
COUNCIL MINUTES 
December 7, 2009 

 
The regular Council Meeting was held on Monday, December 7, 2009 at 7:00 PM in the Euclid 
Municipal Center Council Chamber. Council President Holzheimer Gail presided. 
 
Members Present: Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman,  
   Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail. 
All present. 
 
Others Present:  Mayor Cervenik, Asst. Law Director Sweeney, CS&ED Director Pietravoia,  
Finance Director Johnson, Service Director Smith,  Asst. Recreation Director Stephens, Chief 
Repicky, Fire Chief Cosgriff, Asst. Director Bock, Sgt.-at-Arms Novosel, Clerk of Council Cahill. 
 

Invocation 
Invocation was given by Elder Thomas Raucks from Euclid Church of Christ. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail welcomed new Ward 1 Councilman David Gilliham and the 2009-2011 
term of Council. 

 
COMMUNICATIONS 

Council has received the following communications: 
A Resolution from the City of Independence re: moratorium on gas wells. 
A letter from the Dept. of Commerce granting a thirty day extension on the liquor permit request for 
Walgreens, 20485 Euclid Ave., until December 30, 2009. 
 
 

COUNCIL MINUTES 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to receive and approve the Council Minutes of November 16, 
2009.  Councilwoman Jones seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 

ADMINISTRATION REPORTS & COMMUNICATIONS 
Mayor Cervenik  presented Res. 204-2009 to the Boy Scout Troops and Packs and Girl Scout & 
Daisy Troops who participated in the 2009 Yard Charge. 
 
Mayor Cervenik administered the Oath of Office to Councilman Greg Van Ho to become the 
Council Representative to the Shade Tree Commission. 
 
Chief Cosgriff – With the Holiday Season upon us, the State Fire Marshal is encouraging Ohio 
families to pay close attention to fire safety.  Since the year 2000, nine deaths and more than $2 
million in damages were reported in Ohio as a result of fires in or around Christmas Trees and 
Holiday decorations. 
 Some important things to remember when decorating for Christmas, is to only use UL 
approved strings of light.  Follow the manufacturer’s instructions for how many light strings can be 
strung together.  Use as few extension cords as possible and never run them under rugs or sharp 
objects.  Decorative candles should be secured and kept away from material that could easily ignite.  
If you choose to have a live Christmas tree, get as fresh a tree as possible.  The trunk of the tree 
should be sticky when you touch it and the needles should be flexible and hard to pull off the 
branch.  You can also check a tree by bouncing the trunk on the ground and see how many needles 
fall off the tree.  Keep the tree stand filled with water and that may mean you have to refill it 
everyday because they do soak up a lot of water.  If you are re-using older Christmas tree lights, 
make sure that you inspect the cords and they are designed for use on live trees.  Do not leave the 
lights on when the tree is unattended.   
 I’m sure most of the people have seen the video of a live tree catching on fire and burning in 
a room, but if you have not, go to the United States Fire Administration’s website, it shows that 
video.  It is amazing how fast that tree starts to burn and turns the whole room into an inferno. A 
good reminder for you to keep the tree filled with water is watching that video.  As always, every 
home should have working smoke detectors on all floors and every household should have an 
emergency escape plan.  For Euclid residents, if you need smoke detectors or batteries for smoke 
detectors, call our Fire Prevention Bureau at 289-8425 and we will provide you with smoke 
detectors and batteries.  There is really no excuse for citizens of Euclid to not have working smoke 
detectors on each floor of their house.  Thank you. 
 
Chief Repicky – Two items I wanted to touch on very quickly.  We graduated our 24th Citizens 
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Police Academy class on Tuesday, November 24th.  It was very well attended and we are seeking 
applicants for the February 2010 class.  Twenty people can attend.  If you are interested, contact 
Sgt. Jim Baird at 289-8450.   
 This is the Holiday Season and unfortunately people will be traveling and shopping and not 
at their home as usual, as much as they usually spend.  I ask if any resident sees somebody in the 
area that doesn’t belong or a car that doesn’t fit in the area, please call us.  We just recommend that 
you keep an eye on your neighbor’s home during this holiday season.  Thank you. 
 
Director Pietravoia – First of all for those of you who have been following the Euclid Waterfront 
Improvement Plan, we’ve had a series of community meetings, three so far, one here at City Hall 
and two in the community.  There’s a follow up meeting, December 8th, the Planning & Zoning 
Commission will be taking action on the Waterfront Improvement Plan at 7 PM.  The meeting starts 
and is here in Council Chambers.  That will be followed by a referral from Planning & Zoning to 
City Council on December 21 at your regularly scheduled council meeting. I just wanted to get that 
information out there for those of you who might be interested in attending the Planning & Zoning 
Meeting and the final council discussion. 
 The second item is an announcement regarding Wendy’s in downtown Euclid.  For those of 
you who have driven by recently you’ll notice that the two structures that are going to be 
demolished for the construction of the new restaurant have been fenced off and the equipment has 
been mobilized on site so they will be in the next few days starting the demolition of those 
structures.  Following that, the construction of the new restaurant.  It will take an estimate of 4-5 
months for complete construction.  The Police Chief asked that we make an announcement just to 
caution people.  The restaurant will stay open during construction.  The drive-through will stay 
open so there’s going to be a slightly different traffic pattern and less parking during construction 
than there normally would be.  We ask for everyone’s patience and just a little bit of caution when 
you’re driving around that area during construction.  Thank you. 
 
Asst. Director Stephens –  I have two quick announcements.  The Candy Cane Hunt scheduled for 
the morning of Saturday, December 12th has been cancelled.  The Swimming with Santa on 
Thursday at 7 PM in the High School pool will be as scheduled.  Cost is $2 for non-residents, $1 for 
residents and pre-registration is required.  Thank you. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – I would just like to remind everyone that the City of Euclid Toy Drive is 
ongoing.  If you have any toys you’d like to drop off between now and December 18th, we’d 
appreciate new, unwrapped toys.  You can either bring them to City Hall or to the Shore Cultural 
Centre.  These toys will be given to those families in need in the community and I can tell you the 
need has grown much more so than in prior years.  If you’re able to donate a toy, it would be 
appreciated. 
 Also you can drop off bikes at Rick Case Honda.  Any used bicycles at 915 E. 200 Street.  If 
the bikes need to be refurbished, the engineering students from Villa Angela-St. Joseph High 
School that will refurbish these bicycles and then given to Euclid children for Christmas.  The 
collection on those will continue through December 15th.  Look in your garage, you may have some 
bikes that you haven’t used in awhile or you want to upgrade to one of the newer bikes, it would 
certainly be appreciated.  That will end our Administration Reports and Communications. 

 
REPORTS & COMMITTEE MINUTES 

Councilwoman Scarniench moved to receive the Police Report of  
October, 2009; Parks & Recreation Committee Minutes of  11/4/09; Business & Commercial 
Committee Minutes of 11/9/09; Board of Control Minutes of 11/9/09; 11/16/09; 11/23/09.  
Councilman O’Neill seconded.  Yeas: Unanimous. 
 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE FOR LEGISLATIVE MATTERS ONLY 
Mr. Ed Gudenas – 263 Lloyd Rd, here in Euclid. Council President, members of Council, Mayor 
Cervenik, Directors, first Merry Christmas because I don’t know if I’ll be back before then, 
hopefully.  I’m here to talk about #1, which is the city’s proposed spending of $400,000 to buy 
some property on the lakefront.  Although I don’t know if we should buy it or not buy it, that’s not 
the issue, owning that land might be a good idea, the issue is, is the land worth $400,000. 
 I did have a chance to look at the appraisal that the City of Euclid paid to have and a couple 
of interesting points come up. First one is, long appraisal, the word erosion, break wall, erosion 
protection never come up once.  This land with a great deal of erosion is compared the same way as 
land on Edgecliff with no erosion and in fact a beach.  No appraisal that I have ever seen would 
compare land with erosion at the same value as land without erosion.   
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 As one specific example, the appraiser talks about land at the end of E. 250 Street which 
used to be the water intake for PMX and the factory before that.  That’s the big vacant parcel on 
Lake Shore Blvd.  He puts the value of that land the same as this parcel next to the Normandy high-
rise.  The problem is that land at the end of E. 250 has probably a $200,000 armor stone break wall.  
It is completely graded to the lake.  You could walk there easily, you could drive a car right up to 
the water.  That’s a very expensive system, yet there is no account for that value of that property.  
That property should be worth a lot more because it is fully protected.  I have lived within two 
houses of this property the city wants to buy for twenty years and can state there is a great deal of 
erosion. 
 Number two, is there anybody in this room tonight that has actually seen a current survey of 
this property, what the actual dimensions are?  If you have, please raise your hand because I’ll 
direct the question toward you.  The reason I ask this is that there has been a great deal of erosion 
there.  The appraiser has apparently used figures from the County on the square footage.  Those 
figures could be fifty years old because it talks about the former house I was at as being 800 feet 
deep.  When I left it was under 700 feet deep.  We don’t know the size of this land, yet the appraiser 
put the value of this property based on square footage.  You cannot proceed to look at an appraisal 
that’s based on square footage that doesn’t exist.  That should send a big red flag about the 
qualifications and motivations of this appraisal because you need to have an actual survey that 
shows how much land you’re buying if you’re going to appraise it based on the square footage. 
 Equally interestingly he doesn’t include as a comparable the land in Willowick that has been 
sold to Lamar, the big development on Lake Shore Blvd.  That sold for $152,000 an acre and the 
appraiser just dismisses it saying I’m not including that as a comparable, when in fact that is 
probably the closest comparable to this property.  Why?  I don’t quite understand.  
 Here’s an example of how he does do it.  There was a small parcel sold on Gilchrist.  It sold 
for $130,000.  Somehow the appraiser took that $130,000 sale and said that property, that very 
specific property sold for $590,000 an acre. He used that $590,000 an acre to drive up the value of 
this property.  That makes no sense.  You can’t say something that sold for $130,000 sold for 
$590,000.   
 For these reasons alone, if the city really wants to buy this property, please get another 
appraiser that’s completely independent that will use standard appraisal techniques to account for 
erosion and the location.  I would recommend someone to go down to this property, I’ve taken 
pictures, you have the Normandy high-rise that runs almost the entire length of the property within 
15 feet of the line.  The value of that property today in our market is probably $100,000, $200,000 
maximum.   
 Especially in light of today’s Plain Dealer about Cuyahoga appraisals coming under 
examination, I would strongly suggest all elected officials to be very careful how you spend 
$400,000 when you’re put on notice that an appraisal that the city has paid for is not accurate.  
Thank you. 
   
Mr. Christopher Fassnacht – 2237 Marlene Dr., Fairview Park, Ohio.  With regards to tonight’s 
ordinance (005-09), I’m asking that it be tabled until the next Council meeting for further review.  I 
know the Mayor and the Finance Director probably don’t like that but I just think right now things 
are moving rather quickly with regards to legislation that affects shows that aren’t even at the Great 
Lakes Expo Center and I just caution you that there are many taxes and many fees that already on 
the books and I’m just speaking from my three shows alone that have been sort of the benchmark 
and probably are in the 2010 budget to the tune of about $35,000-$40,000.  
 I just ask that you have a little more consideration with regards to specifically the language 
in the 799.02 Application that requires specific exhibitor lists which a lot of our shows treat as 
privileged, confidential information.  One of the reasons that’s being requested by the City is for tax 
purposes but with most shows being ten days or less, I don’t think most shows would be subject to 
that kind of tax with their employees that work in the exhibits.  I just would ask you to walk a little 
bit slower here.  I guess I’m only speaking from my trade show experience and what show 
producers like myself see as obstacles of doing business in different facilities around the country.  
I’d like to discuss this further whichever committees or the Mayor before this goes forward.  I’m 
just trying to be pro-business and ask the city to understand the trade show business is unique and 
the fact that a lot of us are entrepreneurs and for us, with the exception of the dates that we hold at 
the convention facility, there really isn’t much else tangible that we own except our exhibitor lists 
that are privileged information that sometimes we work on for years developing the right contact 
person for our exhibitors.  With that said, thank you. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – No other comments, we’ll just move forward with legislation. 
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LEGISLATION 
    Ord. 205-2009 (006-09) Purchase 24701 Lake Shore 
An emergency ordinance authorizing the Mayor of the City of Euclid to enter into a purchase 
agreement and a temporary construction easement and to execute all other documents necessary to 
acquire property from Coastline Investments Ltd  located at 24701 Lake Shore Boulevard 
(Permanent Parcel No. 644-06-010) at a cost of Four Hundred Thousand and 00/100 Dollars 
($400,000.00) for the public purpose of the installation of a new storm sewer line and related outfall 
and as part of the assembly of land for public improvements related to lakefront development in the 
Euclid Waterfront Improvement Plan.  (Sponsored by Mayor Cervenik, Council President 
Holzheimer Gail, Councilpersons Langman and O’Neill) 
 
Councilman Langman moved for passage, Councilman O’Neill seconded. 
 
Director Pietravoia –  I would like to start out by giving a little bit of background related to the 
project.  As I go through my comments or during the question period, I’ll try to address some of the 
comments that were made at the beginning of the meeting. 
 First of all most of you know that this street and sewer project on E. 248 St. that is currently 
underway has a storm sewer component that requires a line to run north to the Lake and also 
requires a sewer outfall at its northern most terminus.  
 The administration has been working with both members of Council as well as the current 
land owners to study options available for the location of that line, where it makes the most sense 
for the storm sewer and outfall to be.  At the same time, all of you know we’ve had plenty of public 
meetings recently that we’ve been advancing the waterfront plan, improvement plan, that’s been 
developed by our consultant JJR and that plan calls for public improvements and public access to 
the lake to be developed in the vicinity of this parcel that we’re discussing tonight. 
 So as we looked at all the options for the location of that line it became apparent that it 
would make sense to locate it as far to the east, if you look at the whole layout and you all have the 
map in front of you that shows all the parcels we’re discussing, along the edge of the future 
lakefront development area.  There’s a couple of very common sense reasons for that.  It would 
ensure the least disruption of future potential development.  Again, common sense, it is not good to 
build future buildings over the top of a sewer line. So if we located that line anywhere toward the 
center or the middle of those parcels, including the current parcel that we already own, it could be 
in the way of future development. 
 The proposed location would also help to ensure the storm outfall itself would be located far 
enough east so that when there’s a storm and it serves it purpose, the water would actually go into 
the lake rather than go into the future marina basin that is proposed as part of the lakefront 
development.  
 Finally the line itself has another potential benefit.  It could actually serve maybe not the 
entire area, but it could actually serve part of the lakefront development that’s proposed in the plans 
you’ve seen by JJR. 
 So with that in mind, in terms of where it made the most sense for that line to be, the 
administration approached the owners to discuss the possible sites and the various options that I just 
described, where that line should go and how we could use the parcel that they own for the storm 
sewer line.  The owner of public record is a company by the name of Coastline Investments, which 
is affiliated with the K&D Group who has been our partner for a number of years now in trying to 
advance lakefront development in the vicinity of Harbor Town.  That ownership group was willing 
to discuss the sale of the property. 
 I think most of you know our local laws require that an appraisal be conducted whenever the 
city buys or sells land.  Not only do our own laws require it, but we have a source of funds, we have 
been very fortunate to receive a half a million dollars, State capital grant, with the help of Kenny 
Yuko and at that time, State Senator Lance Mason, that can be used for the acquisition of land for 
the waterfront development, that also requires an appraisal.  We have forwarded the form of this 
particular appraisal, a draft of the study, to the State to make sure that it met their guidelines and it 
was in the form they would require for use of the grant dollars and they did confirm that. 
 The Public Service Dept. working with the rest of us on the administration side took the lead 
in soliciting the proposals for the necessary appraisal.  Three firms were approached, selected by the 
city to solicit proposals based on their past experience particularly in the Greater Cleveland area.  
All three did submit proposals, they were received and reviewed by the City.  All three firms, I want 
to assure you are very well qualified.  If you’re interested in seeing all three proposals, I’d be happy 
to provide those to you.  James Caldwell of Buckholz, Caldwell and Assoc. was selected as the 
lowest and best proposal through that process. 
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 Mr. Caldwell has had 36 years of experience doing appraisals in the Greater Cleveland area 
in all facets of appraisals, all types of appraisals.  He has all the necessary certifications.  It is well 
documented in the report that all of Council had access to.  If there are questions about his 
experience or background or qualifications, I would be happy to try to address that and if necessary 
we could certainly bring Mr. Caldwell in as well. 
 I want to be clear, the assignment was to establish a value for the land only on the property 
for acquisition.  There are several structures there that we have no need for and we were not 
interested in the value of those structures.  The assignment was just to appraise the value of the 
land.  Once we selected Caldwell, we notified K&D to gain permission for Mr. Caldwell to get on 
site to conduct the assignment. 
 Other than granting permission for that access, K&D had no involvement in the selection of 
the firm, the initial three firms that were solicited, nor in the final selection of Mr. Caldwell and his 
firm for the assignment.  This was all handled by the City. 
 If any of you had a chance to look at the report, Mr. Caldwell undertook a very thorough 
investigation of recent comparable sales both in Euclid and in the greater Cleveland area.  As you 
can imagine and most of you know because you are familiar with Euclid, land transactions on the 
lake are not that frequent.  So he had to look at a period of time from 2001 until the present and he 
analyzed through his research over two dozen land transactions over that period of time. 
 Based on looking at all those comparables, Mr. Caldwell established the land value, he gave 
a range, initially provided a range.  It is from $225,000-$250,000 per acre. That gave a total value 
on this particular site, ranging from $387,000 at the low end to $437,000 at the high end.  Given 
that this is a sizable piece of land, has a significant frontage on the lake of 100 feet, and it is one of 
the stronger market areas of the city, the final value in that range was established by Mr. Caldwell, 
near the midpoint of that range, as you know through the legislation at $400,000. 
 Once the appraisal was done and we continued our discussions with the owners, we formally 
transmitted a copy of the appraisal at that point to the owners.  It is also public record, regardless of 
whether we agree to it or not, as the owner was assembling land to pursue the Harbor Town 
development, this was the last parcel they purchased.  It is not uncommon when you’re assembling 
land for a development project, especially if the last party knows that they’re the last party, that they 
get the best price.  In fact that is what happened here.  The current owners paid $625,000 for this 
parcel in the fall of 2005. 
 Therefore, as you can imagine as we continued our negotiations and once they saw the 
appraisal their initial asking price was substantially higher than the appraised value of $400,000. 
 We continued our discussions and kept council informed during this period.  After several 
rounds of discussion and negotiation we came up with the offer to reimburse the cost of the 
demolition of the structures on the land as a means of getting closer to their asking price, which I 
said was pretty far apart to where we landed on the appraisal.  Ultimately through those discussions 
we offered or agreed not to pay more than $10,000.  So if it cost them more than ten, that was the 
most we were willing to pay.  That would actually come out of the street project, not the land 
acquisition funds. 
 With that offer on the table we went back and forth a couple of times but ultimately the 
owners agreed to the terms which lead to the legislation that’s before you this evening sponsored by 
the Mayor and the members of the Council that were on the Lakefront Steering Committee, or still 
are on the Lakefront Steering Committee. 
 Everything I’ve explained tonight was explained in a memo, I know you guys get 
overwhelmed with a lot of information, but I tried to be as thorough as I could in some reform in 
that memo explaining to you the same thing I’m explaining to the public tonight.  So you’ve had 
access not only to the memo but also to copies to the full appraisal report, which were made 
available to any member of Council that wanted to review it and is also on permanent file in our 
office and in the Council Clerk’s office. 
 That brings us to the legislation itself. The legislation would authorize the administration, its 
primary purpose is to proceed with a purchase agreement and all the other documents that would be 
necessary to execute the purchase of the parcel for the appraised value of $400,000.  In addition, as 
I mentioned, it authorizes the city to pay the owners, or reimburse the owners, not to exceed 
$10,000, they’ll provide evidence of the cost to demolish the structures and to remove, there’s an 
abandoned septic tank on the property.  That would come within that $10,000 range. 
 Finally and probably most critical at this juncture, it authorizes the city to enter into a 
temporary construction easement on the parcel.  The reason this is important is the construction on 
the 248 Street and Sewer Project has been going on already for some time.  They’ve completed the 
majority of the work as much as they can do, Director Smith may want to comment on this later, 
before we have access to the lakefront parcel.  The temporary construction easement would allow us 
while we’re waiting for the closing or the transfer of the parcel which typically could take anywhere 
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from several weeks to a month or longer, would allow us access, with the assurance of the price 
being agreed to, the purchase agreement being signed and all the documents in place, would allow 
us to continue construction while we’re waiting for the actual closing. 
 On the funding side, $300,000 of the purchase price would be funded by the State Capital 
grant.  We received a grant of $500,000, so $300,000 of that would be for this parcel and the 
balance would be available for future acquisition and since about a fourth of that site, a fourth of 
that parcel is needed for the sewer project, that portion would be funded from the permanent 
improvement fund through the 2010 capital budget. By the time everything was in place we’d be in 
the year 2010 to make the actual purchase. 
 With all that background in place, I think it is obvious at this time that from the 
administration’s side we’re recommending passage to avoid a delay in the sewer project we were 
suggesting it would be passed this evening. Again, I felt we did a thorough process here in order to 
get to the point of having a value established.   
 I did want to make a couple of comments on some of the points that were made.  The fact is 
on any lakefront parcel, I understand some parcels will have erosion protection and others won’t.  
When the Normandy in the late 90’s needed erosion protection they installed that on their property 
which is just to the east of this parcel.  They even extended a portion of that, I assume with the 
agreement of the owner at the time, a portion of that comes onto about a fourth of this property.  In 
fact, what has happened there is it has helped to protect, not only a portion of the property but even 
over time some sand has accumulated at that point.  Now that the sand can wash away but it can 
accumulate again, that’s just the nature of lakefront parcels. 
 The question about how big is this parcel really.  It is difficult to ascertain that even if we 
had a current survey there was a recent ruling through a court case of lakefront property owners that 
were arguing whether the property line should be the high water mark or some other line. While that 
case is being appealed, the current decision is the line would be the water’s edge.  The water’s edge 
could change daily.  So if we surveyed it today and the lake level goes down, the parcel could be 
larger, so should we pay more for the parcel?  A couple weeks later, a year later, the water levels 
could be higher and the parcel would be smaller, so should we pay less for the parcel.  You could 
debate this on any lakefront parcel. 
 The other thing I would comment is the appraiser in looking at the comparables, he used the 
same base information for all the comparables.  So he used the same base of official County records 
for the size of those parcels.  So if there was some wiggle room in whether the parcels as big as it is 
today or not, it applied to all the comparables as well, not just the parcel that is under question.  In 
my mind that negates if there was any concern the value takes into consideration since the same 
information was used for all parcels, it is already accounting for that. 
 Finally we do have access now in 2009, although it is not as sophisticated as we would like 
it to be, we have access to a GIS mapping system.  We were able to at least get an idea from more 
current records of the edge of the embankment, how large that parcel is.  Through the GIS the 
estimate of the size of this parcel is a little bit over 70,000 not quite 71,000 square feet.  That 
compares to the 74,000 that was used in the County records.  So we’re not looking at a situation 
where half the parcel eroded.  This is a large parcel, over one and a half acres, 1.63 by GIS 
measurements; 1.7 by County records.  It is a sizable parcel.  If there’s been any erosion, it has been 
in that range of maybe several thousand square feet, not a third of the parcel, not half the parcel.  
 The bottom line is and we’d be happy to continue this discussion if you’re not prepared to 
act on it tonight, but the bottom line is the owner paid $625,000.  Regardless of where we land on 
this, we still have to go back to the table and try to renegotiate if for some reason you’re not 
comfortable where we’ve landed with the professional appraisal that’s already been conducted.  
With that I’ll open it up to questions and Director Smith maybe able to assist as well as far as the 
sewer line and its placement is concerned. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – Would we suffer delay claims with the contractor if we do need start to 
move on this quickly on the sewer project? 
 
Director Pietravoia – I’ll let Director Smith respond to that? 
 
Director Smith – Back on September 28th, we received a letter from Great Lakes Crushing, the 
contractor completing the project that he would refrain from collecting delay damages on the 
project because we knew this was an outstanding issue.  We have an understanding at that point in 
time that we would work diligently in trying to obtain the property though, in order to facilitate the 
completion of this project. 
 Probably of greater importance is the contractor remains ready to begin the storm sewer 
portion of this project immediately.  He told me if we were able to come to an agreement and we 
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have the rights to enter the property that he would do so within a week.  What makes that fairly 
important is the time of year.  He’s expressed the interest of running the storm sewer up to Lake 
Shore Blvd. and along the right of way and certainly that’s going to improve the drainage for next 
year to facilitate the completion of the project.   
 The short answer is, the delay claims at this time are not a concern, but they certainly will be 
in early spring, however the completion of the storm sewer would facilitate the completion of the 
remaining portion of the project. 
 
Councilman Langman – Director Pietravoia, back to some of the points on the appraisal itself and 
perhaps Director Smith can jump in too.  How were these proposals solicited?  Were they 
advertised in newspaper?  Was it phone calls?  I know Director Gulich was working on that before 
he retired. 
 
Director Pietravoia – Our office as well as Public Service and Law are probably the ones with that 
most typically get involved in soliciting and securing an appraiser.  We’ve done it for several 
projects.  Given the time constraints here, Director Smith asked our opinion, we provided him with 
four firms that we knew had done good work in the past for the City or the Schools or some local 
entity.  Of those four, I believe Director Smith contacted all four but only three responded and were 
interested in submitting a proposal.  So the solicitation was done, once we provided the firms, the 
solicitation was done through a series of phone calls and then the proposals were all received in 
writing, basically documenting back what we were asking for and those are the proposals we 
reviewed and ultimately made a selection from. 
 
Councilman Langman – Director Pietravoia, do you know did Mr. Caldwell, besides obviously the 
parcel in question, did he visit any of the other comparable parcels that he mentioned? 
 
Director Pietravoia – Yes he did, I took from conversation that we had that he was, I don’t know if 
he visited all of them, I can’t answer that question.  But I know that he was familiar enough that he 
talked in detail about a number of the parcels that he used as comparables. 
 
Councilman Langman – For example, did he visit the ones in Euclid or the ones in Sheffield or 
some mixture? 
 
Director Pietravoia – There was definitely a mixture of visitations.  He took photos of the subject 
property so while he was there he was able to see first hand in person the parcels that are nearby 
that are part of his comparables, including the one that was mentioned at 250th and the ones that are 
right in the immediate vicinity that were on the list. 
 
Councilman Langman – Would you assume then that he visited the outfall parcel?  The 250th 
parcel?  That is the closest. 
 
Director Pietravoia – Yes, I believe that he did.  That’s what I’m saying, he visited the parcels that 
were in the immediate vicinity. 
 
Councilman Langman – Director Pietravoia, you mentioned, have we used this firm for other 
surveys of any kind, any appraisals of any kind? 
 
Director Pietravoia – The city to my knowledge has not used Caldwell specifically. But over the 
course of time we’ve talked with the schools and asked who they’ve used. I know they use Paul 
Provencher who was another one of the firms that we did receive a proposal from.  The third firm 
was Charles Braman and Associates.  Then Caldwell was the third.   
 Basically as I stated earlier, when you looked at their credentials they were all very well 
qualified and properly certified.  Then it came down to price and Mr. Caldwell’s proposal was the 
most cost effective as well. 
 
Councilman Langman – Refresh my memory, how much was that cost for his services? 
 
Director Pietravoia – The cost for the single parcel was $1,500.   
 
Councilman Langman – Just for the record, what fund did we take that out of, or did that come out 
of the money for the sewer project? 
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Director Pietravoia – I’m looking at Director Smith because that was handled at his end.  I believe it 
was a legitimate expense associated with the sewer construction project. 
 
Councilman Langman – So it came out of that pool of money? 
 
Director Pietravoia – Yes, he’s confirming that’s where it came from. 
 
Councilman Langman – My last question for now, to Asst. Law Director  Sweeney, is there any 
legal or contractual bind on the current owner to sell to the City, or can he sell to anybody? 
 
Asst. Director Sweeney – He certainly can sell that property to anybody. 
 
Councilman Langman – Regardless that we want the sewer line there? 
 
Asst. Director Sweeney – Sure, then we’d buy it from the next party who bought it.  No, he’s not 
required to sell that to us. 
 
Councilman Langman – Thank you for now. 
 
Councilman Wojtila – The frontage on that property, did you say was 100 feet?   
 
Director Pietravoia – Yes, it is actually a little bit over 100 ft., just a little over. 
 
Councilman Wojtila – How long would you expect the actual transaction would occur if we 
approved the legislation; when do you think it would actually transfer the land? 
 
Director Pietravoia – I would estimate we’re looking at least 3-4 weeks. 
 
Councilman Wojtila – That quickly, 3-4 weeks.  During that time would we do our due diligence 
like the survey that was mentioned?   
 
Director Pietravoia – In a private transaction in particular they would require a survey, not 
necessarily a full boundary survey.  But if it is council’s desire, we could conduct a survey as part 
of the purchase agreement, we could write that into the agreement. 
 
Councilman Wojtila – I was just curious, I don’t know if we need to do that, but I was curious, I 
was tracking along with your presentation, except you mentioned $10,000, I didn’t understand that? 
 
Director Pietravoia – In order to get an agreement on price since they were asking substantially 
higher than the appraised value came in.  Over a period of time we talked about several different 
options.  One was that we wouldn’t require them to do the demolition, we would just take the 
property with the buildings and we would demolish them at our own cost.  That would save them 
some dollars potentially because we had told them we were interested in taking the parcel of land 
only, not with buildings.  Then ultimately we actually asked for an estimate from our own 
contractor that was on site, what they would charge to demolish the structures and then K&D went 
through a similar process on their end with the contractors they use and they were able to get a 
slightly better price than we were.  That’s where the $10,000 comes in.  They’ve estimated to take 
the buildings down and to take care of the septic, it would be in the range of $10,000.  Ultimately 
we agreed to pay not more than $10,000, so in essence we would be buying the parcel for $400,000 
and then paying $10,000 out of the street project to reimburse for the demolition cost. 
 
Councilman Wojtila – When did you say approximately that the erosion control was installed 
behind the Normandy? 
 
Director Pietravoia – 1998. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – Looking at the report I guess I’m a little confused, I could just be 
naïve.  Page 12, it tells you that the auditor’s total market value is $191,100.  I don’t think they’ve 
done anything on that property to upgrade it since they’ve bought it.  Why would we pay them that 
much money?  It is like twice the amount of that value.  
 I can remember some years ago, they reappraised my house and it was an enormous amount 
of money because they didn’t bother to look at it.  The houses around me are all on a full lot, my lot 
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is three-quarters, because they built three houses on two lots.  I pleaded my case, I got all of my 
ducks in a row and said you can’t compare me with this house because it is not the same.  They 
finally agreed and they lowered it to a reasonable price.  I’m just curious as to why we would 
double the amount here to offer it to them for this property? 
 
Director Pietravoia – It’s a good question.  It is not uncommon although with what’s happened in 
the economy things have changed recently, but it is not uncommon and it has been actually more 
typical that the values that the County has on their records are substantially lower than what a 
property would actually sells for.  That’s true for residential property as well as commercial 
property. 
 With everything that has happened in the economy recently, that hasn’t been the case, more 
typically on residences in particular.  But the unique nature that you have here is that this is a 
lakefront parcel.  The reality is that a series of transactions took place here.  The first parcel was 
$353,000; second parcel was $500,000; third and last parcel was $625,000.  A particular developer 
at that point in time felt that was what the value of these properties were and that’s what they paid.  
That’s part of the reality that we’re looking at here is what the parcels were paid for.  The County 
usually takes that into consideration when they value a property, the recent sales transactions that 
took place. 
That’s not reflected in the market value but those are estimates based on an average for a house this 
size in the City of Euclid. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – But then, the next question would be, this is like virgin property, 
there’s no gas lines, there’s no water lines, there’s nothing there, right, so anybody who was going 
to do anything with this property, this is going to cost a lot of money.  Do we have any idea what 
that cost would be? 
 
Director Pietravoia – We won’t know that until we get further into our Waterfront Improvement 
Plan, the next phases are to do actual design and engineering work. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – You’re really comfortable with this price? 
 
Director Pietravoia – I absolutely trust the professionalism and qualifications of this appraiser, yes. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – In comparing the properties, those properties all had sewer lines, gas 
lines, didn’t they?  As opposed to this one that has no sewer line or gas line. 
 
Director Pietravoia – The only thing this house didn’t, it had a septic system, but it had electricity 
and heat.   
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Gas heat or oil heat? 
 
Director Pietravoia – That I don’t know, I just know it had heat.  There was someone living there up 
until 2005 when it was sold. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – One of the questions I have is if the appraisal was based on properties 
that had sewer lines and gas lines for heat, versus a property that doesn’t, that would kind of skew 
the values. 
 The second question I have, he compared to the 250th parcel and I’m not sure how property 
is valued based on zoning, but that property is zoned for light manufacturing and assembly.  
Whereas this parcel, according to the Auditor, that’s what it said. 
 
Director Pietravoia – That’s incorrect.  It is zoned for residential. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – The auditor’s site says light manufacturing and assembly. 
 
Director Pietravoia – They may classify the use.  That use was a pump house that served PMX. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – So it was the use not the zoning. 
 
Director Pietravoia – Right. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – That answers that question.   
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Director Pietravoia – The appraiser did take into consideration the zoning of properties as well.  If 
this parcel, for example had been zoned for commercial development or something more intensive 
than residential, it actually would have been valued even higher. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Can a property be built at 250th for residential because of the little 
structure that’s there? 
 
Director Pietravoia – In my opinion, without removing that structure, it would be difficult to do 
that.  You could build, it is a very tight site in some ways and it has no actual access other than 
Lake Shore Blvd., it has no street access to get you back to the Lake portion of it. But you could 
build either an attached town homes or single family homes.  Anything more intensive than that 
would probably require some sort of zoning change or variances. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Will the erosion continue on that parcel?  Because it will be outside of 
the breakway if it ever gets built.   
 
Director Pietravoia – No, actually if you look at the waterfront improvement plan, the proposed 
plan, this would be in the vicinity of the area where there was a peninsula that would come out and 
form the eastern most portion of the break wall area for the marina. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – I saw that peninsula, so what is this? 
 
Director Pietravoia – The outfall would be on the eastern side of that peninsula.  So when the water 
comes out from the storms, it would actually flow down, today it would flow down the stone work 
that’s there that Normandy installed and would go into the lake. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – The peninsula to the west, where the bulk of the parcel is, that will 
actually prevent further erosion? 
 
Director Pietravoia – Yes because that whole area would be protected within the marina basin.  
There’s a lot of “if’s” there.  We’re talking about a proposed future construction of the waterfront 
that I know everyone is very excited about and wants to see happen. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – What’s the final use of that parcel, the rest of that parcel, does the city 
envision? 
 
Director Pietravoia – As it’s laid out in the Waterfront Improvement Plan, that parcel would be used 
for, a portion of it would be used for an access road, public parking, green space, possibly even 
depending on where it lands, the public restaurant that we’ve talked about, the lakefront restaurant 
and the designers have suggested that it would probably make sense to have that restaurant and the 
structure where the marina operators offices would be in the same structure.  With none of that 
designed, it is all conceptual at this point, it is hard to say exactly what would be on the parcel.  I 
think a way to look at it is that with the parcel that we already own, which is immediately adjacent 
to this, we now have 200 ft. plus wide lot; 200 ft. of lakefront access and much more flexibility on 
where all of that lands and how it is designed on the actual land itself. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – I don’t have a problem with the purchase of the parcel.  I have questions 
about the land value because according to the appraisal on page 20 of the big appraisal, he talked 
about the financial feasibility and he said because of the limited amount of financing available for 
real estate development purposes, the financial feasibility of the development of the subject site is 
questionable with the current lending environment.  Then, based on the first three tests, the 
maximum productive and highest and best use of the subject, as vacant, is to hold this parcel for the 
development of this site. 
 I’m wondering if this is ever able to be developed and to compare it with residential 
structures that have been developed for residential use, I don’t think it is a proper apples to apples 
appraisal.  It should be vacant land to vacant land that would be used for parking and parks and 
things like that.  What do you say to that? 
 
Director Pietravoia – Again, a great question.  When there are such limited comparables.  If you 
looked only at vacant land, you’d have a very small number of comparables to look at.  So it is a 
common practice in conducting appraisals to use what’s called an extraction method and this is 



Council Minutes 
December 7, 2009 
Page 11 
what the resident was referring to when he talked about the smaller parcel, smaller parcel of land 
with a high land value.  You look at the sales that included structures and then you separate the 
value of the building from the land and try to estimate what the land alone is worth.  Because there 
are more transactions that include buildings.  If you combine the two, I think there were a dozen 
exactly that were just land alone and another 14 or so that included houses or other structures.  So 
combined you’re looking at 26 comparables rather than just 12 to get a broader range of what the 
possible value might be for this property. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – The parcel is going to have erosion control then? 
 
Director Pietravoia – It will have erosion control as a result of the future Waterfront Improvement 
Plan. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – But that could take 10 years. 
 
Director Pietravoia – That’s correct. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – So there could be 10 years additional erosion and it has already lost a 
tenth of an acre from what you said because it went from 1.7 to 1.6 acres already.  That’s ten more 
years of erosion. 
 
Director Pietravoia – Those are estimates based on GIS, that’s not an exact science, but I offered 
that just to give you a level of comfort that we’re not talking about a tremendous amount of erosion 
where a third or a half of the parcel has disappeared. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – It just brings me back to, we’re paying $400,000 for 1.7 acres when we 
already know it is not 1.7. 
 
Director Pietravoia – We don’t know that for a fact, depends on where the water’s edge is and it 
depends if that Court case gets successfully appealed.  We will not know in the near future what the 
exact size of this parcel is even if we do a survey. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – But we do know the erosion will continue for a number of years and we 
do know there’s no gas lines under there and there’s no sewer lines under there.  So probably the 
best use would be to do something that doesn’t require that type of infrastructure improvement so 
we’ll keep it as a parking lot or a park or something like that. 
 
Director Pietravoia – I don’t agree with that assessment.  I think we have to be as flexible as 
possible as we proceed with the Waterfront Improvement Plan and if ultimately it makes sense to 
develop structures there that have all those lines to provide utilities, then that’s what we should do.  
We shouldn’t limit what we do with this very valuable piece of land just because it doesn’t 
currently have utilities. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Okay I agree, so if we don’t limit ourselves and we do build, we will 
have to come up with the money to install those lines.   
 
Director Pietravoia – All the improvements we’re talking about, to the tune of $30 million for the 
whole picture from Sims Park to Harbor Town, we have to find that money.  That’s been the 
challenge, that’s why it has taken awhile for us to get the lakefront development off the ground.  We 
have $500,000. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Yes, and as a result if we pay $400,000 for this, it is going to raise the 
price of the other two parcels. 
 
Director Pietravoia – Each parcel has to be appraised independently. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – But this price will help raise the prices of the other two parcels, don’t you 
think? 
 
Director Pietravoia – I don’t know that I would say it would raise the prices.  I think they would end 
up being comparable, the per square foot or per acre price would probably end up being 
comparable. 
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Councilwoman Minarik – Shouldn’t we try and get a lower price so we don’t spend as much for the 
three parcels? 
 
Director Pietravoia – We’ve already tried to get a lower price by doing this appraisal.  This is 
required by our own local laws and by the State.  So I guess all we’re contesting tonight is whether 
we agree with the professional appraisal that has 36 years of experience and all the certifications. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – He had great certifications.  Is it possible to get another appraisal just to 
see?  Typically you’ve got the County at the low end, you’ve got this guy at the high end, maybe 
there’s somebody that will come in the middle.  I had two appraisals done, I was the buyer, the 
seller had an appraisal done, of course they came in at ninety-whatever it was.  My appraiser came 
in much lower.  We split the difference. 
 A second appraisal might help us get a lower price.  What do you think? 
 
Director Pietravoia – Anything is possible.  I would suggest that we did this on our own, 
independently, I tried to stress that in my remarks.  There was no influence by K&D.  I think that 
was suggested in some of the opening remarks.  They had nothing to do with that process, they 
never talked to Mr. Caldwell, they never corresponded in writing or verbally or otherwise.  This 
was all done independently by the City. 
 K&D could have insisted, which is not uncommon that they would like to be part of the 
selection of the appraiser.  Or, offer their own and we offer our own and then you’re getting into, 
who do we pick.  If we try to do a second appraisal, I would guess they would want to have more 
involvement in selecting a second appraiser.  They didn’t require that the first time around, but they 
may require that a second time. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik- I’m just concerned that by the end of these three parcels it is going to be a 
million dollars, plus we’ll have to do, I’d imagine then that none of those parcels have gas lines, or 
sanitary sewer lines or anything of that sort.  None of the four so that could be another ton of 
money, just to upgrade the land.   
 
Director Pietravoia – I agree, that’s part of the cost of doing the lakefront development. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – That’s another reason I think maybe this appraisal could be lowered a 
little bit more.  Price of the land could be, I would just like to see a second opinion. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – I think we also risk the opposite.  We also risk the opposite of getting a 
higher appraisal.  Especially as we go forward with our lakefront development planning if Planning 
& Zoning passes it on Tuesday, it comes back to Council, the plan becomes adopted, guess what, 
the development opportunities go up higher.  We may very well find ourselves with an appraisal for 
more money. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – I can live with that too. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – I’m comfortable that this was a professional well experienced, 
certified.  They have to follow standard procedures in doing appraisals.  I think we have a sewer 
project that’s been waiting to happen.  Lakefront land is expensive.  Yes of course we would all like 
to pay less.   
 The other thing I just want to make sure everybody knows as we get into budget discussions, 
this is not general fund money.  This is not money we can use to help pay for safety forces, to help 
pay for streets and sewer workers and other important services to the community. I do want to make 
sure everyone is well aware of that. 
 
Councilman Langman – Director Pietravoia just to clarify.  As I understand from JJR the outfall 
sewer pipe can if needed be used to help circulation inside the basin if that was turned out to be a 
need.  So I just want to throw it out there to say that it doesn’t have to be discharged to the eastern 
side of that area. 
 Second is that as we move forward with the lakefront, we’re going to have to engage more 
negotiations with the current owner and while I would love to obtain the parcel for $100,000 or 
$200,000, I don’t think an acrimonious relation will serve long term interests.  But the point I want 
to make and something that the residents are very concerned about is we want this sewer project to 
get done.  If we wait and survey and another appraisal and so forth, that’s going to delay that 
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project.  I can tell you the number of calls that I’ve received over the years from people on 248 and 
246 and south, that can’t do anything with their basements because they never know when it is 
going to flood.  
 In the course of developing where this outfall pipe was going to go, not in campaign mode, 
but I’m the one that said, we can’t put it on our parcel because it is going to block future flexibility 
of the development.  The location is my fault, my idea, whatever, it needs to go there and I think we 
need to move forward because no matter what we do, if we’re really going to do lakefront 
development, we’re going to have to solicit funds to do all sorts of improvements to this property.  
So, while I think negotiations might be a good thing, could be beneficial, there’s no guaranty of 
that.  I think the Council President’s point is well taken.  We’re actually buying at the trough of all 
this.  The appraisal could go up.  Based on the professional credentials of the appraiser because if it 
comes down to we don’t agree then we’re disagreeing with the methodology.  I don’t see anything 
in this gentleman’s background or the firm’s background that says that what was done was not done 
in a professional manner.  Yes, it is a lot of money, I would love to get it for less, but there’s also an 
owner that may say hey, I’m going to sell it to somebody else and that complicates the entire 
process.   
 So weighing all the factors involved, I would move that we move forward tonight with the 
proposal as is.   
 
Councilman Gilliham – Just one quick question, Director Pietravoia, with the acquisition of this 
land and the improvements, sometimes when you’re securing funding they ask for cities, 
municipalities to have an in-kind, a contribution to securing federal and state funding.  With the 
acquisition of this land be part of that particular in-kind or contribution to securing funding? 
 
Director Pietravoia – Good question.  It could for future funding, not the grant we already received 
since it is directly affiliated, but it could be for future funding. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – For future funding it is possible? 
 
Director Pietravoia – It could help leverage future funding. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – If this land was to possibly increase in value, that would increase our 
contribution in that formula to secure additional funding outside of what we have currently. 
 
Director Pietravoia – Correct.  A single parcel is less valuable than the combined parcels.  So just 
our two combined, if we were to go forward with this purchase, would make that site more valuable 
because now you have a larger development site. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – First of all I would like to second Councilman Langman’s, I would say it 
was a motion to close the vote on this. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – I don’t think it was a formal motion.  He wanted to move forward.  
There’s another question down here. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – I do have one other question.  If we were to get an appraisal, the resident 
mentioned the figure of $200,000. That doesn’t cause K&D to have to sell us that property, is that 
correct Law Director Sweeney? 
 
Asst. Director Sweeney – That’s correct.  As I expressed to Councilman Langman before, some 
speculator could come in tomorrow and pay Doug $625,000 for what he paid four years ago.  No, 
K&D Coastline does not have to sell this to us, can sell it to anybody and that’s where we’re at. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – But we do have an agreement based on this appraisal? 
 
Asst.  Director Sweeney – That’s my understanding, $400,000. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – Director Pietravoia you mentioned out of the $400,000 the $300,000 would 
come from the State Grant fund.  Out of the balance of $100,000 left, $25,000 of that would come 
from the permanent improvement fund? 
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Director Pietravoia – No actually, the full $100,000 would come from the permanent improvement 
fund.  What I was saying is it represents about 25% of the entire parcel.  So if you took a quarter of 
the $400,000 would be $100,000. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – That was going to be my question, where is the rest coming from. 
 
Director Pietravoia – We were able to justify paying for part of the property with permanent 
improvement funds since it is for the sewer.  The balance using the State grant, that provides us 
with more dollars for future acquisition with the rest of the State grant that’s left.  So it gives us 
more flexibility that way. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – The $10,000 for the demolition is coming from the Street fund.  Is that 
demolition, will that take place this year or next year? 
 
Director Pietravoia – Once we have a signed purchase agreement and authorization from Council, 
they would proceed with the demolition of the structure.  It is possible if the weather holds out, it 
could happen this month, this current year.  I know that would be the preference of Director Smith 
and the contractor that’s doing the sewer project.  The sooner the better. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Two more questions then.  How long has this parcel been for sale?   
 
Director Pietravoia – It hasn’t been for sale. When we approached the owner telling him we needed 
a portion of it for the sewer line, they were willing to sell the parcel. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Back to those utility lines, on page ii, #5, could you explain the last line 
where the appraisers says, However the structures on the subject property will be razed, it will be 
left with land without buildings.  Then he says, However the land will be fully served with all 
public service utilities being available to this site. 
 Does that mean the appraiser is under the impression that there are public utilities under the 
ground?  What does that mean? 
 
Director Pietravoia – No what he is referring to there is that they’re available at the street line to 
bring utilities into the site. There are some situations where if you’re in a more rural area, the 
utilities don’t exist. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Did he know then that the utilities were not already in place on the 
parcel? 
 
Director Pietravoia – The main concern from his perspective which is why I included this note is 
that there’s a possibility of getting utilities to the site. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Did he know there were no gas lines, sewer lines, things like that? 
 
Director Pietravoia – I don’t know that for a fact so I would have to ask him that question.  I 
personally, in my opinion, I’m not concerned about, what we’re talking about is the value of the raw 
land, that’s what we’re trying to get to.  So whether it has utilities to serve an existing or future 
building is not part of that consideration. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Really, okay. 
 
Councilman Van Ho moved to close debate.  Councilwoman Scarniench seconded.  Yeas:  
Unanimous. 
 
Councilman Langman moved to suspend the rules, Councilman O’Neill seconded.  Yeas:  
Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas: Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman, Van Ho, 
   Holzheimer Gail 
      Nays: Minarik. 
Passed 
 
  Ord. (005-09) Pulled – Business Regulations 
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An emergency ordinance amending the Business Regulation Code of the City of Euclid to establish 
business regulations on exhibition halls within the City of Euclid.  (Sponsored by Mayor Cervenik) 
 
Councilwoman Jones moved for passage, Councilwoman Scarniench seconded. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – As the sponsor, it has been requested by the business owner to table this.  I’ll just 
pull it and resubmit it at the next Council Meeting, it is probably the easiest thing to do. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – So we’ll table it, there can be conversations and hopefully bring it 
back for the next Council Meeting.  If there is interest by members of Council to hold a committee 
meeting, we can do that as well.   
 
Mayor Cervenik – Then you’d need a formal motion to table it until the 21st.  
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Would you rather pull it? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – I’d rather pull it. Okay I’m pulling it and we’ll bring it back. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – You’re the sponsor. 
 
Pulled by  sponsor Mayor Cervenik. 
 
    Ord. 206-2009 (007-09) Council Committees 
An emergency ordinance establishing Council Committees for the December 1, 2009 through 
November 30, 2011 term of the Council of the City of Euclid.  (Sponsored by Council President 
Holzheimer Gail) 
 
Councilman Gilliham moved for passage, Councilwoman Scarniench seconded. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – This is an ordinance that outlines our committees.  They are similar in 
many ways to the committees we had last term.  The exception, we created a new committee, 
Sustainability Committee, which Councilwoman Minarik will be chairing.  That Committee will 
review and plan for all of our efforts relating to alternative energy, reduction of resources and 
making sure the community is aware of those programs. 
 Just for the public’s sake, the committees are:  Executive & Finance, Public Safety which 
will be chaired by Councilman O’Neill; City Growth Planning & Development which will be 
chaired by Councilman Langman; Housing & Building Standards which will be chaired by 
Councilman Van Ho; Parks, Recreation & Youth which will be chaired by Councilwoman Jones.  
We did add the mention of youth to that committee because that committee would like to work on 
involving youth in a greater way.  Public Service Committee, chaired by Councilman Wojtila.  
Business and Commercial Committee which will be chaired by Councilman Gilliham.  Community 
Assets & Programs Committee which will be chaired by Councilwoman Scarniench.  As I said 
earlier, the Sustainability Committee which will be chaired by Councilwoman Minarik. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to close debate, Councilwoman Jones seconded.  Yeas:  
Unanimous. 
 
Councilman O’Neill moved to suspend the rules, Councilman Wojtila seconded.  Yeas:  
Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman, 
        Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
 
    Ord. 207-2009 (004-09) Amend Taxation Code 
An ordinance amending Chapter 791 of Title 3, “Taxation” of the Business Regulation and 
Taxation Code of the Codified Ordinances of the City of Euclid, as attached.  (Sponsored by Mayor 
Cervenik by request of the Finance Director) 
 
Councilwoman Minarik moved for passage, Councilman Langman seconded. 
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Director Johnson – Earlier this year we engaged the firm of Ohio Muni Tax LLC and its principle 
Mr. James Neusser to do two things for us.  One to review our current income tax code for 
necessary changes and also to develop rules and regulations for us.  We had not formal written rules 
and regulations had them developed since we moved away from CCA.  This is one of the things that 
we had to do.   
 I had circulated to you earlier a copy of the draft of the recodification of the code.  I’d like to 
briefly highlight just the major changes that occurred.  Most of the changes that occurred are 
changes as a result of changes in the Ohio Revised Code.  In certain areas of our code want to 
mirror the provisions of Ohio Revised Code.  Also there were changes in current definitions and 
commonly used terms and phraseology.   
 Locally last year I believe it was last year, we changed our ordinance although it wasn’t put 
into the form of this codification, we changed the exemption requirements for retirees.  If you recall 
we adopted legislation that allowed retirees that filed an exemption to file a one time exemption that 
they were retired and they would not have to continually file that exemption form on an annual 
basis.  That exemption would remain in effect unless and until that person re-entered the work 
force.  That’s one of the changes. 
 The other changes that we are recommending is to change the minimum refund from $1 to 
$5.  The same would hold true if the taxpayer owed $5 or less that we would not try to collect that.  
We find that it is much more efficient to not have to issue a refund check for less than $5.  
 The other thing we are recommending to be changed is the elimination of compensation for 
the Board of Tax Appeals.  Several years ago the composition of Board of Tax Appeals was 
changed by City Council and when that change was made one of the additional changes was it 
provided them compensation in the amount of $50 each per meeting.  The reason why we’re asking 
to eliminate that compensation provision is because and we tried as best we could to schedule these 
appeal hearings at one time, so as to prevent the need for multiple meetings.  Our experience 
showed we had a total of 8 cases and we lost the appeal, and I say the city, we lost the appeal in 
seven of the eight cases.  In the course of those eight cases assembled the Board of Tax Appeals 
about 3-4 times.  In most of those cases the appeal was an appeal against a late filing penalty of $25.  
So we ended up losing an appeal for $25 case, but we ended up paying the Board $150 to convene a 
meeting.  We found that was actually counterproductive. 
 Those are the major changes that we’re asking for.  We had earlier circulated a copy of the 
code and if there are any questions, I’d be glad to answer them. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Just to confirm, the average taxpayer, unless they had a return or a 
payment of less than $5 would not see any change to the way that they’re required to file income 
tax, residency, any of our processes that are currently in place? 
 
Director Johnson – That’s correct. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – On that one section, 791.33 on page 24, where you talked about the $5 as 
opposed to a $1 refund or collection.  I understand the collection part but I’m thinking about the 
refund.  Even though it is $5, the way times are, some people think $5 is their $5.  Could that $5 or 
whatever that amount is, less than $5, go towards their next year’s taxes, roll over? 
 
Director Johnson – I’m looking at the Tax Administrator in the audience and he is shaking his head 
yes that we could apply that as a credit to next year’s tax return. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – So it just wouldn’t not be refunded, it would just roll over to the next year.  
Thank you. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Do we need to amend this to state that or no? 
 
Director Johnson – I don’t believe so.  This only applies to the refund itself.  We would not send a 
check out for less than $5, but if the taxpayer requested it be applied as a credit to the next year, we 
would be certainly happy to do that. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – At the same time, if they owe less than $5 can we just apply that to the 
next year or let them know?  It is all dependent on how they fill it out, there’s no way we can get 
that? 
 
Director Johnson – It depends on how the return is filled out, but we would not. 
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Councilwoman Minarik – On the $50 reimbursement, we paid people who appealed if they won the 
case, is that how it worked? 
 
Director Johnson – No, we paid the Board of Tax Appeals.  The composition of the Board of Tax 
appeals is made up of three residents with accounting and professionally related skills.   
 
Councilwoman Minarik – We can just waive that? 
 
Director Johnson – What we’re asking for is a change in the legislation that would eliminate the 
compensation of Board of Tax Appeals members.  They would serve on a volunteer basis. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – Just for clarification.  If an individual were to have a refund of less than $5, 
we talked about having that particular money being carried over as a tax credit.  Would that be 
something that would be, just so I’m clear, would that have to be initiated by the actual resident, or 
could that be automatically just credited to next year’s tax roll? 
 
Director Johnson – On the tax return itself, there’s a space where you would mark it and you would 
request that it be applied as a credit towards your next year. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – Based on the application they would still have to check off that refund 
amount. 
 
Director Johnson – That it would be applied as a credit for next year. 
 
Councilman Gilliham moved to close debate, Councilwoman Scarniench seconded. 
 
Councilman O’Neill moved to suspend the rules, Councilman Wojtila seconded.  Yeas:  
Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman, 
        Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
 
     Ord. 208-2009 (003-09) Auditor 
An ordinance authorizing the Director of Finance of the City of Euclid to enter into the 
Memorandum of Agreement with James G. Zupka, C.P.A., Inc., 5240 East 98th Street, Garfield 
Heights, Ohio 44125, and the Auditor of the State of Ohio for Audit Services for the City of Euclid.   
(Sponsored by Council President Holzheimer Gail by request of the Finance Director) 
 
Councilman Van Ho moved for passage, Councilman Langman seconded. 
 
Director Johnson – For the last three years the Auditor of State performed the financial audit for the 
City of Euclid.  This decision to perform the audit is strictly in Revised Code, it is strictly the 
prerogative of the Auditor of State to do that.  They notified us at the conclusion of this audit period 
which was in September that they were no longer interested or able to perform our audit for future 
years and we were invited to seek independent public accountants to perform the audit. 
 The way the process goes, the Auditor of the State at that point provides the City with a list 
of eligible firms and we make a selection of up to 3-4 of those firms.  Those firms are then sent an 
RFP for proposals.  The proposals are received and evaluated, first by the Auditor of State and then 
by us.  The prices for the audit which is one of the components of the evaluation process are not 
sent with the initial proposals so that an evaluation is made of the firm based on all of the other 
quantitative sections.  Then finally the prices are sent.  That’s a last consideration for selection of 
the firm.  We made a recommendation to the Auditor of State, although the final decision is actually 
the prerogative of the Auditor of State.  They selected James Zupka to perform the audit for the next 
five years.  We would then be authorized to enter into a contract with this firm and the Auditor of 
State to perform these audit services.   
 Zupka also, if you recall, I presented legislation earlier this year to have Zupka perform the 
services of putting together our CAFRA.  This is not unusual, it is very common to have one firm 
producing the financial statements and the same firm performing the audit of those financial 
statements.  The difference that has to exist is there’s a different team of accountants that perform 
those two functions, they cannot be the same team of accountants.  Zupka will have one team come 
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in to help us put the CAFRA together and another team come in to produce the audit.  If there are 
any questions, I’d be glad to answer them. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – Will it be a shorter period of time that we have to wait for the audits to 
be done? 
 
Director Johnson – I certainly hope so.  If this is approved, would like to come in this week to begin 
to do some of the preliminary field work for a few days.  Then come in in January.  We’re hoping to 
have a report completed sometime in the spring, rather than in the fall. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – Ironic as it may seem, we’ve had the State Auditors for the past three years and 
we get ourselves a perfect report.  The 2008 audit had no findings, no citations, no 
recommendations, no management letter, as I promised we would have done by 2010, we were 
actually a year early.  Then they go and leave us.  We have to break in a new team, but we’re 
confident, we’ve been very diligent through 2009 to make sure we’re following all the policies and 
procedures recommended by the government accounting standards board.  I fully expect a virtually 
clean audit from here on end.  That says a lot about Director Johnson and his staff members as well 
as City Council who have served on the audit committee and many of you come to the final audit 
reporting meeting by the State Auditor, it has been very, very helpful.  We will continue to 
safeguard the taxpayers’ money very diligently. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – Will we continue to do that, we would still sit in on and discuss the 
findings and everything just the way we were doing with the State? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – Certainly.  One of the last things we did was appoint an audit committee. That 
audit committee will meet at the beginning at the planning stages, somewhere in-between and at the 
end.  The final report issued will invite all of City Council to attend. That’s a requirement but I 
don’t think was always done in prior years by private auditors.  That’s a step the State Auditor’s 
Office of Ohio insists upon. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – I guess we’ve just become too boring and Mr. Johnson’s staff has just 
become to good.  Congratulations again on our great record. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to close debate, Councilwoman Minarik seconded.  Yeas:  
Unanimous. 
 
Councilman Wojtila moved to suspend the rules, Councilman Gilliham seconded.  Yeas:   
Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman, 
        Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
 
  Ord. (001-09) Amend Code Spray Paint – Safety Committee 
An ordinance enacting Chapter 573 “Spray Paint and Graffiti” of Title Five, the General Offenses 
Code of the Codified Ordinances of the City of Euclid to prohibit the selling or furnishing aerosol 
spray paint and broad tipped indelible markers to minors, to prohibit a minor from purchasing or 
possessing aerosol spray paint and broad tipped indelible markers and to create a specific section, 
aside from Criminal Damaging E.C.O.  541.10, that prohibits the application of graffiti or spray 
paint to public or private property.  (Sponsored by Councilwoman Scarniench) 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved for passage, Councilman O’Neill seconded. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – I would like this sent to the Safety Committee. This was brought up a 
few years ago by the Police Dept. and nothing ever came of it, it never came out of Committee.  It 
was recently reintroduced and because of timing, the timing wasn’t right so now that we’re under a 
new Council year we have to do this all over again so that’s why I brought it forward so that we 
could one way or another finalize this, discuss it and go forward with it.   
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved Ord. (001-09) to Safety Committee.  Councilman O’Neill 
seconded.   
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman, 
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        Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail. 
Into Safety Committee. 
 
 
 
 

CEREMONIAL RESOLUTION 
 

  Res. 204-2009 (002-09) Yard Charge Scouts 
A resolution of appreciation to the local scout troops that participated in the Greater Cleveland 
Council “2009 Yard Charge”,  in which they raked the yards of senior citizens and disabled 
homeowners.  The local participants were from the following organizations: Cub Scout Pack 54, 
Junior Girl Scout Troop 987 and Daisy Troop 1570 from St. William’s; Cub Scout Pack 143 and 
Boy Scout Troop 143 from Holy Cross; Cub Scout Pack 312 and Boy Scout Troop and Venturing 
Crew 161 from East Shore Methodist; and Cub Scout Pack 161 and Boy Scout Troop 367 from St. 
Felicitas.  (Sponsored by Mayor Cervenik and the Entire Council) 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved for passage, Councilman Gilliham seconded. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman, 
        Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
President Holzheimer Gail – This is where anyone may speak for the good of the city at this 
microphone.  Seeing none, we will move to Councilmen’s Comments. 
 

COUNCILMEN’S COMMENTS 
Councilman Gilliham – I just wanted to say once again I appreciate the trust that the Ward One 
residents have allowed me to represent them and also the city as well.  I’m looking forward to 
working with the Mayor and his Administration and all of the council persons that sit up here and 
all the city employees that I’ll be meeting in the next few months and beyond. 
 Basically I just wanted to add a couple pieces of information.  Most importantly, I was on 
the Recreation Commission, I was on Community Development Block Grants, what I really want to 
talk about is two items.  One is the Recreation Dept. and the great job that they do.  I really want the 
residents to get out and get involved in some part of the recreation.  I was a little bit upset, honestly, 
to hear the Candy Cane Hunt was cancelled and that was based upon just lack of interest from our 
community.  They offer a lot of different programs.  I know this is the Holiday Season, but please 
look on the website, look on the Recreation Dept., there are a lot of great programs that they’re 
doing.  Just to add to that, they are having a late night registration tomorrow from 3:00-7:00.  If you 
have any questions for the Recreation Dept., please call them at 289-8114. 
 One of the things that I also wanted to bring up was EDCOR is an organization in the City 
that’s a non-profit that has numerous dollars for home improvement.  Also to get homes out of 
violation.  They’re available at 289-4625.  They offer a very low interest loan, it is simple interest.  
Please, the city utilized this avenue to correct violations on your homes, to look at opportunities to 
improve your homes.  That number again is 289-4625.  With that I’m finished.  One meeting down, 
39 to go.  Thank you. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – Since this is his first meeting, it also happens to be his birthday.  Happy Birthday 
David, I told you I was going to do it. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Happy Birthday. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – Short and sweet.  One question besides congratulating our newest 
council member and welcoming him aboard.  To the Service Director, I already have people asking 
me when is the next shred day.  Do we have a date?  I know it is going to be in the spring, but do we 
know when it is yet? 
 
Director Smith – That was discussed today and the date has not been set but I will know that by the 
next meeting. 
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Councilwoman Scarniench – Please remember, snow is coming, keep your cars off the streets so the 
plows can get through because we don’t want to hear anybody saying they’re stuck because they 
couldn’t get out, thank you. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – I also want to welcome Councilman Gilliham to the group.  We are a group, 
we’re a unit.  We all sit up here as a unit for the betterment of the city.  We may not always agree 
with how to move forward with that, but we all have the same outlook and the same outcome.  We 
are a unit and welcome to the unit. 
 I have a question to Director Smith.  Can you just give me a summary, I know you 
mentioned this will be the last week for leaf pick up.  On Friday I think it was the crews were 
moving on 260th going east on the north side of the freeway and now they’re going in the other 
direction.  I was just wondering if they would sweep back around because there are leaves that have 
been piled up on some of the streets in Ward 3 that haven’t been picked up yet but they have been 
out there for at least a week.  If you could just give a summary of the last go around and the area 
they will be moving in, that would be greatly appreciated. 
 
Director Smith – I can confirm that, there was no specific, I know Supt. Reese had mentioned a date 
that was publicized, eluded to as the completion.  As there were additional piles still remaining in 
the city, he was going to see that through.  What I can do is certainly forward an e-mail to everyone 
on Council to let you know the status to finalize the leaf pick up.  Of course he was going to go into 
the road sweeping for the smaller particles.   
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Sixty-eight years ago today, 2400 people lost their lives on the attack on 
Pearl Harbor.  I thought I would use my time to read the address from Franklin Delano Roosevelt 
that delivered the following day in 1941. 
 “Mr. Vice-President, Mr. Speaker, members of the Senate and the House of Representatives, 
yesterday, December 7, 1941, a date which will live in infamy, the United States of America was 
suddenly and deliberately attacked by naval and air forces of the Empire of Japan.  The United 
States was at peace with that nation and at the solicitation of Japan was still in conversation with its 
government and its emperor, looking toward the maintenance of peace in the Pacific. 
 Indeed, one hour after Japanese air squadrons had commenced bombing in the American 
island of Oahu, the Japanese ambassador to the United States and his colleague delivered to our 
Secretary of State a formal reply to a recent American message. And while this reply stated that it 
seemed useless to continue the existing diplomatic negotiations, it contained no threat or hint of war 
or of armed attack. 
 It will be recorded that the distance of Hawaii from Japan makes it obvious that the attack 
was deliberately planned many days or even weeks ago. During the intervening time, the Japanese 
government has deliberately sought to deceive the United States by false statements and expressions 
of hope for continued peace. 
 The attack yesterday on the Hawaiian islands has caused severe damage to American naval 
and military forces. I regret to tell you that very many American lives have been lost. In addition, 
American ships have been reported torpedoed on the high seas between San Francisco and 
Honolulu. 
 Yesterday, the Japanese government also launched an attack against Malaya. 
 Last night, Japanese forces attacked Hong Kong. 
 Last night, Japanese forces attacked Guam. 
 Last night, Japanese forces attacked the Philippine Islands. 
 Last night, the Japanese attacked Wake Island. 
 And this morning, the Japanese attacked Midway Island. 
 Japan has, therefore, undertaken a surprise offensive extending throughout the Pacific area. 
The facts of yesterday and today speak for themselves. The people of the United States have already 
formed their opinions and well understand the implications to the very life and safety of our nation. 
 As commander in chief of the Army and Navy, I have directed that all measures be taken for 
our defense. But always will our whole nation remember the character of the onslaught against us. 
 No matter how long it may take us to overcome this premeditated invasion, the American 
people in their righteous might will win through to absolute victory. 
 I believe that I interpret the will of the Congress and of the people when I assert that we will 
not only defend ourselves to the uttermost, but will make it very certain that this form of treachery 
shall never again endanger us. 
 Hostilities exist. There is no blinking at the fact that our people, our territory, and our 
interests are in grave danger. 
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 With confidence in our armed forces, with the unbounding determination of our people, we 
will gain the inevitable triumph -- so help us God. 
 I ask that the Congress declare that since the unprovoked and dastardly attack by Japan on 
Sunday, December 7th, 1941, a state of war has existed between the United States and the Japanese 
empire.”  
 God Bless America, goodnight. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – Councilwoman Minarik stole some of my thunder on that, I was going to 
recognize that but she gave the speech and I think those words can ring today in the state of United 
States, what’s happened throughout the world.  Our prayers go out to those families, we think about 
them certainly on this day. 
 Just a couple of things I want to mention, this Sunday, Dec. 13th, Cebar’s will be having a 
fundraiser, Toys for Tots with the Marine Corps League.  There’s a slight fee at the door, I think 
last year it was $5 but don’t quote me on that.  It is a real nice event to raise a lot of money for kids.   
 Also the new children’s playground at Memorial Park that was built, Sherri Zagorc has a 
brick paver program that’s going on, I think it is $50 bucks a piece.  She can be contacted at 361 E. 
210, that’s her business and the phone number is 216-731-5174.  They are brick pavers and it is 
pretty self-explanatory on how you fill it out. 
 Also to reinforce what Councilwoman Madeline Scarniench said, the parking on the street, 
the plows are going to be coming through and unfortunately I know a lot of people complain when 
the plows come through after they shovel their driveway and their aprons, and then their aprons get 
plowed in again, but that’s just the way it is and we’re sorry about that but the plows have to get 
down the street and plow. 
 I’ve had some people call and complain, I didn’t get back to them when they left messages.  
Unfortunately when they do, I don’t have caller ID, so unless you leave your phone number for me 
to contact you, I can’t get back to you.  Don’t assume that I have your number every time.  Please 
leave your number and I’ll try to get back to you.  With that I’ll say, God Bless America and 
goodnight. 
 
Councilman Wojtila – One question on the budget hearings, are we looking at December or January 
for budget hearings? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – We are, I talked with the Council President today, we are looking at January 
now.  As I informed all of you, we have some very serious financial hurdles to overcome for 2010. 
The Finance Director today presented me with a few others, including the 12% increase in 
electricity and our street lighting bill and some other items as well. There’s some other steps I’m 
going to need to be taking with various employees and some discussions with bargaining units, as 
well as the Directors, before we’re ready to really get into it in January. It will have to be in 
January.  It will also provide us with an actual fund balance at the end.  Right now as I told you we 
are hoping it comes in at around $2 million.  Two months ago I was hoping, I told you we expected 
$2.8.  But as in the e-mail, the last three months we have our projections have been about $700,000, 
our collections have been about $700,000 below projections.  We do not see December being any 
better.  We received notification that our State Local Government Funds will be decreased.  It 
doesn’t look like real estate taxes are coming in very strong.  Although we came very close to 
budget on our inheritance tax, that’s something you just can’t really count on.  I’ve got a lot of work 
to do over the next 30-40 days before we have our budget hearings to make them very meaningful.  
It will probably be the second week in January. 
 
Councilman Wojtila – Thank you.  Goodnight. 
 
Councilman Langman – Mayor, you’ve talked via e-mail about the golf course proposals that have 
come in.  Can the Council see them, or what is the next step going forward in evaluating them?  
 
Mayor Cervenik – The Committee is meeting tomorrow afternoon to review them.  Director 
Johnson has put together a worksheet to evaluate the firms.  Actually how we did with the lakefront, 
JJR and the other firm.  We should have a pretty good idea tomorrow.  There will probably be some 
questions we will have to interview, if the committee thinks its appropriate interview certain other 
companies.  We’ve received four proposals.  Three are from national companies, one is a local 
group.  We’ll have more information shortly after that.  I have no problem sharing the information 
with you. 
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Councilman Langman – I appreciate that.  Just some general comments to play on the comments 
about the anniversary of Pearl Harbor.  I think one of the tremendous assets of this country is that 
after defeating Japan, we reached out to them and now they’re one of our strongest allies in the 
Pacific.  I think that also speaks to the character of this country. 
 Finally I would like to express my condolences to the family of a long time Shoreview 
resident, who I went to Kindergarten with, the son of Ann Eichler, she recently passed away.  She 
lived on Shoreview since that house was built over there.  Our condolences to the Eichler family. 
 Holiday Season is upon us so Happy Holidays and please be safe as some rough weather is 
approaching.  Thank you. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – Very briefly I’d like to say I also salute what was called the greatest 
generation and the Troops that are in Iraq and Afghanistan and everywhere else around the world 
for what they do for us everyday.  With that I’ll say goodnight. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – I just want to say a few words of thank you for all those who helped 
make our Oath of Office Ceremony a success.  Judge LeBarron swore us in, most of us, two had 
family members do that honor.  Mayor Cervenik for his Master of Ceremonies work.  State 
Representative Kenny Yuko provided the keynote address.  Lisa Mayernik, Regina Cahill, Kelley 
Sweeney and Colleen Tarsitano helped put together the whole event from the program to the 
reception.  We appreciate the extra work that took.  Matt of course for televising and making it 
available to everybody. 
 We had two groups from Euclid High School, Forte which provided some songs.  They are 
an acappella group who really are wonderful.  They sang both at the Veteran’s program here at City 
Hall and our Oath of Office.  What shining examples of Euclid youth. The NJROTC group from 
Euclid High School also presented the Colors and was a nice addition to the program as well.  On 
behalf of Council, I do want to thank everyone that helped make that event such a great success.   
 We’re looking forward to a successful, hardworking term that I know all of the council 
members will give their best efforts at.  Thank you to Karen Tomsic for organizing the Yard Charge 
and all the Troop leaders and all the volunteers, scouts, boy scouts, cub scouts, girl scouts, Daisy 
scouts, Adventure Scouts.  They really have done a great job and I think we can all take some 
example from their motto of, turn a good turn daily, to especially be aware of during this Holiday 
Season and look out for our neighbors and friends and family and provide some help and assistance 
to those who need it.  I do want to acknowledge and thank you for staying through the whole 
meeting to the Boy Scout who is still here, we appreciate that.  I know I’ve had the honor of 
speaking with Boy Scout Troop 161 and I know that all of Council would be available if the Scout 
Troops would like a visit from a council member, please don’t hesitate to ask, right everyone?  
 I will look to Councilwoman Minarik for confirmation of this, but I believe the Euclid 
Orchestra Concert is this Sunday, the 13th.  Euclid Orchestra plays at Shore Cultural Centre.  I 
believe it is this Sunday, I’m almost positive, 3:00 and this is their Holiday Concert which is always 
a treat.  We had four ladies from the Euclid Orchestra here this evening for the lighting ceremony 
who always do a great job.  I would encourage everyone to take advantage of that wonderful 
community asset to start out the Holidays.  With that, I think that’s it.   
 

ADJOURNMENT 
Councilwoman Minarik moved to adjourn.  Councilman Gilliham  seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Attest: 
 
 
 
____________________________   __________________________ 
Clerk of Council     President of Council 


