smallest lot in Euclid, 40 x 120.  We 

know the combined side yard is 10 ft., so the maximum width of the house on a 40 ft. lot would have to be 30 

ft.  The minimum rear set back and the minimum front set back, front set back is 30 ft., rear set back is 20 % 

of the depth of the lot.  Basically we tried to determine a number that would fit within those parameters in a 

two story home that would allow perhaps a detached garage.  That number happens to be 30 x 35, which is a 

pretty large home.  We want to make it large enough so that if you get a 60 ft. or 70 ft. lot, that you could 
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make the house wider and make it encompass the attached garage into it.  It was a combination of things.  We 

looked at trying to minimize variances.  At the same token, trying to fit a house on a wider lot. 

 

Councilman McTighe – The Building Commissioner, they do this for a living.  I echo with Councilman Lisy.  

Its correct, we’re not the first inner-ring suburb to go out and ask for a larger housing stock.  I would ask this 

Council from the first time we pass it, to keep that vote consistent. 

 

President Gudenas – Nothing but consistency here. 

 

Councilwoman Miller – Mr. Apanasewicz, do we have any homes in our area now that are 2,000 sq. ft.? 

 

Commissioner Apanasewicz – Yes.  The Mayor e-mailed and asked about Wells Court.  Most of the homes in 

Wells Court are at 2,000 or greater.  There are two that are not and they are short about 24 sq. ft.  All of the 

Wells development is close.  The 205 & Edgecliff, those attached single family are over 2,000.  I think they 

maybe 2500.  I think most of the homes that were built in the Edgecliff Development off of Lake Shore, 255 

& Lake Shore, the O’Donnell subdivision are close or over 2,000.  The homes that we’re not getting and this 

is part of why we ask the Council to consider this, is there was a lot at 248th just south of Lake Shore Blvd., 

that’s 50’ wide and 150’ deep.  Clearly could accommodate a larger scale home.  The building purchased the 

property and built basically a home at the minimum size.  When they can accommodate a larger home.  That 

happens to be in an area where the lakefront development of course is north of Lake Shore, but the hope for 

lakefront development is that somehow this spills over south of Lake Shore.  Well if you fill up those lots with 

minimum size homes, you’re not going to accomplish your goal. 

 

Mayor Oyaski – Mr. Chairman, in answer to your question, Councilwoman Miller, the Building 

Commissioner told me about 5% of the homes in Euclid currently exceed 2,000 sq. ft.  I seriously doubt that 

anyone’s house on City Council exceeds 2,000 sq. ft.   

 Council is free to do as you see fit, as long as you take the responsibility for what you’re doing.  Three 

things are going to happen in my opinion, all of them bad.  Number one, you have the home builders 

association, who we want to build in Euclid, who have more expertise than anybody in the room, they are 

telling you this is a bad idea.  You’re not going to get houses built.   

 Number two, when they talk to you about arbitrary and capricious, they’re setting you up for a law 

suit.  When you don’t have a hearing to explain why you’re picking 2,000 instead of 3,000, why not 4,000, 

why not 8,000 for the NBA Superstars. There’s no basis in your deliberations for the number you pick, except 

that it sounds good.   

 Why did I veto this?  Because the Council decided to wait to 15 days before the election to pass it.  If it 

was passed in 1922, it might have made sense.  If it was passed in 1946 after World War II, it might have 

made sense.  But now passing it, without thinking through or without listening to the people that are in the 

business, you’re setting yourself up for law suits.  You’re free to do that if you want. Mr. Langman, you’re to 

do that if you want.  Okay.  Can I complete my remarks? 

 The final thing you’re going to do is you’re insulting 95% of the homeowners in the City of Euclid, 

working class and middle class people that don’t have 2,000 sq. ft. homes.  You’re officially declaring them 

inadequate and inferior and I don’t agree with that.  I don’t agree with that logic whatsoever. 

 Make your decision but you stand by your decision.  Let’s say we’re voting on Erwine.  Who lives 

next to Erwine, Councilman Lisy?  Is your house 2,000 sq. ft.? 

 

Councilman Lisy – No, it’s not. 

 

Mayor Oyaski – Is it hypocritical for you to say that all the houses right next to you have to be 2,000 sq. ft.?  I 

think it is.  Do what you want, but you’re making a mistake. 

 

President Gudenas – One thing we must point out is the other 95% of the residents are providing 7 year tax 

abatement, subsidizing the construction of all new homes in the City of Euclid.  And the other 95% of the 

people can demand something in return for their tax money not being paid.  That is an important 

consideration. 

 

Mayor Oyaski – One more point.  I don’t know how Mr. Piorkowski quoted my veto, but it says, I agree 

wholeheartedly with Council’s efforts to bring about more upscale housing in the city as both the 1996 Master 

Plan and the current Vision 2020 working group advocates.  But the most recent examples of our progress, 

Wells Place, E. 205, E. 242 and the HIP program came about because the city acted pro-actively as a 

developer or a partner to the developer and not by passing this kind of strict regulatory approach.  I think that 

kind of partnership is going to work more than any black and white number, arbitrary number, that you happen 

to pick.  Thank you. 
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Councilman Delaney – Thank you.  I really disagree about a law suit.  This is not a national issue.  We have a 

precedent set, other communities.  The Home Builders Association, Home-O-Rama, this year was at 55th and 

Linwood.  Those homes went well over $200,000.  Now, the upscale, step up housing is good enough for the 

central neighborhood, but not good enough for Euclid, Ohio.  I really, really disagree with Mr. Caputo’s 

remarks.  If he did follow our real estate trends, we are losing residents to the outer-ring, Lake County, step up 

housing.  They are not moving back in and down-sizing. 

 The square footage that was presented here, was very, very much adequate.  This is something that is 

not new.  This is something that we’ve been told by real estate professionals, by developers.  To think that I 

would be hypocritical to have a 2,000 sq. ft. house, I would love to have a 2,000 sq. ft. house.  There’s people 

that are building on lots that are getting 7 years tax abatement and they are welcomed into neighborhoods 

where people are paying all their taxes.  This is not a precedence.  We already have many inner-ring 

communities that have said the same thing.  With the availability of land in Euclid, this is the exact move we 

need to do.  What the Home Builders Association is often criticizing inner-ring suburbs over the years, for not 

taking steps of this nature.  For being too conservative.  I feel Mr. Caputo came here today and contradicts a 

lot of the history of what the Home Builders Association has stood for over the last 60 years. 

 

Councilman McTighe – I think actually the best case for this, even though your still leaving at the minimum 

square footage is to go a case-by-case basis.  Just depending on the lot size, some maybe a “L” shape, different 

size.  However, its almost like every lot would have to be presented to us.  In that case, does every lot come in 

front of us for building size?  What we are doing is, I wish we could say, yes 2,000 sq. ft. home would be 

right, if a case-by-case presence is presented, then you can lessen it or whatsoever.   

 

President Gudenas – We can do that with a variance.  In other words, people buying a lot can ask for a 

variance, in return they may increase architectural features or quality of construction, preserve mature trees, so 

variances are permitted and will continue to be permitted based, as you say, on a case-by-case basis.  That will 

not change. 

 

Councilman Sustarsic – I’d just like to echo a few comments that were made before.  In as far as this when 

this first was presented to us, and I guess I must have missed that one meeting, a few days earlier that we got 

the legislation, because I certainly didn’t get it either until that particular evening.  Again, when it came to as 

far as doing homework on it, I think its the most fair that you can be.  I took the word of Housing, thinking 

that we had gotten all the comments made by the Housing Industry and everything else like that.   

 The problem I have with, I think, is the fact that we’re Euclid.  That being, we’re not Westlake or 

Beachwood or any place else like that.  We’re Euclid, we’re an affordable community.  What we’re missing 

out on are the amenities that draw the people here.  That’s where we’re losing people.  We don’t necessarily 

have the stores, the retail, we don’t have the businesses which we’re looking to draw.  It’s an affordable 

community.  I know of several people, candidates or whatever, that have recently moved into the city within 

the past 3-5 years because they said it was a great community, because it had affordable housing.  Because it 

had the amenities which again I say we have to work upon.  

 To keep Euclid as Euclid, as I’m not saying that we’re in the dark ages or anything else.  There are a 

lot of housing throughout the community.  You know yourself, as you’ve gone door-to-door and talked to the 

people, where your signs might be and everything else like that, that there are a lot of nice sized houses within 

the City of Euclid.  Consequently I think we should stick with what we do have and at the same time be able to 

work more so with the Housing Industry as they come forth on future projects, thank you. 

 

Councilman Langman – Mayor, first of all, to try to paint this as some sort of economic warfare is really not 

appropriate.  First of all, the reason why ... 

 

Mayor Oyaski – Is that what I said? 

 

Councilman Langman – Excuse me, I did not interrupt your comments. 

 

Mayor Oyaski – You’re putting words in my mouth. 

 

President Gudenas – You’ll get your chance to respond. 

Councilman Langman – To say that you’re pitting 95% of the current homeowners against the potential 5%, is 

quite frankly insulting.  This legislation was proposed by your staff, your administration, it was by request, 

Councilman Lisy will verify that and it was brought before us.  As far as receiving the legislation, it did come 

via e-mail.  As far as the Home Builders Association, Mayor, you and I have had this conversation about 

sprawl many times and we’ve discussed how developers tend to control policy in this state.  The Home 

Builders letter here, this is another indication that they have really no understanding of this community.  

Because we already have the options to address people that wish to down-size and so forth, but as our Master 

Plan in 1996 indicated, and has been re-affirmed by your administration and other councils, we have an 

upscale housing deficit of at least 600 units.  That’s not going to be addressed as Professor Crumholds would 
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say, people leave this community and they take their disposable income with them.  That’s the issue we have 

to address.  Not necessarily downsize housing for our senior citizens.  That’s not the primary issue here.  The 

square footage minimum requirement addresses what older communities have to do.  Not only us but 

Willowick needs to do that, and so does Wickliffe.   

 

Mayor Oyaski – Then why doesn’t the Council approve 3,000 sq. ft.? 

 

President Gudenas – Again, we heard from your own administration .... 

 

Mayor Oyaski – Don’t put words in Apanasewicz’s and Hayes’ mouth, okay.  This legislation came out of 

nowhere after the deadline.  The Council Clerk’s office told me it was going to Committee.  The staff was 

under the impression it was going to Committee.  I understand my staff is concerned about the results of 

tomorrow.  I understand they can be influenced before tomorrow. We’re talking about what’s in the best 

interest of the City.  2,000 sq. ft. black and white rule, or an ad hoc case-by-case basis.  What do you think is 

going to make a better difference?  You’re not going to have houses built.  That’s the bottom line.  You’re 

going to pass a requirement and then you’re going to have to give incentives to meet that requirement.  You’re 

going to have less houses built now than we did before.  Why not 3,000 sq. ft. or 4,000 sq. ft.?  How about 

5,000 sq. ft.?  Where do these numbers come from? 

 

Councilman Lisy – The national average according to the information provided by Mr. Cooke shows that the 

national average is 2,200 sq. ft.  Setting our bar below the national average I don’t think is raising the bar too 

high.  I would not be insulted if a neighbor next to me builds a 2,000 sq. ft. house.  I do think that will help the 

property values in our city and it brings people with more disposable income.   

 We did receive a draft version of the Housing Report from the Vision 2020, which I hope everybody 

read on this Council.  We’ve had it since September 2, 2003.  September 2, 2003 we’ve had this document.  It 

talks about how we can benefit our city and our housing stock.  It talks about upscale housing which should be 

a minimum of 3,000 sq. ft. and sells for a minimum of $250,000 and it talks about upper mid-scale housing for 

the in-fill areas.  It says those houses range in size from 2,000-3,000. The number was set at the minimum of 

the upper mid-scale housing which is classified as set-up housing, these homes are typically bought by larger 

growing families or by those homeowners whose incomes have increased.  Hmm, do we want homeowners 

that have increased income? Yes.  Do we want families that can go to our school system with more disposable 

income?  Yes.  So, this is a very well written document and they go to the sections on what can the city do to 

attract that.  It talks about Item 2, up-fill, not just in-fill.  Then it goes into that we have to change our 

ordinances, legislation and zoning requirements to meet these requirements. 

 Its in our hands.  We’ve had it.  It is obvious.  I don’t know why there’s so much debate on this. 

 

President Gudenas – We are running into our two hour limit.   

 

Acting Law Director Vento – I think one of the points the Mayor is trying to make is if you want to make this 

decision, that’s fine.  If you want to increase the minimum square footage, but one of the points that I really 

think is important is you need to justify your reasons behind increasing the square footage and how you came 

about the number.  You can do that by making a record.  I would suggest that document that Dr. Lisy has, be 

shared with everyone.  That you invite people that you want to support your position, present evidence before 

the Committee, maybe the Executive Committee or Housing Committee and just create a record that would 

justify the decision that you made, which could avoid some future problems we might have with it. 

 

President Gudenas – We’re at 2 hours.  We’ll take a 7 minute break. 

 

President Gudenas – Where we left off was a statement from the Law Director about providing additional 

information about the rational.  We would like to so do so now, add that information as part of the record. 

 

Councilman Gruber – I would like to add the Vision 2020 report and also the statements heard by Mr. Hayes 

and Mr. Apanasewicz for the record. 

 

President Gudenas – We would make that Exhibit A as part of the legislation.  We would like the legislation to 

refer to the Vision 2020 report as Exhibit A and Exhibit B would be the comments from Mr. Apanasewicz, 

how the 2,000 sq. ft. were added. 

 

Councilman Lisy – There’s the study of Beachwood and Maple Heights who have already set precedence of 

2,000 sq. ft. and Cleveland Heights. 

 

President Gudenas- Let’s just keep it to those two.  Its seconded by Councilwoman Miller and moved by 

Councilman Gruber.  Any discussion on the amendment?  We’ll vote on the amendment to this legislation.  

First to add Exhibit A and Exhibit B as so discussed. 
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Roll Call on Amendment: 

Yeas:   Delaney, Gruber, Holzheimer Gail, Langman, Lisy, McTighe, Miller, Sustarsic, Gudenas. 

Amendment passes. 

 

Councilman McTighe – In regards to if we did a case-by-case process and you have to go by variances, what 

is the process for an individual?  Say we set it at 2,000 and they come up, what’s the process for an individual 

when they go up for that? 

 

Commissioner Apanasewicz – The applicant would have to submit a variance application with the Planning & 

Zoning Commission.  They would have a hearing.  The surrounding neighbors would be notified.  The 

Planning & Zoning Commission if they approved it, they got three votes, three votes would give them a 

variance. 

 

Councilman McTighe – Then it comes back onto Council? 

 

Commissioner Apanasewicz – No.  Council would only get lot splits and special permits, Use District 

Exceptions, that type of thing.  Variances are strictly Planning & Zoning. 

 

Mayor Oyaski – This mere discussion here, I think, has gone a long way to curing one of the defects in the 

original passage.  The attachments also do that.  But, it might be helpful not to pass this as an emergency.  If 

you want to pass it as an emergency, it has been criticized that you don’t have a specific statement of what 

emergency you’re dealing with.  Either delete it and pass it as a regular ordinance, or add some specific 

language as to what emergency you feel you’re dealing with. 

 

President Gudenas – I don’t see why anything has changed since two weeks ago. This would be actually the 

equivalent of two readings now on the topic. We have had no Euclid resident step forward and speak against it 

after the second hearing.  

 

Councilman Lisy – If its not passed as an emergency, would that cause it to maybe die in Committee?   

 

Mayor Oyaski – It goes into effect in 30 days.   

 

Commissioner Apanasewicz – I would probably go a step further and perhaps make the effective date January 

1, 2004.  Generally building codes are placed on even dates.  It gives time also for the word to get out, notice.  

I have no objection to the emergency.  The reason why it was written as an emergency was because of the end 

of the session of this Council.  I don’t think it was intended to somehow rush it through the effective date.  I 

don’t really care whether it takes effect in 7 days or takes effect in 30 days. As I just said, I think I would 

prefer and even date whereas everybody would know.  It would also give us some time to change our hand-

outs, that type of thing.  January 1st is okay. 

 

Councilwoman Miller – I don’t have a problem with that either, but I would, is it considered two weeks ago 

the first reading?  Would it be considered? 

 

Mayor Oyaski – There’s two rules we’re talking about.  Normally you have to have three different readings.  

The Council waives that rule 99 times out of 100.  You don’t need to have three readings.  You can vote on it 

if 6 people say yes.  I have no objection to it being voted on without three readings.  If its an emergency 

ordinance, it goes into effect immediately.  The Charter and State Law say if you want to pass it so it goes into 

effect, you’re supposed to have a specific explanation as to what emergency you’re dealing with.  The three 

readings, I have no feeling about one way or another.  The emergency clause is a vulnerability in this 

ordinance, the way its currently written. 

 

Councilwoman Miller – My point is, I would like to see this done before the first of December.  I won’t be 

here the first of January to be a part of this.  And I agree with you being an emergency reading.  I think this 

should be decided by this Council and they’ll have committees for the next council, as far as any piece of 

property that might come before us.  The emergency can definitely be defined like you said that it was being 

done so it can be taken care of before the next Council started. 

 

President Gudenas – My major concern is of course, the Mayor veto’s this again, it may change. 

 

Mayor Oyaski – I do think you should change the emergency clause language because it is defective under the 

Charter and the Ohio Revised Code.  If you did that, I won’t veto it again.  We’ll have to wait and see what 

happens with future Councils and future builders. 
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President Gudenas – If its not an emergency, then it will take effect December .... 

 

Mayor Oyaski- 30 days from today.   

 

President Gudenas – Perhaps that’s the way to go. 

 

Councilman McTighe – I would recommend and make a motion to amend this ordinance to take away the 

emergency. 

 

President Gudenas – If we take away the emergency, it takes effect December 4th. 

 

Councilman Gruber – A resident on Harms Rd. called me when she read about the increase in square footage.  

I believe you know who we’re talking about, the lot split that we just approved.  This would not affect their lot 

split of their home that they plan on building, is that correct? 

 

Commissioner Apanasewicz – That’s correct.  It would not affect the lot split.  It would affect the home that 

they plan to construct.  If the application is  submitted, prior to the effective date of the ordinance, the current 

ordinance would apply.  Even if I send it back for some plan revision, the ordinance as the date of application 

would apply. 

 

President Gudenas – What would we like to do?  Keep it emergency?  Or, change it to December? 

 

Councilman McTighe moved amend to delete the emergency clause.  Councilman Langman seconded.   

Roll Call:  Yeas:  Delaney, Gruber, Holzheimer Gail, Langman, Lisy, McTighe, Miller,   

       Sustarsic, Gudenas. 

 

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

 

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

 

Roll Call:  Yeas:  Delaney, Gruber, Holzheimer Gail, Langman, Lisy, McTighe, Miller,   

       Sustarsic, Gudenas. 

Passed. 

  

     Res. 217-2003 (518-03) Millage Rate 

A resolution adopting the rate of each tax necessary to be levied both inside and outside the ten-mill 

limitation, as certified by the Cuyahoga County Budget Commission.  (Sponsored by Mayor Oyaski and entire 

Council) 

 

Councilman Sustarsic moved for passage, Councilwoman Miller seconded. 

 

President Gudenas – This is routine legislation.   

 

Director Balazs – It is routine in my opinion, but it does set the millage rate for city taxes on property for the 

City of Euclid.  Total millage for the city is 104.9.  This recommendation is at 15.6.  The city has been at 15.6 

for the last 5 years.  There’s no increase and I’m recommending that we go with 15.6.  We generally adopt this 

in November.  It will take your signature on a document that Regina has, Clerk of Council.  It does not show 

any tax increase whatsoever.  As I stated, the 15.6 has been the level that the City has been for the last 5 years. 

 

Roll Call:  Yeas:  Delaney, Gruber, Holzheimer Gail, Langman, Lisy, McTighe, Miller,   

       Sustarsic, Gudenas. 

Passed. 

 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Councilman Delaney moved to go into the Committee of the Whole.  Councilman Gruber seconded.  Yeas:  

Unanimous. 

 

Ms. Kandy Jones – 27040 Tungsten.  I just want to make a last plea for people to get out and vote.  I have an 

article that I would like to read here from 1992 edition of The Voter.  In 1980 about 22% of the eligible voters 

cast ballots for Jimmy Carter.  About 27% voted for Ronald Reagan.  Some 46% of those eligible simply 

stayed at home and did not vote at all.  Many people explained that failure to vote by saying, I’m just one 

person, my little old vote doesn’t make a difference. 

 I just want to make some statements of history to that contrary.  In 1645, one vote gave Oliver 

Cronwall control of England.  In 1649 one vote caused King Charles I of England to be executed.   
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In 1776, one vote gave America the English language instead of German.  Later on in 1776, Thomas Jefferson 

and John Quincy Adams were elected by a one vote margin in the electoral college.  In 1839 Marcus Morton 

was elected Governor of Massachusetts by one vote.  In 1845 one vote difference brought Texas into the 

Union.  A single vote also admitted California, Oregon, Washington to statehood.  In 1868 President Andrew 

Johnson was impeached by one vote.  In 1876, the day Presidential election thrown into the house Ruther B. 

Hayes one by one single vote.  It was cast by an Indian Congressman who himself was elected by a one vote 

margin.  In the same year, one vote changed France from a Monarchy to a Republic.  In 1923 Adolph Hitler 

became leader of the Nazi party by one vote.  John F. Kennedy’s margin of victory over Richard Nixon in 

1960 was less than 1 vote per precinct.   

 Never underestimate the power of one.  I would encourage everyone as you get up in the morning to go 

out and vote, knock on your neighbors’ doors, call your friends to make sure that they are getting out to vote. 

Remember your vote does count and please take advantage of that.  Thank you. 

 

Mrs. Sally Hufnagle – 615 Birch Dr.  I want to encourage all 32,000 of Euclid’s registered voters to get out 

and exercise your right to vote tomorrow.  Your vote does matter.  Your vote is your voice and without your 

vote you give your voice away to someone else.   

 When there is something in your community that you want to make better, don’t fall into the trap of 

thinking that sooner or later it will work out.  Situations and circumstances only change because someone, 

somewhere is actively doing something to make a difference. 

 While it is true that according to our Constitution, we are granted the right to vote.  It really and truly is 

a privilege.  The freedom and independence that we enjoy in this great country are not guaranteed for all time.  

Our freedom was paid for by a high price and its continued existence depends on active and involved citizens.  

It is not enough for us to think that everything will be okay.  We must prove ourselves by our actions.  So 

please get out and vote. 

 When you do vote tomorrow, I ask you to please consider voting in favor of Issue 5.  On October 26th, 

the Plain Dealer reported that the school system with the highest graduation rate of any of the 96 school 

districts in the 7 County Cleveland Metropolitan area was in fact the Euclid Public Schools.  With a 

graduation rate of 99.7%.  All things considered, that is quite an outstanding accomplishment.  This current 

Superintendent, his staff and all of the District’s dedicated teachers, have earned our support.  I am confident 

that they will continue to offer taxpayers more good reasons why they have been responsible with the trust we 

have given them. 

 Quoting from that newspaper article of October 26th, preparing young people for their future has to 

rank at the top of civic agenda for northeast Ohio.  This is not simply a matter for educators, school boards and 

school superintendents.  It needs the attention and support of the entire community.  Yes, there could be a 

better way for us to pay for our children’s education.  However, until such a system is in existence, we have a 

duty to support the current process.  Please, get out and vote for the candidates of your choice and support 

Issue 5.  Thank you. 

 

Mr. Tom Cooke – 23100 Chardon Rd.  Just a comment regarding Planning & Zoning.  Planning & Zoning 

from my experience appears to be a little to eager to split up lots.  I know when I purchased my property on 

Edgecliff, the previous owner had one lot there.  Then Planning & Zoning at his request broke it up into two.  

When I saw the lots, it seemed very odd to me that lakefront property would be split up into two small lots for 

sale.  Actually at the time, I didn’t want just one of the lots, I wanted both.  It was like an all or nothing deal.  

It just seems that Planning & Zoning is and maybe the city in general, is a little to eager to satisfy the 

developers and the builders.  I can understand that because you want to bring money into the city and you’re 

all under the gun, but you’re kind of missing the resident in between. The resident in between in the guy that 

votes for everybody that’s up here, or most of everybody that’s up here.  That’s it.  Thank you. 

 

Ms. Jan Gayda – 421 E. 257 St.  I thought we could use some Pet Pals update.  About a month and a half ago 

we had our first annual clam bake, formerly known as the Clam Bark.  Due to some problems with another 

animal organization we have to change that name.  We took some suggestions from the people in attendance 

and thanks to Vicky Miller of Eastlake, Ohio we selected her name.  In the future it will be called the Four 

Paws Clam Jam.   

 The next one will be September 24, 2004.  Another event we’re going to have next year is a Bark-B-Q 

which will be in the spring.   

 Current things going on, December 1st at the Council Meeting we’ll have the drawing for the computer.  

Tickets are still available.  On December 6th and December 10th, a Saturday and a Wednesday at the Animal 

Medical Center of Euclid at E. 240th and Lake Shore, we’ll be doing pictures with Santa Claus.  That’s what’s 

going on with Pet Pals right now.  As others have said, I would like to encourage everybody to go out and vote 

tomorrow and make the most appropriate choice.  Thank you. 

 

Mr. Tod Guntner – 390 E. 257.  I have the tickets if you want tickets tonight.  We opened three months ago, 

the Euclid Animal Shelter did, in fact this is the Anniversary. I’d like to personally thank all the citizens of 

Euclid and the surrounding communities who donated their time and especially their money to help us re-open 
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the Animal Shelter.  I’d like to thank the members of Council for putting together the Animal Shelter 

commission.  We want to keep this going for years to come forever if possible. We do need more help.  We 

need your memberships. We need you to buy tickets.  We need you to volunteer.  We have 8 wonderful cats at 

the animal shelter that needs to be adopted. They are very affectionate and they need your help.  We have 6 

wonderful dogs, 5 are adults and one puppy left.  We need your help.  Please join us.  The animal shelter is 

open this Saturday.  Last Saturday we were open, we adopted out 4 animals.  That is fantastic for only the 

second time we were open on a Saturday in almost one year.  Last but not least, to echo everyone else, please 

everyone, get out and vote.  Thank you and have a good evening. 

 

Ms. Alice Yatsko – 26930 Gary Ave.  On my way over here tonight I noticed along the curbs, leaves piled up.  

I think that’s a safety hazard.  Could you please aware people of the safety hazards of piling leaves on the 

street and not on the lawn?  Thank you. 

 

Director Gulich – I agree wholeheartedly, 100% percent.  Some of my service people are in the room with us 

here tonight.  I implore people to please rake their leaves onto the tree lawn and not on the street.  We’ll take 

them the rest of the way from there on the same day we pick them up, on your regular garbage day. We’re 

getting into the heavy season right now.  Some people might be tree-lawn challenged like myself.  You’re 

neighborhoods will stay neater, your catch basins won’t be getting blocked.  Again, there is the safety issue.  If 

you just leave them on the treelawn as best you can, we’ll come get them. Good advice. 

 

Mr. Harvey Mlachak – 23831 Lake Shore Blvd.  Euclid, Ohio.  I’m here tonight to again rattle some cages 

about the dump adjacent to my property, compliments of Mr. Price.  However, I am making some headway on 

this.  No thanks to the apathetic attitude of my Ward 2 Councilman Daryl Langman, who seems to care less 

about it. I do want to thank acting Law Director Mrs. Vento de Crespo for the time that she and information 

that she gave me in regards to my problem.   

 The other thing with this here in our fair town, if you look up the definition of boulevard in your 

dictionary, this dump and the condition of it belays everything that relates to what a boulevard is and is 

supposed to be.  Mr. Apanasewicz, after the last Council Meeting, you and I had a conversation and I asked 

you if you have given Mr. Price in writing what he’s in violation of.  Has he been notified of what violations 

he is guilty of? 

 

Commissioner Apanasewicz – Mr. Mlachak, we’ll issue that citation on November 8th.  We’ll make a plan as 

he agreed to by December 8th, which is the two month period that he stated that he would have the problem 

rectified. 

 

Mr. Mlachak – I’m sorry you said you’re going to him the ... 

 

Commissioner Apanasewicz – We’ll issue citation on November 8th.   

 

Mr. Mlachak – Thirty days.  I’m sorry. When you issue him that citation in writing and inform him of what 

violations he’s guilty of, I would like to repeat my request, when you send him that violation, I would like a 

copy of it please. 

 

Commissioner Apanasewicz – I’ll see that you get one. 

 

Mr. Mlachak – Thank you very kindly gentlemen. 

 

Ms. Maryjo Minarik – I am the editor, publisher and sole owner of the Euclid Observer, located at 19420 

Tyronne Ave. in Euclid.  I’m here to talk about long-past and recent-past.  Around 1776, our country decided 

to go to war to fight for independence because of the oppression that was being handed to them by the state of 

Britain, the country.  It took 8 years, but we won it.  We fought against oppression.  We fought for rights.  In 

1787 a Constitution was written guaranteeing some of those rights.  When it was ratified a Bill of Rights was 

then added to the Constitution, two of those rights being Freedom of Speech and Freedom of the Press.   

 Recent past incidents, specifically last Saturday, have caused me to have great distress and concern for 

the City of Euclid.  I am in favor of the Freedom of Speech.  If people choose to burn my paper at a small 

gathering on their own, that is fine.  But when candidates for elected office who are seeking a position where 

they will swear to uphold the Constitution of the United States, if elected, stand on a podium and take my 

paper –  

 

President Gudenas – Let’s , I’m sorry. 

 

Ms. Minarik – Its the welfare of the city.  It is unconstitutional. 

 

President Gudenas – Don’t mention candidates. 
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Ms. Minarik – I’m not going to mention any candidates by name.  This is an issue of freedom of the press. It is 

a cause of concern when an elected officials approve the burning of a document or a free paper.  That’s all I’m 

going to say.  Thank you very much. 

 

Mr. Dennis Berzinskas – 20890 S. Lake Shore Blvd.  One of the things, we have a golf course now, we used 

to have projects on that land.  The reason why we have a golf course is years ago they wanted to put upscale 

housing there.  Houses there.  The only people we could get would build 2 & 3 family homes there.  We didn’t 

like that idea at that time.  That goes back a lot of years.  Jerry Corbran came up with the idea of a golf course 

to cover that situation.  So, we have a golf course there and not 3 & 4 family homes or whatever they wanted 

to build. They were running the city at the time. 

 Independence, think about it.  Great word.  Our forefathers of this country fought for it and died for it.  

I saw something last Saturday that I didn’t like.  I see two parties, I’m a Democrat.  I see two parties coming 

together to keep your freedom of thought on only two parties or one situation, their situation. That would did 

not appreciate.  We have independence in this country, freedom of thought.  Let’s go out tomorrow and show 

them what our free thoughts are.  Thank you. 

 

Mr. Dennis Fricky – 141 E. 280.  I want to thank Council very much for raising the bar a little.  Second 

comment, how does the Home Builders Association know what is best for Euclid?  I’m getting sick and tired 

of outsiders coming in trying to influence on what’s going on in Euclid for whatever reason, for their own 

personal gain. Euclid residents are usually holding the bag.  There’s an old saying, follow the money, that’s a 

good saying, I like it, especially in politics.  

 I have talked to a lot of residents that wish Euclid could go back to the way it was in the 60’s, 70’s & 

80’s.  Things change.  I think many people on Council have said that.  We can’t do the things the same old 

way.  I used to work at Addressograph-Multigraph, its gone.  I don’t know how many jobs that was, 10,000 or 

whatever.  Other cities progress.  Euclid has been stuck in the past until recently.  I’m encouraged by that.  

Twenty-five years to get lakefront development.  Twenty-five years to get a senior center.  Twenty-five years 

to I hope, I hope, to get a first class banquet facility at a golf course instead of a quanta-hut.  That’s what I call 

it when I golf there. 

 That was kind of pushed back a little bit, the golf course.  But I noticed there were a few people on 

Council that wanted to kind of like, Mr. Balazs says there’s plenty of money, Director DeMinico also said 

plenty of money.  You know it is going to be 10 years,  whatever, that it’ll be paid back.  It will bring money 

into Euclid.  I don’t know why Council would be against that.  There was a few people, a minority.   

 We need to raise the bar, we need to have vision, we can’t do business as usual in Euclid.  At the 

Vision 2020 conference with the meeting of a number of CEO’s, it was brought up that the Mayor and Council 

has to be more friendly to business.  Another CEO said that Euclid’s pride gets in its way because Euclid 

thinks business should be glad to come to Euclid.  That’s old thinking.   

 The next Mayor and Council has to go out and get business.  They have to be business friendly.  I 

encourage one other thing.  This also means no new taxes.  My neighbors constantly complain about the taxes.  

That’s going to drive residents out, that’s also going to drive businesses out and its not going to bring any 

businesses in.  I encourage everyone to go out and vote.  Most people that are running have a record.  I think 

there’s 3 openings that will be on Council.  What I encourage everyone to do is study their qualifications.  

What are they going to bring to the table?  What do they do?  What do they sound like?  Each candidate has to 

bring something to the table.  We have many, many qualified candidates.  That’s about it.  Go out and vote 

tomorrow. 

 

Mrs. Deborah Kinds – 177 E. 192 St.  As a Euclid homeowner for over 20 years, I’m appalled at many things 

I’ve heard said tonight and in the media of the recent weeks.  I’m appalled at the implication that the issue 

regarding Provident Baptist Church is not a racial issue.  As an African-American, I believe that it is.  If it was 

not a racial issue, comments regarding segregated housing made would not have made this an issue.  Because 

there are people of all racial origins that attend Provident Baptist Church.  I do not attend Provident Baptist 

Church.  But I do know numerous people that do.   

 I also disagree with the comments that two members in the household are required in order to afford a 

2,000 sq. ft. house.  I resent that implication.  I purchased my first home in Euclid as a single individual at 24 

years of age.  The home that we just built, I could have purchased as a single individual.  I resent that 

implication.  Not all homes that have been proposed by Provident Baptist Church will have reverse mortgages, 

very few of them.  Numerous existing Euclid residents attend Provident Baptist Church, numerous.  Many also 

own homes currently in Euclid.  I also know at least 15 of the residents that currently reside in Euclid are 

interested in the homes that could afford even a 2,000 sq. ft. home.  I wonder what the next stumbling block 

will be to Provident if this ordinance passes that says that there’s going to be 2, 000 sq. ft. homes.  What 

would be the next excuse to prevent Provident from building this church?  Provident owns that property.   

 The implication that the issue pertaining to the 2,000 sq. ft. housing, it does not have any direct bearing 

on the Provident property.  I disagree with that.  The reason I disagree with that is when Issue 4 came up, 

when item 4 on the agenda came up and had already been discussed, it was brought up by the Council 
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President that bringing up a non-pertinent issue with reference to that property on 192.  It had been discussed, 

the first hearing was discussed pertaining to the Provident property.  Yet, that still had to be brought up as an 

issue. 

 At the start of Council tonight, it was indicated that political comments, it was asked that political 

comments not be made.  There have been 6 occasions that political comments have been directly or indirectly 

made by members on this Council.   

 The implication that all homeowners that would be interested in the homes to be built by Provident 

would be on a fixed income.  I disagree with and I know for a fact that is not the case. 

 I ask, why would the President of Council sponsor legislation on #5 and then negatively make 

comments regarding it?   

 The comment made that 98% of the suburbs listed tonight do not have 2,000 sq. ft. requirement. It was 

clearly indicated that 98% of what was indicated tonight did not have this requirement but yet this seems to be 

an issue. 

 I’m bringing these issues up because of my concerns.  I do not have a problem with 2,000 sq. ft. 

requirements on a home, I understand that.  But I have to continue to wonder what will be the next excuse 

given to Provident who currently owns the property to prevent them from even building their church?  As a 

member of another church in the City of Cleveland that have numerous classrooms, numerous, the implication 

that this would be used for a Charter School, I think that question needs to be asked rather than that brought up 

as a supposition tonight.  I also am going to please take my comments that I had made tonight into 

consideration.   

 

Mr. Eric Heinemeyer - 21751  Priday.  Over this past weekend, I was watching Euclid City Television quite a 

bit and I saw a interesting show about redevelopment of the city on Euclid Television. Some of the politicians 

were present, some were not.  I request those that didn’t go to at least see the show on television.  One of the 

issues that were brought up with the redevelopment of Euclid is that the city has to assist developers because 

of the fact that when they purchase something and tear it down, they have to recover their original purchase 

price in anything that they build.  

 We have an opportunity to set aside funding for such an endeavor.  By using some of the tax money 

created by the new development south of Euclid, whatever it is.  Setting aside a portion of that to use to help 

redevelop the rest of Euclid.  I’m mentioning it now because I happen to be here and I don’t normally make it 

to City Council meetings.  As a way of trying to stimulate thoughts about it.  Basically that’s what I have to 

say.   

 

Mr. Dennis Glasney – 731 E. 263 St.  Euclid.  I’m going to obey the rules tonight and I’m going to keep my 

comments on a non-political or personal attack here tonight.  I would like to address the staff or the editor in 

chief, if you will, of the Euclid Observer. 

 

President Gudenas – I’m sorry, you cannot direct comments against the public or any .... 

 

Mr. Glasney – I’m not directing attacks against anybody.  I am making comments about the Euclid Observer. 

 

President Gudenas – That would be out of order. 

 

Mr. Glasney – Why would that be out of order? 

 

President Gudenas – We have an ordinance that says, public remarks at our council meeting which are 

personal in nature are at all times out of order. 

 

Mr. Glasney – My remarks are not personal in nature.  My remarks are about comments about articles that 

appeared in the newspaper.  She just got up here and said how she believe in freedom of speech.   

 I would like to offer my own personal views on some of the things ... 

 

President Gudenas – This is not the place for that. 

 

Mr. Glasney – Its not the place for it? 

 

President Gudenas – No, I’m sorry.   

 

Mr. Glasney – That paper has taken opportunities to personally attack people that are members of this Council 

and members of this Administration. I feel that I should have a right to make a comment with regards to that. 

 

President Gudenas – I understand your position, but we have specific rules here.  We have to enforce them, 

we’ve been very good about it with everybody else.  We can’t make an exception now.  Do you have anything 

else to add? 
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Mr. Glasney – I would like to make just one comment.  There was a comment made about my personal attire 

attending these meetings and it was stated that wished that I would no longer wear Harley Davidson 

Motorcycle shirts to these Council meetings.  So I’d just like to take this opportunity tonight to let them know 

that I have chosen to come before this Council and the administration tonight for the first time without 

wearing any Harley Davidson attire.  I hope that Maryjo and the members of her staff like my new shirt.  

Thank you very much for the opportunity to speak.  Freedom of Speech. 

 

Ms. Jes Wrenn – 925 E. 248 St.  I just want to make a little comment, as a young voter, this will be my firs 

time voting.  I have been doing whatever I can to make the right decision in my mind.  But its really 

disheartening to hear all the negative comments.  Even my friends bring up to me.  Just a little note, my age 

group is the future of Euclid.  But we’re also the least likely to vote because of all the trouble that’s going on.  

I know its politics, but like I heard a citizen say at the last meeting, people need to form their own opinion by 

what they believe and not negative.  Just remember to vote by your own beliefs. 

 

Councilman Gruber moved to rise and report.  Councilman Langman seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 

 

COUNCILMEN’S COMMENTS 

Councilman Delaney – I would like to say tomorrow’s election day comes like so many of them and so many 

people had said before that it is an important task.  It is one of the greatest tasks our nation has given to our 

country, our nation has given to people, to societies.  The local election does take a great deal of time.  Just 

being a candidate is a remarkable accomplishment, something everybody should be proud of.  There’s great 

conviction out there.  I’m proud of the fact that every office has a choice.  It says something about our 

community.  With the weather being as nice as its going to be, I would just hope and pray that our turn out is a 

record breaker.  I would really like to see the majority of our registered voters get to the polls and make their 

decision.  It is incumbent upon all of us.  This is why we have elections, to keep our city moving forward to 

change it for the better.  Thank you. 

 

Councilman Gruber – I would just like to reiterate that during all the hoopla of the current election, I hope that 

Issue 5 isn’t lost.  It is for the schools.  It is for a good cause.  It will help our neighborhoods and strengthen 

our community.  A lawn sign poll says Yanesh is winning.  Thank you, get out and vote. 

 

Councilman Langman – First, I think it is clear that Mr. Mlachak might need a new dictionary because he 

confuses facts with apathy. 

 

President Gudenas – We’re not supposed to mention any names. 

 

Councilman Langman – He made some comments that need to be addressed.  Mr. Mlachak, I did express his 

desire to call me if he had problems with the dumpster, he did not.  I think Mr. Apanasewicz would bear me 

out, we discussed the dumpster issue at least on 4 occasions that I recall and I’ve also talked to Mr. Price.  We 

are in the process of resolving that.  It is not apathetic, I don’t think in my course of action. 

 Turning to the issue before us tomorrow, please vote for Issue 5 and please get out and vote.  Keep in 

mind that once the election is over, then the community needs to accept the results and come together so that 

we can move forward as a community.  Thank you. 

 

Councilman Lisy – Council President Gudenas and I had an opportunity to ride along with the leaf pickers and 

see what they go through first hand.  I’m doing this voluntarily.  This is not because, it is just some things I 

saw first hand, so this is a public service announcement.  When you rake your leaves and put them on the curb, 

place them on the grass, not on the street, on the treelawn.  Do not have sticks in there.  The sticks are a real 

pain.  It clogs the suction all the time.  Don’t put grass clippings in there.  It is really heavy and it is not meant 

to be in there.  If you live on a dead-end street or a cul-de-sac, be wary that the truck has to get down there 

somehow and the truck drivers are impressive on how they can maneuver through those streets.  If you’re 

going to park you car, don’t park them on the side with the leaves because it is hard to get the leaves around 

your car.  If your dog has some business in the yard, please clean it up before its sucked up.  Its a mess when it 

is shredded.  They do an outstanding job and I commend your staff for a very rough labor task. 

 

Councilman McTighe – I just wish all candidates who are running for their positions the best of luck.  I know 

two years ago it was quite exciting come that night.  For all those individuals we are requesting McTighe sign, 

I’ll be donating some to Euclid Historical Society and will be autographing some later on. 

 

Councilwoman Miller – I too would like to wish everyone good luck and I hope you’re able to sleep tonight.  

You are going to be up bright and early tomorrow.  I’m just going to relax and drink my coffee and read my 

paper.  Seriously, good luck and I hope everyone goes out and votes tomorrow. 
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Councilman Sustarsic – Polls open at 6:30 and close at 7:30.  It is supposed to be 77 degrees outside.  There 

should be no excuse.  I think that’s the best we can do is have as any people show up to vote.  Thank you. 

 

President Gudenas – Councilman Lisy and I did have a very informative visit with the Street Dept.  We saw 

firsthand the leaves disappear from our treelawns to where they go.  I’ve still got a blister from all that.  It was 

very impressive and your comments need to be heeded about what is put out on the treelawn because it could 

be more of a safety hazard to city workers.   

 I will echo the remarks that everyone else said.  We encourage everybody to vote and I wish everybody 

good luck and of course some more than others.  Thank you very much. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

Councilman Delaney moved to adjourn.  Councilman Lisy seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 

 

Attest: 

 

____________________________   ____________________________ 

Clerk of Council     President of Council 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


