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CITY OF OLMSTED FALLS 
MINUTES 

SHADE TREE COMMISSION 
COUNCIL CHAMBERS 
Thursday, July 8, 2021 

6:00 p.m. 
26100 Bagley Road, Olmsted Falls 

 
Meeting was called to order at 6:06 pm.   

Board Members present: Al Namestnik, Jessie Hawkins, Tom Shepka, Mike Reitz, and 

Rich Nemeth. Service Director Joe Borczuch and Council Liaison Jennifer Jansen. 

Audience attendance was 7. 

 

The October 2020 minutes were approved as presented.  Poll: 5 ayes, 0 nays.   

Motion carries. 

 

Tree Preservation Plan for Smokestack Trail, 8885 Columbia Rd.  

Sam Suhail of Suhail & Suhail Consulting, developer for Smokestack Trail at 8885 

Columbia Rd.  presented his Tree Preservation Plan. Mr. Suhail stated that he has done 

work here in Olmsted falls for a number of years.  They designed Western Reserve East 

and West.  This project is just north of Riverview Pointe nursing facility on the east side 

of Columbia Rd. south of Bagley.  Mr. Suhail went on to say that this is a 22 acre site and 

what is proposed is, referring to the plan, up to the north is an undisturbed canopy that 

will be preserved and to the east.  The rest of the site will be cleared.   Mr. Suhail then 

referred to the chart on page #18 listed below.  

Tree canopy chart 

Total project area of 21.65 acres, 943,074 SF 

Total required tree canopy for MUTND 25%, 2 35,769 SF 

Existing canopy to be preserved 119,354 SF. 

New canopy required 116,415 SF 

New canopy replacement 117,465 SF 

New street tree 79,200 SF 

Total new canopy provided 196,665 

Mr. Suhail stated that this is pretty straight forward proposal and this plan indicates the 

worse case scenario meaning that as they move forward if they can preserve more trees 

they will do that.  When they do the final calculations if they feel that this won’t hurt the 

trees root zone when we come back if the sewer depth won’t hurt the root zone then we 

can save those trees. Not knowing all of those engineering details right now, again this is 

the worse case situation and it will only get better as to how many trees can be preserved. 
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Mr. Shepka asked if Mr. Suhail was proposing the entire area to the right will be 

preserved.  Mr. Suhail said yes.   Mr. Shepka asked who is responsible for the riparian 

setback and Mr. Borzcuch stated that would be Planning & Zoning (PZ).  Mr. Suhail 

stated that the riparian is part of the canopy preserve.  Mr. Shepka asked about the south 

line and the trees located in that location. Mr. Suhail stated that the trees listed at the 

south property line are not his trees and were not used as part of the calculation. 

Ms. Hawkins asked about  the trees in the riparian corridor.  Mr. Suhail stated that again 

this is worst case and can only get better from here depending on how the sewers and 

utilities impact the trees.  Mr. Shepka stated he has heard this before and he does not trust 

developers from here to you because they cut every possible corner that they can and they 

tell you what you want to hear and then do what they want to do which leads me to the 

next point. Who do we have to inspect and enforce what will be going on in this project?  

Mr. Shepka went on to say that he has seen the ball dropped on a number of things in the 

past in other developments.  So who inspects and enforces on the city’s behalf.  Mr. 

Suhail stated that once the preservation are is finalized, before anything else is done we 

will fence that area out.  Mr. Borzcuch stated that if the area is de-grubbed before the 

taking down all threes  it would be easier to see where the fence lines have to be around 

the proposed trees that need to stay.  Once you go in and start taking out the trees it is 

harder to see that you may have gone past this zone or this zone.  Mr. Suhail stated in 

order to do this tree plan, they did a little bit of de-grubbing just enough to walk around 

the perimeter.  He feels that there is enough control and they found all the pins and we 

have our control points and gives us a good bearing on where the lines are.  Mr. Shepka 

asked if these were public or private streets and Mr. Suhail answered public streets.  

Close to the river front those are prosed to be private streets.  Ms. Shepka stated that 

those trees for the public streets will have to be removed from the count.  Mr. Suhail 

stated they were not in the count.  Mr. Borzcuch asked how wide the lots were and Mr. 

Suhail stated between 50 and 55 ft. wide and a couple are 60-63 ft. wide.   The proposed 

homes are 40 ft. wide.  Ms. Hawkins asked if they have any plans to identify any 

specimen trees what they intend to save. Mr. Suhail stated as they move forward if they 

can be saved yes.  Right now they can’t say what that might be because they don’t know 

what the depths of the sewers will be. It is in our best interest too to save those trees 

because then we don’t have to spend the money to replace that canopy. Ms. Hawkins 

asked if they were going to do a tree survey in the future.  Mr. Suhail stated that they 

actually had a tree survey done and that is how these trees were identified but it seems no 

point to identify specimen trees if we can’t commit to save them. So that is why he said at 

the beginning that this is the worse case scenario being a preliminary plan but as we 

move forward when we come in with the next plan if we can save some more trees we 

will identify those trees, the location and the specimen size and show it on the drawing.   

Ms. Janson asked if they were able to save any trees in the other developments in 
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Olmsted Falls.  Mr. Suhail stated that he was not the developer but he did the engineering 

and the plan preparation but what he could tell there is still lot of grading activity going 

on there but he believes there are some areas that they have saved and an area off Main 

St.  where they goofed up and took down an ash tree.   Mr. Borzcuch stated that the ash 

tree is still up but the contractors went into the root zone.  Mr. Borzcuch also stated that 

they have issues with trees being planted in the sewer easements, as shown in the back 

yards, and the trees will have to be moved closer to the house. Mr. Nemeth asked about 

the proposed canopy trees in the back of each yard, he wants to know who decides what 

tree goes where.  Mr. Suhail stated that he believes that city will make the final decision.  

Mr. Borzcuch sated that he and Mr. Shepka walked the Preserve Way development and 

checked out and marked the trees in that development.  Mr. Nemeth stated that in his 

development the clear cut everything.  Mr. Borzcuch stated that in those areas yes they 

clear cut everything.  They tried to have some trees saved and those trees ended up 

coming down on the houses. Small equipment is not a problem on the root zone but 

excavators and the larger equipment is.  

 

Lee Fenrich, 8893 Columbia Rd. Mr. Fenrich asked, as far as taking down trees, are any 

trees marked to save.  Mr. Shepka stated that he would think so.  He stated that he will 

not allow an 80 year old healthy oak to be cut down. He is concerned about the perimeter 

and what kind of trees are at the edge of that to see if that needs to be modified, to take it 

further way from critical root zones   Mr. Shepka stated he plans on going out to look at 

the property and possibly ask for modifications.  Mr. Suhail stated that is the reason why 

they are specifically located using surveying equipment. He had Society of American 

Foresters person out here taking a look at all of the trees because he wanted to see what 

the value of the timber was on this property and it is not much.  These are nursery grown 

trees from way back and maybe a couple of mother oak trees.  Mr. Suhail went to say that 

the trees located on the south side and the size of those based on 1.5 times the diameter of 

that tree for the not disturbance zone has already been taken into consideration.   

Mr. Fenrich asked about the houses which are on his side of the road that on the plan Mr. 

Suhail shows the pine trees that are on his property.  Mr. Suhail stated that he is just 

showing them and they do not count towards his tree preservation.  Mr. Fenrich stated 

that he is asking that once those homes are sold, what is keeping those people from 

cutting that side of his trees down-branches going over the property line?  Mr. Suhail 

stated that according to Ohio law, what would keep Mr. Suhail from cutting the branches 

on his side down.  Ms. Jenson asked why are the trees that are not on Suhail’s property 

identified and the ones on his property are not.  Mr. Suhail stated that the reason is for the 

root zone, it still comes on to his property and he has an obligation to protect them.  Mr. 

Suhail stated he is trying to be proactive about this.   Mr. Shepka stated that basically 

what they are doing is they will be fencing the preservation area and then wipeout 
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everything in between, fill up the wetlands and you are on your own.  Nothing internally 

will be preserved.  Mr. Borczuch stated the problem with keeping the trees within the 

area, we found out they cause big issues later on.  We found this out in Falls Point and it 

was a big headache.  Mr. Reitz state that he would like the board to meet and walk the 

property like they used to do.  Ms. Janson agreed and it is much better in person than on 

paper. Mr. Shepka stated that he also wants answers as to who will be enforcing this plan. 

He has seen fencees moved and every corner cut and shortcuts taken but he is not judging 

Mr. Suhail.  Discussion ensued about dates to meet at the property and the next meeting 

date.  The PZ meeting is on July 21 and this board needs to make a recommendation for 

that meeting.   Ms. Jansen said to not feel rushed into a decision.   

 

Ms. Jansen read from under Design and Layout Criteria “ Buildings and parking areas 

should be located to fit the existing topography and preserve the natural amenities of the 

site”  She asked Mr. Suhail if there is any place on the plan where you could show that 

you did that?  Ms. Shepka stated that that would not be on this plan.  Mr. Suhail stated 

that the area in green will be preserved.  Ms. Jansen asked if there were any areas marked 

on the property.  Mr. Suhail showed some areas on the plan presented that were marked.  

He also went over the grading plan. He will be there for the walk through as well.  

 

Gary Thompson, Planning Commission.  Mr. Thompson stated as far as enforcement 

of the tree preservation goes it is done by the City Engineer, and George Smerigan the 

City Planner.  The engineer would handle the site development, grading, sewers, and 

utilities.  George Smerigan would be in charge of the check list dealing with all of the 

buildings.  Ms. Jansen asked if there was a time frame.  Mr. Borczuch stated that for 

instance with the current development we are down there pretty often.  The erosion 

protection plan gets checked.  Someone is on site at least weekly.  

 

It was decided to meet at the property on Wednesday July 14, 2021 at 3:00 pm.  Mr. 

Borczuch stated he will be paving that day and if he can get away he will be there.      

This board will meet again on July 20, 2021 at 6:30 pm.   

Service Director Report  

No additional report 

Old Business 

None   

Meeting adjourned at approximately 7:15 pm.  

 

Aimee Stone ,Secretary 

 Shade Tree Commission        Approved 07.20.21 


