
COUNCIL MINUTES 
February  1,  2010 

 
The regular Council Meeting was held on Monday, February 1, 2010 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, Law Director Frey, CS&ED Director Pietravoia,  Finance Director 
Johnson, Service Director Smith,  Recreation Director Will, Chief Repicky, Fire Chief Cosgriff, Asst. 
Director Bock, Asst. to Mayor Mayernik, Mr. Sonnhalter, Sgt.-at-Arms Novosel, Clerk of Council 
Cahill. 
 
Invocation was given by Rev. Craig Bode of Bethlehem Lutheran Church. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Just for those of you who are with us this evening or watching, don’t 
forget at the conclusion of our council meeting, we will have the Mayor’s State of the City Address, so 
please stay tuned and stay with us here tonight to listen to that. 
 

COUNCIL MINUTES 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to receive and approve the Council Minutes of  January 19, 2010.  
Councilwoman Minarik seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 

ADMINISTRATION REPORTS & COMMUNICATIONS 
Mayor Cervenik  - I’ve got a number of announcements from different Directors and Chiefs this 
evening and I’ll begin with Chief Tom Cosgriff. 
 
Chief Cosgriff – I’m happy to report that on Friday, January 29th, we received notification that we had 
been successful in our fiscal year 2009 application for the Assistance to Firefighters grant in the area of 
vehicles.  We had written a grant requesting $960,000 for the purchase of a new ladder truck to replace 
our aging ladder #5.  The approval committee decreased that number to $750,000 but with the 80/20 
match, this means that the Department of Homeland Security will reimburse us for $600,000 to the 
cost of a new truck.  Since the Assistance to Firefighters grant was put in place in 2001, we have been 
successful in receiving almost $1.3 million in grant funding.  That’s largely the efforts of the Asst. 
Chief who has been writing these grants and obviously he’s pretty good at it. 
 
Director Pietravoia – I just wanted to give City Council and residents a quick recap on the Great Lakes 
Expo Center and their first show, Cleveland Home and Garden Show.  For those of you who were 
there, I think you would all agree, by all accounts it was a resounding success.  We did get an estimate 
from the show operators, no final numbers yet, but an estimate that they were on target to reach their 
projections of 40,000-50,000 of attendees for the first show for the entire week, from Friday through 
Sunday. 
 I wanted to thank all those folks that helped to volunteer and staff the exhibit that the City had 
at the show.  We had a tremendous showing, a constant flow of traffic from both residents and visitors 
from all over northeast Ohio and we were featuring a lot of the same projects that you see in our lobby 
this evening.  We brought the boards back here today after the show ended.  A lot of positive response 
particularly to the lakefront, the downtown, Bluestone Business Park, all the major projects that we 
were featuring.  Of course, our theme of Euclid Going Green. 
 I also wanted to comment, spoke with both Chiefs and we were relatively incident free, very 
minor incidence, just a couple that occurred during the week, so we were grateful for that and grateful 
for all the assistance from both departments to make sure the show ran smoothly.   
 Most importantly from my perspective, I had comments and I intend to continue following up 
with a number of area businesses on the spin off from the show attendees;  Mama Catenas, even some 
businesses on our Cleveland border, 185th St. saw a dramatic increase in their business, the restaurants 
in particular from the show attendees and that is what we were hoping to happen and it did. 
 So with that I will close out but I will remind everyone we have a little time to breath and then 
February 11th, just a few days from now, the next big show at the Great Lakes Expo Center is the 
Cleveland Sport, Travel and Outdoor Show, will run from February 11th through the 14th.  It also has 
been a very successful show for many years.  This year is going to feature a log cabin and timber frame 
pavilion along with all the other neat things they usually do.  If you’re a Scout and come in uniform, 
there’s free admission.  Thank you. 
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Director Frey – Just to inform you that we have reached an agreement to purchase natural gas for a two 
month period.  We have not made a purchase decision that will take us through the entire 2010.  But 
we have bought gas for May and June for $6.49 mcf.  Our current price is $7.33 mcf.  You can see it is 
a considerable savings from that and more important it is also below market.  Our large government 
aggregator to most of Northeast Ohio, the NOPEC aggregation is at $6.96 for that same period.  So 
$6.49 for those who are in the City of Euclid’s natural gas aggregation program for the months of May 
and June.  As we make a purchase decision for the balance of the year and next winter we will 
certainly inform the residents. 
 
Recreation Director Will – I’d like to first take the opportunity to thank our Euclid Hockey 
Association.  This past weekend was National Hockey Weekend and the Hockey Board worked with 
us and we offered some free skate times for children to come out and try hockey.  They had some of 
their coaches out there and were fitting kids up with hockey skates and trying to show them if they 
wanted to play hockey.  It worked out great because it was registration for our last Learn to Skate 
session so anybody who was not ready for hockey could come over and register for the Learn to Skate, 
which they should take prior to the hockey.  Again, thank you for their cooperation and their time in 
coming to the arena to help promote that. 
 Remind everybody that we have public sessions at the arena.  We have them Tuesday nights, 
Saturday afternoons and Sunday afternoons.  Our next special skate will be Tuesday February in honor 
of Valentine’s Day, it is our Heart Throb Skate.  Next Tuesday from 7-8:45 it is 2 for 1 admission at 
the arena.  If you have any questions about the arena, call 289-8649. 
  We will be offering one more session of swimming lessons beginning March 2, Tuesday nights 
and March 5th, for the Saturday.  Remind you that we have adult swims and family swims.  We utilize 
the Euclid High School pool.  We also are able to use the indoor track and you can utilize that on 
Monday through Thursday evenings from 6:30-8:30 PM that will be through the first week of June.  If 
you want to utilize the pool or the track, you can purchase a daily admission card and the track would 
be free and the daily admission card is $10.  Then there would be a reduced rate to utilize the 
swimming pool. 
 Two announcements in regards to some upcoming events.  Experience Euclid at our Annual 
Spring Fling that will be held on Saturday April 17th from 10 AM until 3 PM at Sims Park.  It will help 
get your yard ready for Spring.  It was perfect timing for the Home & Garden Show and some other 
upcoming shows, we were able to talk to some of the vendors and get some ideas to bring out to the 
residents.  Again, Saturday April 17th, 10 AM until 3 PM. This will be sponsored by the City of Euclid 
and the Chamber of Commerce. 
 Last but not least, our Relay for Life.  We will be hosting that event, Friday May 14th thru 
Saturday May 15th at the High School stadium track.  Relay for Life is the American Cancer Society’s 
signature activity.  It offers everyone in our community the opportunity to participate in the fight 
against cancer.  Teams can register and you will camp out at the track at the High School and then take 
turns walking or running around the track.  It is an overnight event.  We start approximately 5:00 on 
Friday and conclude on Noon on Saturday.  We raise funds and last year was our first event, we plan 
on going past what we did last year.  We raised quite a bit of funds, we went over $40,000.  If anybody 
here wants to participate, I will be glad to sign you up on the Recreation Team, the City Team or I can 
show you how to do the registration and form your own team.  On line go to 
www.relayforlife.org/euclid.  They will show you how to register a team.  You can call me 289-8114 
and I would be glad to show you how to do that.  You will be seeing some of the teams in Euclid out 
and about right now trying to raise money.  So support the City of Euclid and thank you again. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – I would just like to let everybody know that Billy Casper Golf is in town, they are at 
the golf course and they are getting things ready to be prepared for the hopefully very nice warm and 
dry golf season.   
 On the Agenda tonight, I would appreciate #4, being sent directly to the Safety Committee and 
also #9 & #10 to the Executive & Finance Committee.   So that #9 & #10 can be fully discussed next 
week during budget hearings.  I do not have the appropriate information to discuss with you tonight, 
either #9 or #10. The only way #9 & #10 make sense is once we present the budget and where we are 
at this point in time.  I would appreciate that being done.  I believe budget hearings are going to start 
Monday at 6:30 and the 10th at 6:30 as well.  We’ll go as late as you want.  After about 9:00 we all get 
pretty burned out, but that will be up to you.  We’ve got some more time set to continue those once 
you’ve digested what you receive next week.  That ends communications from the administration. 
 

REPORTS & COMMITTEE MINUTES 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to receive the Police Report of December, 2009; Board of Control 
Minutes of 1/11/10, 1/19/2010; 2009 Annual Municipal Court Report.  Councilwoman Jones seconded.  
Yeas: Unanimous. 
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COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE FOR LEGISLATIVE MATTERS ONLY 
President Holzheimer Gail – This brings us to the Committee of the Whole for Legislative Matters.  
This is where anyone may speak to anything that’s on the agenda this evening.  Please state your name 
and address for the record.  As the Mayor had indicated, we do intend to send #4, which is the 
automated traffic enforcement system to the Safety Committee.  #9 & #10 the Executive & Finance 
Committee so we will have full discussions on all of those. 
 
Mr. Marcus Epps – 25580 Tungsten Rd. On #9 when it goes into Committee, I just encourage, I’m not 
sure if for the apartment complexes in the city if we collect or if they sub-contract or outside contract 
for someone to come in and do waste removal.  If that’s the case, I don’t think it should be imposed 
specifically on the residents, residential citizens.  I believe that we should find a way to incorporate a 
tax, because that’s really what it is for apartment complexes as well.  A lot of these apartment 
complexes make a killing off of charging $5, $7 & $9 a month for trash removal and maybe we need to 
charge them $1 per apartment for trash removal.  They already have the money if they’re collecting $9 
for each resident, they already have the money to do it.  For an apartment complex that has 300 
apartments in it, that’s $300.  I say that just to possibly find a way.  I support this, but to find a way to 
reduce the of the tax that we’re imposing on the residents.  With the four new schools coming in, I 
believe that’s about $12 a month that’s going up for each resident.  When you talk about $9.25, you’re 
talking about $21 a month for, imposing $21 a month on the residents and I think that’s a bit much.  So 
if we’ve found a way to incorporate it with the apartment complexes, then maybe we could reduce that 
to $5, $6 or $7 for the residents so that it stays below $20.  I understand there’s a hole in the budget 
and we need to find a way to increase revenue, but that is something I think you should consider. 
 On #6 I support this going to the electorate of the City of Euclid.  However, I encourage the 
electorate when it comes before you to vote on, that you keep it the way that it is.  We already don’t 
have a lot of control and it is important that we keep it at two years, so that these council members that 
sit before you have to come before you and ask you to send them back to Council.  If I’m not mistaken 
that’s the way it is structured, if I’m wrong, please correct me.  It does not need to be extended if 
anything else.  Thank you. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – I do just want to clarify.  #6 does not have to do with the length of term, it 
has to do with the recall provision.  The length of term was on the last election and did pass.  Just to 
clarify so everyone understands.  Did I say the wrong one?  We’ll explain it, sorry wrong one. 
It does not have to do with length of term, it has to do with when the Council term starts.  It currently 
starts December 1st and we’ll explain it when we get to it.  I’m sorry to confuse everyone. 
 
Ms. Regina Hauck – 116 E. 197 St. I will be reading my remarks today because I have a lot to say and 
I want to make sure I get it all in.  I will be speaking quickly so please listen carefully.  I am here today 
because I am angry.  I am angry that the administration is attempting to balance the budget on the 
backs of the taxpayers.  I’m specifically referring to agenda items #4, 9, 10.  They will try to tell you 
that item #4 is about safety, but it is really all about money.  This item was pulled from the Council 
Agenda, conveniently prior to the November election, what a surprise that it appeared again after the 
election.  At that time the Chief said this was a safety issue, so I asked him for the number of traffic 
accidents in the areas where the intended cameras would be, in some cases there were none. Safety no, 
money yes. 
 See this bag.  This is the usual size of the bag of garbage that I put out on a weekly basis.  I 
recycle my papers, plastic and bottles.  I don’t eat breakfast or lunch at home and I usually don’t eat 
dinner.  I don’t have a lot of garbage.  Many times the garbage men don’t even see my bag and pass 
my house up.  If I hold my garbage for an entire month, I may have enough to fill one small can.  Yet it 
is being proposed that I pay $14 a month for garbage pick up, the same as someone with a full house of 
people.  I’m being asked to subsidize for people with children.  If I take into account my house, my 
next door neighbor’s and their next door neighbor’s, there’s a total of 7 people living in 5 houses. 
There are other people in this city with 7 children.  We should not be expected to pay the same amount 
as a family that puts out 5-6 cans of garbage a week. 
 When times are tough you cut back on the perks in your budget.  I have already downsized my 
car and cut my cable down to basic at $8 a month.  I am looking at less expensive phone options next.  
The City needs to do the same, here are some suggestions.  They are not personal so I don’t want 
anybody to get offended if I mention their department. 
 Recreation, all programs need to have a break even analysis done.  All costs should be 
recouped by the users of the program.  If there are not enough users to break even, the program is 
cancelled.  If people don’t have enough money for recreation, how do you think they can afford 
garbage and street lighting fees? 
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 Administration.  Eliminate payment for all board and commission members, all positions 
should be volunteer.  Eliminate the policy of employees taking city vehicles home.  Everyone should 
pay for their own transportation to and from work. 
 Healthcare.  Work with the Fedeli Group to perform a coordination of benefits.  Make sure 
everyone covered is really eligible.  Spouses that have coverage at their work place take that coverage. 
This is the trend in private business now and costs have been slashed for companies.   
 Please, have two auxiliary members work part-time, 2:00-6:00 AM, to ticket the cars parked 
illegally on the streets.  One person, three days a week, the other four.  This will bring in much needed 
revenue and the officers are free to keep the city safe.  These two part-timers will more than pay for 
themselves.  They can bring in a fortune just on my street alone. 
 Fire.  Do no pre-approve any comp time.  Firefighters can put in for comp time but it is not 
approved until the actual day when it is known that any firefighters are calling in sick.  If there’s a 
minimum staffing and extra help is needed, exempt officers from other shifts, up to and including the 
Chief should be called in before there’s any OT. 
 Law.  Out source the entire department except for Kelley Sweeney. We always use outside 
counsel anyway.  We do not need a fully staffed Law Dept. if we are using outside counsel. 
 Economic Development.  Put employees on a commission model.  No commission is given for 
check cashing stores, resale stores, charter schools and churches.  If they were bringing in business, we 
wouldn’t be asking the taxpayers to shoulder the burden. 
 Council.  Be smart about your decisions.  Know the ramifications of all your votes.  Two 
members are asking the city to pay for a class they are taking. It will take over 17 years of garbage fees 
for one resident just to make up the cost of these classes to the city.  Let’s be realistic and smart about 
our spending. 
 The bottom line is that the economy stinks.  People can’t afford any new taxes or fees.  Think 
about the trickle down affect on the city.  The people that can afford to move will do so because it is 
cheaper to live in another city.  You will be left with a city of residents who can’t afford to move.  
People with lower incomes, how will you balance a budget then?  You need not to only keep the higher 
income people here but attract others to come here.  By making it more expensive to live here you are 
doing just the opposite.  If you initiate these new fees, people will be forced to curtail their spending.  
The small businesses in the city will suffer.  Do you want to be responsible for a business like Bagel 
Buddies closing?  That’s what will happen.  People will be forced to give up their morning coffee or 
bagel just to pay for garbage pick up. 
 I received this flyer before the election.  On it the Council President pledges to implement cost 
saving measures an efficiencies in city government.  Well now is the time to do that.  The Euclid 
Hunger Center is seeing an increase in the need in the city already.  From September to October 2009, 
their usage increased dramatically.  There was a 34% individual increase in that time period.  People 
can’t afford the basic necessities already yet you want to burden them more.   
 Finally it has been said by the Mayor at past meetings, that we should consider these increases 
because the City of Cleveland is doing the same.  Really?  Is that what we really have been reduce to?  
We now have to look up to and aspire to be like the City of Cleveland?  I personally think we should 
have higher goals and role models than the City of Cleveland.  If you want to be like Cleveland, you 
are already well on your way.  Now is the time for each of you to show what you’re made of.  It is time 
for you to be the leaders you told us you could be.  We do not need followers in this city, we need 
leaders who are going to look at for the best interests of the residents.  I made it.  Thank you. 
 
Mr. Dave Hiscott – 1970 E. 224 St.  I’m speaking to item #7 & 8 on tonight’s agenda.  Recalls are an 
absolute necessary right of the people and should be protected at all costs.  However recalls are also 
costly and can be divisive and must be considered only as a last resort.  Therefore proper limits and 
conditions must be in place to assure any recall is valid and reflective of a fair representation of the 
community as a whole. 
 Recently voters in the city of Akron had to pay almost $200,000 to reject a recall of their 
mayor.  Recalls often require special elections where all the taxpayers of the city must bear the total 
cost.  The Euclid recall went on for over six months while supporters tried to obtain a few thousand 
signatures.  Under the present Charter rules, as there are no time limits, it could have gone on for many 
months more. 
 All the while the citizens are held captive to division in the city and rhetoric that can often turn 
rude and personal.  The business of the city slowed and potential investors were put on hold or left for 
more stabile opportunities. 
 The time limit of 45 days which starts only after the filing of the intent to recall, provides a 
reasonable time table to complete gathering of signatures and protects all citizens from a long drawn 
out effort with no end in sight. 
 The Charter Review Committee found in its review of 15 neighboring cities, 13 required the 
signatures of 20% or more of those voting in the last general election to support a recall.  Ten of those 
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cities, almost 70% require a 25% minimum.   
 The City Council, not the Charter Review for Akron recently passed legislation requiring a 
minimum of 20% but that’s of all registered voters; not just those voting in the last general election, 
which traditionally is 30-40% turn out.  Also, they placed a 30 days time limit to gather signatures.  
 If we propose that based on all registered voters, we would require nearly 6,000 signatures to 
be gathered, rather than the few thousand needed under present rules for the Mayor and the Council 
President.  Remember too that our ward sizes have been greatly reduced in size and population. 
 The public was invited to speak to the Charter Review with a well publicized agenda in an 
attempt to solicit any comments or ideas on all subjects including recall.  All Charter Review members 
have phone mail, and e-mail.  We also had several residents submit written proposals.  One a six page 
type written letter on various subjects for our consideration.   Any one with a concern or comment had 
more than ample time to have their voices heard through a variety of avenues.  In the final analysis the 
proposed changes on recall must be submitted to the voters as recommended for judgment on their 
validity.  It is the duty of this council to see that that is done.  Thank you. 
   
President Holzheimer Gail – Seeing no other comments, we will move forward with legislation. 
 

LEGISLATION 
     Ord. (032-10) Rezoning 
An ordinance rezoning 24690-24720 Euclid Ave., P.P. # 650-36-001, 650-36-002, 650-36-003, from 
U-3 (apartment house) to U-4 (local retail) use district and further amending Ord. No. 2812.  
(Sponsored by Planning & Zoning Commission) 
 
Second Reading.  Public Hearing 3-1-2010. 
 
 
     Res. 10-2010  (034a-10)  Lakefront Cmty Ctr. Rental Agent 
A resolution authorizing the Mayor of the City of Euclid, or his designee, to enter into an agreement 
with Mangia Bene, Inc. d/b/a Events by the Lake, 1361 East 260th Street, Euclid, Ohio 44132, for the 
purpose of acting as rental agent and the exclusive full service caterer for the Euclid Lakefront 
Community Center.  (Sponsored by Mayor Cervenik and Councilwoman Scarniench) (Recommended 
for passage as amended by the Executive & Finance Committee) 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved for passage, Councilwoman Jones seconded. 
 
Director  Frey – Mike Tizzano is here this evening if Council has additional questions, although we 
had a pretty thorough discussion on this a week ago.  I’ve put before you the amended language that 
we discussed at that committee meeting, the Executive & Finance Committee meeting, to reflect that 
the agreement is not only to serve as the rental agent, but also the exclusive full service caterer.  I 
added Section 3 that would authorize the Mayor to review, request modification and approve changes 
to the rental agreement and the rules for the use of the facility as time and circumstances would dictate. 
I’ll be glad to answer questions.  Ms. Mayernik, the Mayor’s Administrative Assistant is also here.  We 
have provided council with copies of the updated agreement, the rental agreement and the rules 
concerning the use of the lakefront center.  I have attempted I hope successfully to point out the 
cancellation fee, to clarify it, show it in bullet format and I would hope that meets council’s 
satisfaction with the agreements.  Be glad to answer questions. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – Just for the record, this was an amendment and what was amended was the 
phrase, exclusive full service caterer, correct? 
 
Director Frey – That and Section 3 that shows the ability to amend the rental agreement, approve those 
changes from time to time as necessary.  That’s the only amendment. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – It was brought to the attention by one of our council members that this 
exclusive full service caterer was not included in the RFP, correct? 
 
Director Frey – That’s correct. This is not the result of the RFP directly but of a negotiated agreement 
with Mangia Bene to serve at that function.  The only response to the RFP was later withdrawn by that 
applicant. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – While I think Mr. Tizzano is a successful businessman because of Tizzano’s, I 
think this language not included in the original RFP may have dissuaded individuals from possibly 
responding.  Based on that particular technicality, I’m going to vote no on this. Not because of any 
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issues with the operation of the business, but the original RFP did not state this and I feel that we may 
have dissuaded certain caterers or individuals from actually trying to bid on this contract and those are 
my comments. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – To Director Frey or Ms. Mayernik, after the RFP’s, the only RFP received was 
rescinded.  In your opinion, do you think that more people would have applied for the position to run 
the catering center at the Lakefront Center? 
 
Director Frey – I’ll answer my opinion and then Ms. Mayernik may wish to chime in with hers.  We 
did not make any restriction in the RFP.  A caterer could have responded saying I would be interested 
to be the rental agent in the event I was also the exclusive caterer.  We only got the one proposal and 
no one made that offer and it was really as a result of our negotiations that we came to the agreement 
that we have today. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – So what you’re saying is you actually reached out? 
 
Director Frey – There were a number of individuals that Ms. Mayernik contacted directly seeking their 
proposals to the city and they were not forthcoming but the one. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – When you called those people after the RFP’s, the one RFP was rescinded, did 
you offer the same type of language as exclusive caterer to those folks? 
 
Director Frey – Truth is we haven’t had any contact with any other, no one has expressed an interest.  
The incumbent caterer as we indicated last week, does not desire to continue their relationship with the 
city.   
 
Councilman O’Neill – Is it safe to say that Mr. Tizzano was pretty much the only person that expressed 
an interest in running that place? 
 
Director Frey – I would think that’s a very safe statement. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – It is important to note that despite the language that they are the exclusive 
full service caterer, anyone renting the Lakefront Center is welcomed to bring their own food or is 
welcome to use another caterer who can do warming or drop off service.  The exclusive use is strictly 
the use of the kitchen facilities at the Lakefront Center, or being able to cook onsite and that’s due to 
the  permits and making sure we safeguard the equipment.  I don’t believe it creates any unfair 
advantage because the previous rental agent was not doing full service cooking either, they were doing 
mostly warming, if they were used.  They were able to use other caterers as well.  An important 
clarification. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – I wanted to reiterate that too. When the subject came up about being a 
full service caterer, it makes business sense because Mr. Tizzano has to have the insurance.  Anything 
that goes wrong he’s going to be liable for along with the city.  So by saying this, it is his responsibility 
and he is covering himself.  It is not fair to ask anyone to cover someone else with their insurance. As 
the Council President said, you can still have drop off catering done, you can bring your own food, that 
type of stuff, but as far as full service catering, this just makes sense.  When Forko came in, Forko 
came in as a favor to run the Senior Center for us for the catering and everything and they’ve done a 
marvelous job.  They did it as a favor and they’ve done great and we’ve learned some things from 
there.  As was stated, Mr. Tizzano has been in business a long time between the party center and 
restaurants, he knows how this all works. I’m very confident that he will do a bang up job in making 
this more successful than its already been.  I hope everyone will support this. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – In defense of the free enterprise system and Mr. Tizzano, I think it odd that 
it was Mr. Tizzano who came up with the idea and now there are objections to that.  He was ingenious 
enough to say, you no what, I’d like to be the full service caterer and this is why and he gave reasons.  
This is why free enterprise is so great in the private sector because these people think in ways that 
political people and government people don’t.  To deny him this contract in my opinion is almost like 
penalizing him for coming up with a good idea and now going out to potential competitors and saying, 
we got this great idea that we didn’t think of it, one of your competitors did so we want to give you an 
opportunity to bid against him.  I think that’s punishing free enterprise, rather than rewarding it.  I 
would encourage my colleagues to in light of what Councilwoman Scarniench said as well, to vote yes 
on this contract. 
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Councilman Van Ho – Law Director, correct me if I’m wrong, but isn’t the difference between an RFP 
and an IFP that in an IFP you’re either getting the lowest or the highest price depending on which is 
the most beneficial to the city.  That’s the sole reason for awarding the bid.  Whereas an RFP is 
generally accepted in both business and governmental circles as a negotiated procurement, a give and 
take.  Where the vendor can come up with a suggestion such as the exclusive catering idea and the city 
can either take it or not take it, or the owner of any facility? 
 
Director Frey – I would agree. In this case, in our negotiations with Mr. Tizzano on behalf of his 
company, there was a good deal of give and take over the terms and conditions.  This was not 
something that we spec’d out.  Just to the contrary we said, tell us what you think is the best way to 
operate.  There was much give and take in that discussion and exchange to come to this agreement. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – I guess what I’m asking is generally anybody who would be in catering and 
deal with something like this should have known that they could have come up with the idea that Mr. 
Tizzano came up with and either have it accepted or rejected by the city, correct? 
 
Director Frey – Yes, that’s correct.  We did not restrict those proposals. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – This isn’t unique to Euclid, this is just a generally accepted practice when 
dealing with proposals. 
 
Director Frey – Again, in this case, there was only one proposal submitted and it was withdrawn.  At 
that point we had no other proposal until Mr. Tizzano then approached the city and indicated his 
interest. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – Then I have to agree with Councilwoman Minarik that why should we penalize 
him.  Penalize him for being original in his thoughts. 
 
Councilman Langman – I think Mr. Tizzano will do a great job at the facility. He’s a local business, 
has good food, that’s always a big plus.  I think the issue is two-fold.  One is the RFP process.  Again I 
don’t want to belabor the point or say somebody was at fault, but the first time I did see it was after 
they had already been mailed out.  I think there’s enough talent up here that perhaps we could have 
strengthened that process we would have gotten more responses back in the first place.  I would urge 
my colleagues that have some doubts about it, this is only a year contract.  If we wish we can always 
send out a revamped RFP next fall that perhaps has better language, more specific language from what 
we’ve learned for what we actually want.  I would urge everyone to support this.  Let him get started, 
if we need be, we can revisit this in the fall.  That will come up rather quickly as you all know. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – Director Frey, just so I can understand this correctly.  When you put out an 
RFP you basically describe the scope of work.  When individuals do respond to an RFP, I’m under the 
impression that the City of Euclid will look at the most responsive and lowest bidder as possibly being 
the individual that is awarded that particular RFP, am I correct? 
 
Director Frey – I think its more than that councilman.  You’re also going to look at their background 
and qualifications for the job.  I think that’s a big part of that and that’s initially what we did.  We had 
one response.  We commenced discussions with that individual and subsequently the individual 
decided to withdraw their request.  
 
Councilman Gilliham – The reason why I’m asking, I’m hearing you clearly, you’re saying the 
qualifications and history as well as pretty much assumed.  If you argue that point then I would think 
an RFP is pretty much the document saying we want somebody to service our community.  I guess 
what I’m saying is, I’m not discounting or punishing Mr. Tizzano for being inventive, no. But I think 
that for some individuals, caterers in Euclid or even outside, had they fully become aware of that 
situation, maybe they would have submitted bids and maybe you wouldn’t have had a withdrawal. 
  My statement is this, there’s nothing wrong with Tizzano’s business, there’s nothing wrong 
with his presentation.  My concern is that we’re looking at the RFP process and determining that 
vendors on the outside are always supposed to assume that when an RFP is put out, certain things are 
implied.  Me, personally, I like for things to be mutually exclusive and exhausted and very specific to 
the terms of what the service is.  I’m not alleging any unethical behavior, any allegations, I just have a 
problem with the way the process was done and that’s my statement.  I hear all the other council 
people speaking and I support their opinion.  Thank you. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to close debate, Councilwoman Jones seconded. 
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Roll Call:  Yeas:  Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail 
        Nay:   Gilliham 
Passed. 
   Ord. 11-2010   (037-10) NOACA Grant Preliminary Engineering Downtown  
An emergency ordinance authorizing the Mayor of the City of Euclid, or his designee, to accept and to 
enter into required agreements with ODOT to expend a Five Hundred Sixty Thousand Dollar 
($560,000.00) Grant from the Northeast Ohio Areawide Coordinating Agency (NOACA) Urban Core 
Preliminary Engineering Program, with a One Hundred Forty Thousand Dollar ($140,000) local 
match, and to solicit bids from qualified consultants in conformance with ODOT grant requirements 
and enter into professional services contracts to provide more detailed engineering, design, and cost 
estimating required to implement a portion of the proposed roadway and streetscape related public 
improvements as recommended in the Downtown Euclid TLCI Transportation and Redevelopment 
Plan.  (Sponsored by Mayor Cervenik, Council President Holzheimer Gail, Councilpersons Langman 
and O’Neill) 
 
Councilman O’Neill moved for passage, Councilman Langman seconded. 
 
Director Pietravoia  - I’m pleased to be able to bring this legislation before Council this evening.  As 
most of you know, once the Downtown Plan was adopted at the end of 2007, we immediately started 
going after funding to implement the recommendations in that plan.  Never would I have believed that 
it would have taken almost two full years to get to a point of being able to announce that we finally 
received a grant from NOACA to pay for the next step which is detailed design and engineering for the 
recommendations that came out of the Downtown Plan. 
 The NOACA Board started a new program  at the end of 2008 so that was almost a year after 
the plan was completed.  It is called the Urban Core Preliminary Engineering Program.  It was 
specifically designed for first ring suburbs and to fund projects like this where a plan has been 
completed and the next step is to find funding to do the engineering work that’s necessary. With Mr. 
Sonnhalter’s help who is here with us tonight, we prepared the grant application authorized by council.  
We went through a competitive process in 2009 and I’m pleased report that we were only one of two 
that were awarded the preliminary engineering program through this new grant. On December 11th the 
NOACA Board awarded $700,000 for an engineering study to the City of Euclid for a downtown 
business district. 
 As I mentioned the grant will fund additional traffic analysis that’s needed to test all the 
recommended roadway improvements, but more importantly it will fund the detailed engineering and 
design that will take us to the next step of actually implementing those projects. 
 The dollars are coordinated through ODOT even though NOACA awards the money, it is 
actually coming through the Ohio Department of Transportation.  Therefore, not surprisingly several 
agreements will be needed in order to accept and spend the grant dollars.  The City will be responsible 
for 20% of the total project cost.  The total is $700,000 so we’ll be responsible for $140,000 and that 
would be coming from our capital budget. 
 The legislation also authorizes Director Smith, Public Service, to bid the project and award the 
professional services contract to the engineering design firm that’s selected to do the project. That 
would then happen through the Board of Control. 
 We’re asking for your support this evening so we can finally move forward with the grant 
dollars in place.  Mr. Sonnhalter is here along with myself to answer any questions that there might be 
this evening, of course, Director Smith will help us as well. 
 
Councilman Langman – Director Pietravoia, Mr. Sonnhalter, from the time the grant is awarded and all 
that, when will they start and when will they finish? 
 
Director Pietravoia – The consulting firm that we hire? 
 
Councilman Langman – Yes. 
 
Director Pietravoia – I would estimate it will take probably a couple of months to get the bid package 
together and solicit the bids.  So I would expect that this spring they would start work.  As far as 
completion, I think we were estimating about 9 months to a year to complete the preliminary 
engineering work and the additional traffic analysis. 
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Councilman Langman – During this time if they come up with something that says you’re really can’t 
do it for whatever reason, will we get feedback during the process?  Or, after the nine months it is like 
well you can do this or you can’t do that? 
 
Director Pietravoia – I would anticipate we’ll be reporting to Council on a regular basis during this 
period.  If they do find something isn’t doable as a result of the additional traffic study that they’re 
doing, that will be done up front, it will be the first part, so we’ll know at the beginning of the process 
and we’d report that back to Council right away. 
 
Councilman Langman – In the notations that were sent out to us, the memo, from what I understand 
this grant does not include the connectors through from Lake Shore to Shore Center via the municipal 
parking lot, that is not part of this phase? 
 
Director Pietravoia – That’s correct, the representatives at ODOT believe that the funding will not be 
sufficient that was awarded by NOACA to do the detailed study of every phase that was recommended 
in the Downtown Plan.  So they worked with us to identify the areas that needed to occur first and 
that’s the intersection that everyone tries to avoid right now, 222, Babbitt and Lake Shore, 
reconfiguring that intersection.  Lake Shore Blvd. itself. Then the proposed connection roadway, the 
extension of Shore Center Drive.  The portions that won’t be designed from an engineering standpoint 
are the internal roads that you mentioned in the public parking lot and any changes in the roadway on 
Shore Center Drive itself would not be part of this engineering work.  That’s assuming that they’re 
correct and there’s really not sufficient funds to do everything. 
 
Councilman Langman – Finally, will this project fit under the rules and regulations for stimulus 
dollars?  In other words, will this be considered shovel ready so we can leap into actual construction? 
 
Director Pietravoia – It is my understanding and I’m going to ask Director Smith to comment on this.  
The type of plans that will result from this work would be complete enough that it would be ready to 
put out to bid for construction. 
 
Director Smith – In order to shore up Director Pietravoia’s comments, although it is noted as 
preliminary engineering that does take the process through final design.  Ultimately the plans will be 
ready for bid. 
 
Councilman Langman – We can begin the process of securing stimulus funds for this project soon after 
they start, is that a fair statement to make?  Or, do we have to wait until they’re all done? 
 
Director Pietravoia – We will continue discussions all along with NOACA to try to identify sources to 
try actually build the improvements.  What they have informed us is what’s happening is the stimulus 
projects that are being funded have freed up other dollars that would have been expended through their 
normal programs.  There’s a good chance that we would get funded through the regular program at 
NOACA versus the stimulus.  We’ll be exploring both possibilities with them, the recent discussions 
are indicating we’re more likely to be funded through their regular program because dollars have freed 
up. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – I would just like to compliment Community Development Department and the 
Fire Department and the Administration in general for going after these grants.  What you’ve heard 
tonight between the Fire Dept., Community Development is a million dollars worth of money that’s 
not coming out of Euclid taxpayer’s pockets directly, but coming from generally the feds.  I think that 
shows the desire to stretch our money. 
 
Councilman Wojtila – The $700,000 that’s listed in here, the $560,000 is what the grant is for but the 
other $140,000 match, how was that derived at? 
 
Director Pietravoia – NOACA looked at the scope of the work that we were proposing and determined 
that was the level that they were able to fund.  I believe we actually requested $750,000 and they 
funded the project at $700,000.  It is somewhat determined by the amount of dollars they had available 
for the first year of that new program.  
 
Councilman Wojtila – Do you expect that you’ll go to multiple, have different RFP’s, one for traffic 
engineer, one for a different type of roadway engineer?  Or do you think you’ll have one RFP that will 
be a joint venture type of situation? 
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Director Pietravoia – I would anticipate the later Councilman that it would be a single RFP and it 
would be a joint venture, probably within Urban Design firm for the streetscape part, traffic 
engineering firm for the traffic studies and then a traditional engineering firm for the actual 
engineering design work. 
 
Councilman Wojtila – Will we have separate legislation then on those agreements when those come 
forward or? 
 
Director Pietravoia – This would authorize all the agreements and it would all be approved by the 
Board of Control.  There are time limits from the State on actually expending these dollars and then 
once you finish the study, there’s also a timeframe within which they expect you to actually implement 
the project.  We are making a serious commitment by accepting the grant and going forward so we can 
get it done in a timely fashion. 
 
Councilman Wojtila – As one of the committee members I’m very eager to see this move forward and 
too would like to congratulate you all on the work that you did. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Just to follow up, Councilman Wojtila mentioned the committee.  Is there 
a plan in place to re-involve the Downtown Steering Committee or possibly create a new smaller 
steering committee to lead this process or at least provide input through the process? 
 
Director Pietravoia – I’m going to let Jim respond to that I know that there’s a required public 
participation process and he can comment on that. 
 
Mr. Sonnhalter – We would as part of this we would be requiring some public hearings, public 
meetings, so the community can be updated on a consistent regular basis on our progress.   
 
President Holzheimer Gail – And be able to provide input? 
 
Mr. Sonnhalter – And provide input of course. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – Again I’d like to add my thank you’s to the hard work your department has 
done.  Question I have, any of this NOACA money, is it as a result of any of the census, does it come 
down through the census funding or is this another fund? 
 
Director Pietravoia – Honestly I’m not familiar with how they determine all the funding they receive.  
But I would say it would be a very fair assumption that at least a portion of the funding that comes 
through NOACA is based on the population here in the greater Cleveland area.  That is one of the 
factors.  But there’s so many different programs and funding sources that that may not apply to 
everyone of them. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – This pretty much takes place in Ward 5. 
 
Director Pietravoia – That’s correct, councilman. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – And you were going to follow that up by saying, but it is important to the 
entire community. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – It is important to the entire community. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – I had submitted some questions through e-mail and I’m sorry if you responded 
to me, I didn’t get a chance to check my e-mail yet, but my question is, I think it was back in 2008, we 
received a grant for RTA for the wait station on Lake Shore Blvd., is that part of this $140,000, does 
that go towards that?  I think there was another $100,000 that was allocated, so that’s $125,000; but the 
actual part the city has is $140,000, is that correct? 
 
Mr. Sonnhalter - This NOACA grant is a separate project from what you’re referring to, which is the 
transit waiting environment project sponsored by RTA.  So the $25,000 is going directly to the bus 
stop itself, as is the $10,000 which was pledged when we were doing the CVS project as part of the 
public improvements, that was going to be dedicated toward a reader board that would be part of the 
same corner.  I’m talking about the northeast corner of Lake Shore and Bliss Lane.  Then the $100,000 
was through the capital budget in 2008.  Those funds were committed to the transit waiting 
environment separate from the larger engineering study that we’d like to undertake. 



Council Minutes 
January 19, 2009 
Page 11 
 
Councilwoman Jones – Are those going to take place when this project does start? 
 
Mr. Sonnhalter – They should be coordinated with this project and we’re working with ODOT, 
coordinating with the public service department and RTA to make sure that everything goes as 
seamlessly as it can. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – I know we were granted from RTA for this $25,000 in 2008 but we haven’t 
actually used those funds yet for the wait station, what you just mentioned.  Is there a expiration time 
on when that has to be used? 
 
Mr. Sonnhalter – Memorial Day this year is my marching orders for getting this project done. But the 
$25,000 from RTA is for construction only.  We did allocate funding for City Architecture and CT 
Consultants to jointly come up with a set of construction documents.  At this point we’re tweaking the 
details to make sure that we have a design that can be consistently applied to that entire intersection, 
that can work with the utilities that we have there and come up with a really strong urban design 
statement for that corner. 
 
Director Pietravoia – I just wanted to add to what Jim was saying.  That project will go forward prior 
to the completion of this engineering design work for the rest of Downtown.  It is partly driven by the 
grant that you mentioned and the timeframe associated with that.  But most of the work is outside of 
the street, it is behind the curb, so it won’t be impacted by the rest of the work that will be designed 
with this grant.  That was always intended to be implemented and constructed prior to the rest of the 
downtown district. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – I did hear you say that there will be public participation in putting these plans 
together, I think it is very important for that, whether it be the open meetings like we had with the JJR 
project or something like that so people know they can give their input during that process.  Thank 
you. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – I just want to say there’s quite a few of us sitting up here that actually live in 
that area, so we have a pretty good idea of how that’s going to impact the people on Noble Beach, 
Sunnycliff.  I know they’re eagerly anticipating what is going to happen over there with the traffic 
pattern so we definitely want to let those folks know they’re going to have input on this project. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – Director Pietravoia, I know all of this is going on Lake Shore Blvd., but those 
that are off of Euclid Ave. would also like to in the future see a plan put together for Euclid Ave. as 
well. 
 
Director Pietravoia – We are committed to initiating a study on Euclid Ave.  We were notified as part 
of this award that the application that we made for that separate project on Euclid was not awarded 
funds for this current year.  Jim did respond, I know you didn’t have a chance to look, but I would like 
to offer to get together with you and the staff from NOACA so we could explore how we might be able 
to go forward. 
 
Councilman Langman – I think it is useful to point out that this didn’t just happen over the past few 
years, this is actually part of a process that began, I know in my first term in 2002, myself and the 
Council President and Ward One Council person, with the KA Architectural study.  You can even say 
that, go back a few years prior to that with Main Street Connections, their study of our downtown.  I 
think this points out that we’ve taken the time to stay with it.  These projects do take a long time.  
Unfortunately, that is one of the drawbacks.  It does take a long time to build consensus and putting 
together the TLCI study required a lot of public input.  I guess some of us have been around awhile, 
we’re anxiously awaiting some actual changes and actual construction.  We need to focus on some of 
those other areas too, but this has been a multi-year process stretching back over a decade. 
 
Councilman Langman moved to close debate, Councilman Van Ho seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilman Wojtila moved to suspend the rules, Councilman O’Neill seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman,  
Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail 
Passed. 
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     Ord. (036-10) Amend Code 349 Traffic Cameras – To Safety Com. 
An ordinance amending the Traffic Code of the City of Euclid to add Chapter 349, “Automated Traffic 
Enforcement System.” Chapter 349 will provide for the implementation of automated traffic 
photographic systems for the enforcement of traffic code provisions relating to speed limits.  
(Sponsored by Mayor Cervenik) TO BE SENT TO SAFETY COMMITTEE. 
 
Councilman Gilliham moved for passage, Councilwoman Jones seconded. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – It has been requested this be sent to the Safety Committee. 
 
Councilman O’Neill moved Ord. (036-10) to Safety Committee.  Councilman Gilliham seconded. 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman,  
Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail 
To Safety Committee. 
 
   Ord. 12-2010 (035A-10) Amend Code – Chapter 505 Animal Keepers 
An ordinance amending Sections 505.09, 505.10, 505.11, 505.12, 505.17, 505.18, and 505.31 of the 
General Offenses Code of the Codified Ordinances of the City of Euclid governing animals, so that 
keepers and persons in charge of violations of these sections can be held liable rather than only the 
owner having liability.  (Sponsored by Councilwoman Scarniench) 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved for passage, Councilman O’Neill seconded. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – This has been brought before you tonight because of an incident that 
happened.  Someone was watching somebody else’s dog and this dog attacked and killed another dog.  
When it went to court it was thrown out because of the way our ordinance reads.  What our Animal 
Control Officer did was write this so it would pertain to anybody who has a dog in their possession, 
they’re responsible whether it is their dog or their sister’s dog or their neighbor’s dog and they’re 
watching it.  If they are not in control of that animal, they can be held liable for it. 
 Councilman Langman brought up about the dangerous dog ordinance which came into effect in 
2007, so that the wording would be the same and that’s why you have the 35a in front of you. We 
changed the wording so that it all reads the same.  In the near future we’ll get the dangerous dog 
ordinance back to make that wording exactly the same so we move forward with that.  I hope all of you 
will support this.  Thank you. 
 
Director Frey – First comment is that Council would need to amend the legislation that was before you 
in (35-10) to include those additional descriptors in the keeper and person in charge that are not 
currently in the version in front of you.  If Council makes that amendment then the administration 
through the Police Dept. the Animal Control Officer would certainly support the change.  As the 
Councilwoman pointed out, we will make the same uniform change so that the dangerous dog 
ordinance has the same scope of coverage. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – There should be an amended ordinance (35a-10) that was on your desk.  
Does everyone have a copy of that? 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to amend Sections 505.09A, 505.10A, 505.11A, 505.12A, 505.17A, 
505.18A, 505.31 so that all of those are consistent in their scope of coverage as written in (35a-10). 
Councilman Gilliham seconded. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Any questions on the amendment? 
 
Councilman Langman – Just to be clear with the Law Director, the amended version will have the 
additional language, keeper, harborer, handler or person in charge? 
 
Director Frey – That’s correct including the owner as well as in the existing ordinance, yes.  Then we 
will make the amendments hopefully the next meeting to the dangerous dog ordinance. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – To Director Frey, unless I’m not reading it here or somewhere in here, I don’t 
see it, but if there’s a minor that’s walking the animal and the animal attacks somebody, who is liable, 
the parent of the minor? 
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Director Frey – The person in charge, or handler in that case was a juvenile, the juvenile could face 
juvenile charges.  From a civil side, the adult responsible for the juvenile would be the person 
responsible on a civil penalty.   This addresses just the criminal nature of that however. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – We don’t need to put that in here? 
 
Director Frey – No sir. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – Law Director, could you please explain for the people that are going to be 
watching this on TV, we keep using the words keeper, harborer, handler, and person in charge.  If I’m 
watching your dog and it attacks another dog or person, what’s going on?  What’s the difference now 
than what we presently had, in non-lawyerly terms. 
 
Director Frey – That’s the second time you’ve said that to me.  Right now our ordinance only covers 
the owner of the dog.  So if my dog is at your house and you are responsible for the behavior of that 
dog, and you would in that case be a keeper.  If you took in stray animals, you would be the keeper or 
harborer.  If you hired out someone to dog walk or care for your dog, that might be a handler or person 
in charge.  If we were trying to make sure that we were broad enough to encompass all of the 
possibilities of somebody having that animal and being responsible for that animal’s behavior.  
Certainly we’re not looking to penalize people for having pets.  We are asking those people who in any 
way have control over that pet to be responsible for the pet so that they can enjoy the pet and others are 
not suffered either a loss of property or injury to themselves or their pets. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – It is not that I have anything against lawyers explaining things, it is just 
sometimes we use all these wonderful terms and people at home are going, what do they really mean.  
That’s why I keep picking on and asking you to explain in non-lawyerly terms. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – On 505.10 item 5, it says causes any condition which threatens or endangers the 
health and well being of persons or other animals.  Would that include picking up after the dog after it 
does its business, so to speak? 
 
Director Frey – We have a separate ordinance that requires as part of our Codified Ordinances in the 
Animal Control to in fact you see it, 505.17, is the removal of animal feces.  It is already part of our 
codified ordinance.  Yes, I would agree that having your pet leave presents around the neighborhood 
would constitute a nuisance. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – I think that’s more of a problem than dogs biting in our city.  Most dog owners 
and dog handlers definitely pick up after their dog, but is the ones that come through at midnight and 
you find a bouquet on your tree lawn in the morning that’s not appreciated.  Thank you. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – There’s been a motion and second to amend.  Are there any other 
questions on the amendment?  Roll Call on the amendment. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman,  
Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail 
Amended. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Any additional questions on the ordinance?   
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to close debate, Councilman Gilliham seconded.  Yeas:  
Unanimous. 
Councilwoman Minarik moved to suspend the rules, Councilman O’Neill seconded.  Yeas:  
Unanimous. 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman,  
Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail 
Passed. 
   Ord. 13-2010 (022-10)  Charter Amendment –Start Term Date 
An ordinance providing for the submission to the electorate of the City of Euclid, the question of 
whether Article II, Section 1, Power, Election, Term of Office and Article IV, Section 1 Qualification 
and Term of Office of the Charter of the City of Euclid shall be amended.  (Sponsored by 
Councilwoman Scarniench) (Recommended for passage by the Executive & Finance Committee) 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved for passage, Councilwoman Jones seconded. 
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Councilwoman Scarniench – To the resident who spoke, what you were referring to, we already voted, 
that was voted on in November.  All this is doing is changing our start date from December until 
January.  Anybody that knows what happened two years ago, my race, there was only a seven vote 
difference so it had to have a recount.  The fact is, that doesn’t take place until after we’ve been sworn 
in here.  I was sworn in, I got to vote, but the recount hadn’t certified me yet.  So, if I would have 
voted on something really high profile, there could have been cause for a problem there.  What I’m 
saying, we vote in November, you need the 30 days for the Board of Elections to certify and we were 
being sworn in before that 30 days.  If there is a recount, it is done within that period of time.  By 
going to January, everything has been done, all the i’s  dotted and t’s crossed so no one has to go 
through what we went through two years ago.  I would hope everyone understands that and will vote 
for this when it comes on the ballot in May. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – I did just want to follow up and clarify that.  Our passage tonight, or vote 
on this tonight, doesn’t make that change, it is a change to the Charter so the voters of Euclid would 
have to vote whether they wanted that date to change.  We did have a Committee meeting on this last 
week and had a full discussion of it.  Is there any other questions or comments? 
 
Councilman Wojtila – My only question is on the actual summary of the proposed Charter change, on 
Page 2, the bolded.  Would that be what we’re proposing as the language on the ballot?  
 
Director Frey – That is the language that would appear on the ballot, so long as that language is 
approved by the Board of Elections and by the Ohio Secretary of State. 
 
Councilman Wojtila – As a follow up, I know I had similar comments when we were doing this in the 
past, to me it would be nice if it also stated what it currently is.  If you’re looking at this and you’re at 
the ballot, I have the same comment on the other two pieces that follow this.  My suggestion would be:  
currently these terms all end on November 30th as a second sentence. 
 
Director Frey – We did that last time with some of the Charter changes and the Secretary of State 
rejected that language.  We’re following the language, in style, that has been previously approved by 
the Secretary of State.  What would make sense is if the full Charter language was available at each 
voting location and it is supposed to be.  We need to take the additional step to make sure we have it 
posted at the voting locations if we’re permitted by the Board of Elections to do that. 
 
Councilman Wojtila moved to close debate, Councilwoman Scarniench seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilman Langman moved to suspend the rules, Councilman Van Ho seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman,  
Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail 
Passed. 
 
   Ord.  14-2010  (40-10) Charter Amendment – Recall 25% Signatures 
An ordinance providing for the submission to the electorate of the City of Euclid, the question of 
whether Article III, Section 2, Recall, of the Charter of the City of Euclid shall be amended to increase 
the number of signatures needed to file such petitions to 25% of the electors voting in the most recent 
general election.  (Sponsored by Charter Review Commission)  (Recommended for passage by the 
Executive & Finance Committee) 
 
Councilman O’Neill moved for passage, Councilman Van Ho seconded. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – This was recommended to us by the Charter Review Commission.  We 
did have a full discussion of it last week at the Executive & Finance Committee meeting.   
 
Director Frey – At that committee meeting last week, it was Council’s desire that the two issues 
contained in what had been sent to you by the Charter Review Commission be separated into two 
separate issues, so that they would in fact be voted on individually by the residents if they’re sent to the 
ballot.  The one being the requirement to change for a successful petition to appear on the ballot from 
15% as it currently exists to 25%.  Again that’s 25% or right now it is 15% of the electors voting at the 
last preceding general election.  So I separated that out and that appears in this piece of legislation, 
temporary number (40-10).  It solely addresses the issue of increasing the percentage to have a recall 
election from the current 15% to the 25%. 



Council Minutes 
January 19, 2009 
Page 15 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – This is a requested change to the Charter so our vote is not the deciding 
vote, but to send it to the voters to make the decision. 
 
Councilman Langman – I’ll be voting no on both of these and my reasoning is pretty much the same as 
the lengthening of terms.  When I look at these, I’m looking at, do these proposed Charter changes 
create or keep accountability to the residents, or does it diminish accountability to the residents?  I 
asked the Law Director specifically whether change in the Recall provisions would make that process 
more difficult.  It does.  I think combined with four year terms, that it will reduce accountability to 
you.  Therefore in good conscience, I don’t believe this Council is just a pass through on this issue or 
any other issue that comes before us.  Therefore I cannot in good conscience vote for these two items. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – With all due respect to my colleague, taking these to the voters is the purest 
form of democracy.  We let them decide whether they’d like to have a 15% or 25% signing.  It is just 
totally to them, so I think it is totally accountable to them.  Now if someone wants to go out and 
campaign against this, that is also their right.  If the voters want to vote against it, it is very definitely 
their right and I think we should trust our voters, I think they’ve shown their fairly intelligent in their 
last few votes for Charter amendments, school levies and so forth.  I say let’s take it to the voters. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – I do wish to agree with, I do agree with Councilman Van Ho.  I’m not here to 
promote, nor am I here to demote either one of these pieces of legislation.  Frankly I can live with 
either one of them.  What I do want to promote is the ability for the residents to exercise their 
Constitutional right and to vote on it.  The Charter Review Committee spent a long time reviewing this 
and they came to Council.  Council spent a fair amount of time.  Certainly we had input from the 
public.  Now it is time to let the public vote it, yea or nay, it is real simple.  I will be voting for both 
pieces of legislation, I’m not endorsing either one of them, I’m saying let the voters decide. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – We’re a Charter city and other particular cities in the State of Ohio are called 
statutory which mean they follow the rules of the Ohio Revised Code for cities.  Many cities within 
northeastern Ohio decide to develop a Charter to adopt their own particular type of rule.  There’s three 
ways to change law in the City of Euclid.  Ten percent of the electorate can file a petition to change 
law, it still has to be voted on.  City Council can recommend a law change, it still has to be voted on.  
The last piece is the Charter Review Commission sitting down every eight years and determining 
whether or not there needs to be any changes in laws based in the changes in times, based on whether 
or not all particular laws are archaic, or they just need to be amended. 
 I sat on the Charter Review Commission as a former member to actually look at that particular 
article and really felt comfortable that our city does have a Charter.  I do think that Council should be a 
pass through whether we agree or not.  I respect Councilman Langman’s decisions and opinions, he’s 
an astute council person, he’s been here for eight years, obviously he’s here for a reason. 
 My reason for passing both of these particular ordinances for two reasons.  In the spirit of the 
Charter, we as citizens have a right to change law.  We as citizens have a right for our Charter Review 
Commission to present changes so that we still have to be voted on.  You’ve already heard Council 
President state that the passing of this does not change law.  Every eligible registered citizen has the 
right to vote to say yes to this or to say no.  Is it an impediment to the citizens?  I don’t think so.  In 
other communities, such as South Euclid, they have to have a hearing before they make any changes of 
this nature when it comes to Recall.  I think that’s an impediment because it is another layer of 
government.  I think the Charter acts perfectly for what it is intended to do, to present opportunities to 
residents.  I think Council has the ability to do that and I think the Charter states that and our 
ordinances state that and I also think residents themselves.  So whether it came from 10% of the 
electorate, Council, or the Charter Review, it has to be voted on by our citizens.  I’m in support of both 
of these particular amendments.  When it is put on the ballot, if it is passed tonight, you’ll have an 
opportunity to investigate and make your own decision.  Thank you. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – I’m sure this is going to go on the ballot, I’m not going to convince any of 
my colleagues, don’t need to convince Councilman Langman because I agree with him.  I feel that my 
role is to try to keep government closer to the people.  I opposed the four year terms because I felt it 
took government further from the people.  By making it harder to recall someone, who in the voter’s 
opinion is guilty of malfeasance, misfeasance or nonfeasance.  If I get these definitions right, that’s 
basically not doing what you’re supposed to do, doing it because it is legal but its not quite proper but 
you can get away with it.  Or not doing your job at all. To have to wait four years, okay, is a little bit 
long for the people to take back their government.   
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 If there is misfeasance, malfeasance, or nonfeasance in a public office, the people should not be 
hard put to put that potential person out of office through a recall.  The Law Director has said this will 
make it harder to recall a council person, a council president or the mayor.  Because we’ve already 
extended their terms through the vote, I think this is the wrong thing for the representatives of the 
people to put on the ballot because it hurts the people. 
 Just as an aside, if this is a total pass through, then why did this Council then split the Charter 
Review’s recommendation to have it all on one piece?  That was okay with you guys.  It needs to go to 
the voters because this is a democracy, why are we even going to consider a garbage tax, or a lighting 
tax, why don’t we take that to the voters?  The hypocrisy, the double standards, are ridiculous.  I am 
opposed to this.  I do not think it is right for us to put this on the ballot.  I know it is going to pass, but 
that’s just my personal opinion.  I will vote no.  Thank you. 
 
Councilman Wojtila – I too will vote no on this for reasons different than Council person Minarik and 
Councilman Langman.  I looked at this and I made the comment at the Committee meeting that we had 
last week on this that it really comes down to what’s appropriate, 3 out of 20 or 5 out of 20 votes.  I 
don’t know, I thought 20% or 4 out of 20 was probably the right number.  I don’t see a compelling 
reason to put this on the ballot and for that reason I will be voting no. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – Just a correction, it doesn’t take four years to remove a council person.  The 
current Charter says that after six months of service you can initiate a recall, that’s just for clarity.  If 
this were to pass, it would still have to be a six month minimum term before you can actually file a 
petition for recall or declare.  The current Charter says six months.  We’re not saying change it to 
three, we’re not saying change it to 9, 10, 12 or 4 years and that’s just a correction that I wanted to put 
out there.  After six months of service you can actually initiate a Declaration for a Recall, whether it is 
two years, four terms, four years or six years. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – Ten years ago I sat on the Charter Review Commission and I took it very 
seriously just as the folks who sat on it two years ago have done that.  I humbly disagree with my 
colleagues because if we don’t agree with putting this on the ballot, than what’s the purpose of having 
a Charter?  That’s the whole bottom line. The City of Euclid was formed as a Charter city.  We have 
the right to do this.  If Council says no, they don’t want to put it there, then what was the purpose?  It is 
up to the residents of this city to make a decision and I trust their decision on way or another.   
 
Councilwoman Jones – I like the idea that these two ordinance were split because while I don’t 
necessarily agree with the increase from 15% to 25%, I do agree that there needs to be an initial start 
date and a time period of when those signatures have to be turned in.  I do like the idea that it is split 
up because then you can vote on one or the other.  Just because you don’t vote on the increase of 15 to 
25%, you can still vote if you want to have the initial start or have the 45 day time limit. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – When we had the meeting of Executive Finance last week, the Charter Review 
people had researched this quite thoroughly.  Over 70% of the cities that they talked to had a, 70% to 
be precise, had a 25% recall for.  20% more had a 20% recall for.  Which means 90% of all of the 
suburbs that they, or cities that they polled had a larger sampling than we do, so I don’t think that 
we’re being arbitrary as we do this.  I don’t think we should make it impossible but we also have to 
make sure that there’s enough of a sentiment in the city or the ward or wherever to recall someone 
because those are expensive campaigns to run.  Someone pointed out the City of Akron spent over 
$200,000.  I have no idea what it cost us for the last Recall, but it needs to be more than just a few 
irritated people.  I will vote for to put this on the ballot and I will vote when it comes time if it is on the 
ballot to raise the floor. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – I think we have thoroughly vetted this both in the committee and tonight.  
If there are more questions or comments, the vote before us is whether to send this issue to the 
residents. 
 
Councilman Langman – I don’t want to delve to deeply into it but we are the people’s body and how 
these bodies and commissions make these decisions I think is perfectly legitimate for us to question.  
For example on this particular item, yes I have been up here a long time and I look at the experience of 
working with the ordinances and the charter as to how to make certain decisions.  Charter Review had 
that opportunity to ask the individual that ran that Recall and they chose not to.  That to me is a very 
serious oversight because if you don’t ask the person who worked with it, you really don’t know the 
actual workings of that particular section of the Charter.  The rest is just, as the Law Director and I 
talked about on the other issue, it is all subjective.  So, I don’t want to put any group above and say 
whatever they do is great, we should pass it through.  That is not our role.  We should look at it in a 
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fair and measured manner, like we’re doing now, and make our votes based on that.  Not on simply 
passing through based on, that’s tradition or that’s how we feel.  I respect that opinion but I can’t buy 
it.  With that, I’ll make a motion to close debate. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – There’s been a motion to close debate, is that a second? 
 
Councilman Gilliham – No it is not a second, it is a point of comment.  The Charter Commission had 
one member who had over 20 years of service as a councilwoman.  That supersedes everybody at this 
table.  I’m pretty sure she was astute in the ordinance and rules and regulations and very astute in the 
Charter Commission and the city as a whole.  I just wanted to point that out.  It wasn’t an oversight.  
Even if it was just one member, she had over 20 years of experience.  That tops everybody at this table. 
 
Councilman Langman moved to close debate, Councilman O’Neill seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to suspend the rules, Councilman Gilliham seconded. 
Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, O’Neill, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail 
      Nays:  Minarik, Wojtila, Langman 
Passed. 
 
   Ord.    (19a-10) Charter Amendment – Recall-Declaration of Intent 
An ordinance providing for the submission to the electorate of the City of Euclid, the question of 
whether Article III, Section 2, Recall, of the Charter of the City of Euclid shall be amended to require a 
declaration of intent to petition for the removal of any elected officer of the City; to impose a 45 day 
time limit on the filing of petitions.   (Sponsored by Charter Review Commission)  (Recommended for 
passage by the Executive & Finance Committee) 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved for passage, Councilwoman Jones seconded. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – This is the companion piece.  As we already discussed, this would raise 
the percentage of voters from 15-25%.   
 
Director Frey – This issue if presented to the electorate would require an individual seeking to recall an 
office holder to file a Declaration of Intent with the Clerk of Council.  Once that Declaration is so 
filed, the person would have 45 days from that date to collect the required signatures to place the recall 
matter on the ballot. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – I’d like Council to consider changing this to either 45 business days.  If not, 
extending it to 60 days.  Because there’s a lot of weekends in there.  A lot of people if they start this 
up, they might need more time.  Forty-five days I think is a little to short.  Again, 45 business days, to 
think about it and let me know what you think, thanks. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – To Director Frey, if you could clarify something for me.  If someone wishes to 
institute a recall, can they start collecting signatures prior to the notification? 
 
Director Frey – Under this they could not.  Those signatures would not be valid.  The signatures could 
not be collected until the person has served in office for six months and this Declaration, if this is 
approved, the Declaration was filed with the Clerk of Council.  That would be the starting point. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – My point is that if they’re so inclined to recall somebody whether it is the 
Mayor or somebody on Council, I would think that there would be a series of meetings and there’s 
nothing to say they can’t go door to door and build a consensus to try to get the signatures to remove 
that person.  Then when it comes time to the filing, knowing that you have 45 days, you’ve built the 
following for the qualified voters so you know well in advance that you’ve got enough signatures once 
you file.  I would think if the person is that bad on Council, that you’re going to want to have, you’re 
going to need 51% to vote the person out, am I correct to assume that? 
 
Director Frey – Yes. 
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Councilman O’Neill – So if you can’t get 25% of the signatures, you’re not going to get 50%.  I would 
say to the people that God forbid this happens, but if it were to happen, I would think that whoever 
organizes or spearheads this would want to start organizing their people and get them together prior to 
filing the motion and activating the timeframe.  
 
Councilman Van Ho – Question to the Law Director.  The way this is presently written it would be 45 
calendar days, not 45 business days, is that correct? 
 
Director Frey – That’s correct, 45 calendar days. 
 
Councilman Wojtila – I think 45 days is to short and I’d support the amendment to 60 days and I’ll 
make that motion. 
 
Councilman Wojtila moved to amend the ordinance from 45 days to 60 days.  Councilwoman Minarik 
seconded. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Any discussion on the amendment? 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – Just to make it clear, I will vote no, even though I agree with it, I still 
believe the Charter Review Commission did their job and we need to put forth what they gave to us. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – We had an Executive & Finance Committee on the 27th and the same language 
existed and we collectively, not each individual agreed to submit to the public for passage, 45 days.  
While Councilwoman Minarik’s decision is an important to consider, I still go back to the initial 
response that this was initiated by the Charter Review Commission.  It was overlooked and discussed 
by the Executive & Finance Committee and it is here tonight.  I don’t want to put every decision that 
the voters have to make in our hands specifically.  If you don’t like the 45 days, if it does get on the 
ballot, don’t vote for it.  If you do, please do. Those are my comments. 
 
Councilman Langman – Even though I’ll be voting no, I don’t think we should change anything.  On 
that point I’ll agree with my colleagues. This is what’s here.  I don’t particularly think it is right, but 
vote on what’s here and let’s get on with it. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – there’s been a motion and second to change from 45 days to 60 days.  
Let’s have a roll call on the motion to amend. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Minarik, Wojtila 
     Nays:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, O’Neill, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail 
Amendment Fails. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – I voted incorrectly.  I wanted 45 days to stay. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Then that would be no to amend.  You want to change your vote to no? 
 
Councilman Van Ho – Yes, to 45 days, that’s the way I’m voting. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Motion to amend fails 7 to 2. 
 
Councilman Langman – Do we need to revote or can we just amend it? 
 
Director Frey – The Councilman can change his vote before the action is completed and he has done 
that and recognized by the Chair. The vote of two in favor of the amendment, seven against is how it 
should be recorded. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Any further discussion? 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to close debate, Councilman O’Neill seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilman Wojtila moved to suspend the rules, Councilman Langman seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, O’Neill, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail 
      Nays:  Minarik, Wojtila, Langman 
Passed. 
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   Ord. (38-10) Charges for Solid Waste Collection – To Exec & Fin. Com. 
An emergency ordinance to establish a solid waste collection fee for residential accounts.  (Sponsored 
by Mayor Cervenik) TO BE SENT TO EXECUTIVE & FINANCE COMMITTEE 
 
Councilman Gilliham moved for passage, Councilwoman Scarniench seconded. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – This has been requested to go to the Executive and Finance Committee. 
President Holzheimer Gail moved Ord. (38-10) to the Executive & Finance Committee.   
Councilwoman Scarniench seconded. 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman, Van Ho, 
     Holzheimer Gail. 
To Executive & Finance Committee. 
 
   Ord. (039-10) Charges for Street Lighting – To Exec. & Fin. Com. 
An emergency ordinance enacting a special assessment upon all property within the City of Euclid to 
be used for the payment of street lighting within the City.  (Sponsored by Mayor Cervenik)  TO BE 
SENT TO EXECUTIVE & FINANCE COMMITTEE 
 
Councilwoman Jones moved for passage, Councilman O’Neill seconded. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – This has been requested to go to the Executive and Finance Committee. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail moved Ord. (039-10) to Executive & Finance Committee.  Councilman 
Gilliham seconded. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail. 
To Executive & Finance Committee. 
 
 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Mr. Christopher Litwinowicz –  A candidate for Mayor City of Euclid, in the process to recall.  21970 
Morris Ave., Euclid, OH 44123.  Excuse me.  Excuse me. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Mr. Litwinowicz, if you could address Council please. 
 
Mr. Litwinowicz – My time, five minutes, he walks away every time.  Can you pass this around.  
Remember when I passed this?  You were supposed to have it back to me by today.  It is violating my 
civil rights, the right to protest.  Just show them the whole council.  Recall Council.  Walk away from 
me, you get recalled. 
 Mr. Law Director.  Never got certified.  I asked you to fix the problems.  Other problem, it is 
funny, but in one day, two civil rights has been violated.  Public accommodation, and that’s 
embarrassing to be telling the public this, but, my name.  According to, I came here today to show that 
I’ve got great ideas.  24/7 I’m campaigning so yes, I’m soliciting in your city.  Mr. Chief, please have 
Mr. Norton certify me a copy because this feels like I’m trapped.  If I would have been able to show 
that I’m politically campaigning out here, there would have been no police report.  Now it is costing 
me money that I don’t have that gives me the right.  By the way, just a piece of paper can be sent and 
the courts can dismiss this because the ordinances are from the city.  It is not a threat but if I’ve got to 
face anything, its monetary value. 
 I’m short on time so I guess I’m down to the Department of Justice for my election.  2,000 
signatures, 25% equals 3,000.  You can say 50%, you don’t think, you all crazy.  Sorry to say that, but 
just to be adding input and this took til 9:00.  Have fun for the next couple of months.   
 In accordance with the provision of I guess now it’s Article III Section 2, thank you for having 
this on here today, I learned a lot.  I can actually probably figure this out.  Oh by the way, those 
Cheetos are from Pepsi, the same products that are sold outside in the jail.  Also it is wild strawberry, 
wild nerds, I’ve got Now N Laters.  I think I’m more worth than the State fee, than a federal fee of $77 
in the jail. Because I’ve been declined welfare for six months.  How do I feed myself?  I was trying to 
call all day today to have the Judge come here today.  Because I feel like I have no other plea.  I’ve got 
to watch what I say right now, but honestly, I needed some bread.  I needed some Kool-Aid.  With 30 
seconds, I need the RTA because I’ve got to somehow, someway, continue to go down to the Welfare 
Dept. which they’re losing their jobs to downtown. Which I’m still going to try to bring them out here.  
The last comment, voters, we will get a community college, called Euclid Community College, federal, 
state money.  Stop misspending our money with Coral.  
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President Holzheimer Gail – Thank you Mr. Litwinowicz your time is up. 
 
Miss Crystal Hill – 1557 Knuth Ave., Apt. 105, Euclid, OH 44132 
Miss Brittany Rattilif – 26481 Drakefield Ave., Euclid, OH  44132 
Miss Hill – Good evening.  We’re here to tell you about an exciting opportunity. This Valentine’s Day 
you have the chance to give from the heart.  You can donate non-perishable items to the Euclid Hunger 
Center and sample sized items to Troops overseas and Iraq. 
 
Miss Rattilif – There are two drop spots around the City of Euclid, the C.E. Orr Ice arena and here at 
City Hall.  This program will be running from now until February 28th  A list of acceptable and 
unacceptable items can be found on the flyers found throughout Euclid. Contact us at 
keyclubofeuclid@aol.com.  Thank you. 
 I would also like to add as an observer of the meetings, I felt that the language on the agenda 
was a little difficult to read.  I know you may think that as a high school student, I might think that, but 
I am a senior honor student.  I find myself to be quite well educated.  You may want to think about 
that.  I also think that it would be a little nicer if more council members could address the audience.  I 
felt that you guys were talking more amongst yourselves about the public but I didn’t as though what I 
thought really mattered.  If we were allowed the opportunity to talk after each segment of the 
ordinances, after you guys spoke about them, it makes it a little easier to understand what it is, after 
hearing you all speak about what is going on.  Just things you may want to consider. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Thank you both for taking the time to come and sharing that with us, we 
appreciate it. 
 
Mr. Marcus Epps – 25580 Tungsten Rd.  I come before you tonight as your equal; a proud citizen of 
Lakefront City of Superior Services.  As many of you do, I feel the state of our city could be best 
described as dangerous.  I say dangerous because unlike many of the communities that surround us, we 
have grave cultural issues to deal with that are directly affecting so many aspects of our government 
and I personally feel these issues are being overlooked. 
 The Euclid I know and remember from growing up here was a city that embraced our diversity 
as our greatest asset and used it to our advantage, not ignore that it exists, which is exactly what I feel 
is happening and we are hindering the growth and progress of our city as a result of this ignorance and 
I won’t sit back and allow it to happen. 
 We should rejoice and be celebrate in our city’s accomplishments that have caused so many 
people to gravitate to us; wanting what we have to offer, desiring our superior services.  We need our 
leaders and most importantly this administration to open the lines of communication and begin 
conversing publicly about ways to bridge the divides that are evident all through our city from 191st to 
276th.   
 We start doing this by first having compassion and patience for all Euclidians; those who are 
new to our community, as well as those who are rooted in the community.  As citizens I honestly 
believe we are ready to unite together as one, but it is going to take leaders to do what we elected you 
to do and that’s to lead in the best interest in the people you serve and we are here to tell you tonight 
that based on the state of city, it is definitely in our best interest to unite as one and fight together.  
There’s an old quote I heard that said, one finger pointing the blame will cause no impact. But if we 
ball all those fingers into a mighty fist, we can strike a mighty blow. Euclid, we have got to be that fist. 
 There are many things that we hope to hear from you tonight in this Address, Mr. Mayor.  Most 
importantly real policy that affects real people.  We expect to hear a forward and effective approach by 
this administration for our school system.  A big part of it lays at the feet of the parents and students to 
want it for yourselves.  As a family you have to want it for yourself. The fact is that the most important 
aspect is and will have to be on part of this government to do what we elect you to do and that’s to 
provide A class schools along with a strong and efficient education system, by providing better 
teachers.  You do that by working together with smart people and developing adequate ways to 
measure the teachers success, as well as appropriating funds and fighting at the State and federal levels 
to make sure that we’re getting the maximum amount of money to each student individually, compared 
to what the federal government spends on prisoners annually for example. 
 These are all ways that government can assist and we are expecting you to do a better job at 
doing your part.  In an interview on January 13th of this year, Mayor Cervenik told us that construction 
will begin this fall for the four new schools we voted on in the last election.  When the truth is, the 
architectural designs for these buildings aren’t even proposed to be completed until December of this 
year.  In this State of the City Address, we don’t expect to hear more rhetoric on this issue either, when 
the fact is, groundbreaking for the new structures will not begin until spring of next year at the least. 
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 The people involved however are aggressively projecting the construction on these buildings to 
be completed by June 2012 and open for education in August of that same year.  To ensure that we 
don’t lose the funding from the Ohio Schools Facility Commission, we are hoping this administration 
will do its part, along with Council, and not be passive with the parties involved and to help contractors 
in meeting this aggressive goal.  This project means a lot to Euclid, don’t let us down. 
 There’s a hole in our budget and we want to hear promises, backed up by action, to prevent this 
from affecting this place we call home.  I don’t want to be accused of being one of the fingers pointing 
the blame, so tonight, unselfishly against the advice of so many, I want to offer a possible solution, an 
idea.  Maybe this administration should submit to Council a request for a tax cut for small business 
owners in our city.  I believe if taxes were lowered, business owners could afford to hire people which 
will cause a boost in the income tax revenue and on top of that, if we mandate such businesses to hire a 
certain percentage of Euclid residents in order to receive that tax cut, it will cause a drop in the 
unemployment rate and a reduction in the amount of abandoned homes and foreclosures here in Euclid 
because folks could afford to pay their rent or mortgage and their taxes most importantly which is also 
much needed revenue for the city. 
 So with this proposed policy, yes, we may lose on one front.  But we will gain in so many areas 
down the road that I feel it will balance itself out and show positive economic growth for our 
community in the years to come.  That’s just one proposal.  I’m sure this administration has many on 
the table.  We’re eager to hear it, Mr. Mayor.  Thank you. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Seeing no other comments, we’ll move onto Councilmen’s Comments. 
 

COUNCILMEN’S COMMENTS 
Councilman O’Neill – Just to the resident that spoke, he brought up some valid points, however, I 
would hope that some of that passion would be steered towards the School Board because a lot of his 
statements are a school board issue and not necessarily a city issue per se.  However, we do try to work 
with the school board in implementing some of the positive things for the city.  
 Just one quick thing, I spoke with Gabriel at the Lake Theater, the other day I stopped by.  I 
have to apologize for not being at the Lake Theater for awhile and I’m glad I did and I spoke with him 
and he gave me a tour and an update on what’s happening over there.  That really is a jewel in the City 
of Euclid.  A couple of things he asked and I’m going to speak on his behalf is he touts that it has 
Cleveland’s largest 60 foot screen, which is a big plus.  It is all digital with 3D presentation, 
computerized projection, digital sound, all that.  It really is an anchor to the downtown of the City of 
Euclid.  We don’t want to lose that. I would encourage all the residents of Euclid and beyond to visit 
the Lake Theater.  He does offer some incentives to city employees and residents.  They get 50% off, 
all they have to do is go to the theater and show their city ID card if they’re a non-resident, but city 
employee, and if you are a resident, either your driver’s license, or something that shows you’re a 
resident of the city and he’s giving you half price. Monday is $5 for tickets.  I would hope that our 
residents would take advantage of that and keep that a viable entity to the downtown area until we can 
keep moving with our forward direction in the downtown area with the traffic and the restaurants that 
we’re trying to get in and the revitalization of some of the plazas.  With that, I’m going to throw this 
ball over to Director Pietravoia just to get a quick update on the Wendy’s project on 222. 
 
Director Pietravoia – The Wendy is well under construction, they’ve demolished the two properties 
that needed to come down to make way for the new building.  The site is cleared.  They started 
installing utilities and foundations and weather permitting they will continue and it will be a 2-3 month 
process to complete the new building. By this spring we should have the new building open. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – Today I was over at the Driver’s License Bureau on the Carter Plaza and they’re 
going pretty big guns on Aldi’s, so that store is moving right along and hopefully they’re on schedule.  
With that, if you’d want to comment Mr. Pietravoia. 
 
Director Pietravoia – The Aldi’s, most of the residents that drive by there would notice the 
construction fencing is up.  There’s a lot of interior work underway.  They are both demolishing and 
constructing the interior improvements to turn it into a grocery store.  Once the weather allows, they’ll 
start the exterior work as well, again planning a spring opening. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – With that I’ll say goodnight. 
 
Councilman Wojtila – The Lakeland Civic Association is having a meeting, Thursday, February 4th at 
7:00 PM at Forest Park Cafeteria.  A question to Director Johnson or Mayor Cervenik, we talked about 
a slightly different process for the budget hearings next week.  Do you want to explain a little bit about 
that and when should we expect to get the information that we will be getting? 
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Mayor Cervenik – We don’t expect to sit here are read line by line the items on the budget.  If any of 
us start that, I’m going to make sure we stop.  We basically are going to review, each Director and 
Chief, will review some of the major changes in the budget compared to 2009.  They will present some 
of the challenges that have been caused by the cuts that we have already made.  We will move forward 
from there.  We will have the budget packet to you by Friday.  We were hoping to get it done by this 
Wednesday, but with the changes the County Sheriff has put before us, it is going to be Friday.  We 
will meet the 8th & 10th and then we will have the last two weeks in February as well.  If we need to do 
some more discussion in between, we will have it.  I basically got from now until March, Monday & 
Wednesday available for whatever we need to do with the budget because it has become much more 
serious than we even expected. 
 
Councilman Wojtila – Thank you.  That’s it, goodnight. 
 
Councilman Langman – I’ll keep my comments brief as I’m sure the Mayor is anxious to get started.  I 
think the resident brought up some very good points, but we all can help our economic situation by 
doing one thing, Shop Euclid.  If you want to the movies, go to the Lake, as my colleague said.  If you 
need groceries, shop in the City.  If you want to go out to dinner, we have many, many restaurants.  I 
just want to bring up one example of how an organization has made it a point to visit some of our 
business establishments.  A portion of the membership of the Kiwanis Club has made it their mission 
to go and visit every restaurant within the city and a few in the surrounding communities.  That has a 
great impact on our local economy.  It preserves jobs within our city, hopefully it helps create jobs 
within the city and it provides employment to our residents.  We still have disposable income here in 
this city.  If you can, I urge you, if you’re making a shopping choice, find a place in Euclid to spend 
your disposal income dollars, it will help us all. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – First of all I would like to suggest to any resident who wants to give public 
input on any substantial matter in this city to watch the website because we have meeting upon 
meeting for public input.  There was a lot of input given to the Downtown Project.  I’m sitting here 
looking at something for the lakefront and there were several meetings held about that.  I find that I can 
be gone literally every night to different meeting here or there if I wanted to be.  
 Second of all, reference to the school and the school’s contract, there is a misunderstanding that 
this city can do anything other than suggest or talk with the School Board.  They are totally 
independent organization of this city.  Levy you passed was put on by the School Board not by the 
City.  We as council people or as administration people can only endorse a levy or talk to our School 
Board representatives the same as you can.  We only have one vote on a levy the same as you do. 
 My next question is to the Mayor.  Are we doing all we can to help the residents of Georgetown 
that were affected by the fire? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – If you received e-mail from the Fire Chief today, yes, they appear all to be taken 
care of and have found alternate shelter.  The Red Cross was notified and they said they did their part 
and the people are the best they can be okay and adequately taken care of. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – I would like to congratulate everybody that was involved in the Home and 
Garden Show, it was tremendous.  I was over there Saturday and you could walk through, but it was 
crowded and that’s good.   
 Lastly I would like to once again congratulate the Fire Dept. and the Community Development 
Dept. for getting the grants that have come through in this last week.  A million dollars worth of grants 
is something that we kind of gloss over here but it really, we’ve got people going out of their way to 
get money to help subsidize our general fund and our capital budget and I think that goes unnoticed 
sometimes.  With that I’ll say goodnight. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Just to follow up on the Georgetown fire, I do want to acknowledge the 
Fire Dept.  Anyone who has been up to Georgetown knows it is a pretty tight quarters up there.  Really 
we’re very lucky.  Certainly it is a tragedy but it could have been a much larger tragedy with adjoining 
buildings and loss of life.  I want to acknowledge and appreciate the Fire Dept. for their excellent job.  
I know we did have mutual aid, so thank you to the departments that helped us. 
 Just to follow up on the budget again, we are scheduled for next Monday and Wednesday, 8th & 
10th.  We’ll start at 6:30 PM.  I would ask that you keep open, the following week is just as a reminder, 
Monday is President’s Day, so our Council Meeting will be Tuesday.  We’ll try to keep open the next 
week, the 22nd & 24th, which is the Monday and Wednesday.  Not having the full budget packet in 
front of us but knowing what we know, we know we have a lot of work ahead of us.  I think we’ll look 
at the first two meetings, possibly a third to present the budget and some ideas.  We have some revenue 
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enhancements to discuss.  I don’t think that will be just a couple of meetings, we need to make sure we 
take our time and get input from residents.  We need to make sure residents are informed about the 
decisions that we’re making.  So we do have limited time, but we need to take the time to make sure 
the residents are informed, that we get their input and I do mean that.  I appreciate getting e-mails and 
calls from people that say, don’t do this, we don’t want this.  I appreciate those even more who give 
suggestions.  Nobody wants to charge additional revenue or fees to residents.  We all know everyone is 
struggling so we’re looking at decisions that will impact city services.  We need your help in which is 
more important; do we want to maintain the services, do we want to maintain the quality of life that we 
have, or are we willing to give up some of that or are we willing to pay a little bit to make sure we can 
keep the services at the level that we have all become accustomed to.   
 We have some difficult decisions before us.  I know that by working together with the 
administration, with council, with residents, we’ll come up with something and hopefully it will be a 
solution that we can all be comfortable with.  Lots ahead but we appreciate the ideas and comments 
that are coming.  I do think it is important for us to potentially once, the Mayor and I discussed this, get 
past the budget, sit down with the School Board and the School administration so we do know the 
process, make sure we’re knowledgeable, we can share it with the residents.  I know everyone is out at 
neighborhood meetings and you’re being asked about the schools, so it is important for us to be, no it 
is not our decision but it is important for us to be knowledgeable and be able to explain and understand 
and be a part of that process. I am looking to schedule a meeting between Council and the School 
Board and the Administration so we can have that conversation about the plan for the new schools and 
that will be coming later. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – Just a few announcements, the Indian Hills Neighborhood Association will be 
on Wednesday, February 10th at 7 PM at the Indian Hills Elementary School.  I want to implore the 
members of the Euclid Villa Association which is currently on hiatus.  I will be talking to the leaders 
of this organization and I’m going to be contacting those families in the Euclid Villa Association so 
that we can begin to reinvent our neighborhood association.  We have currently three in our ward and 
one on hiatus, so we’re only two-thirds strong.  You will be getting information regarding Euclid Villa 
Neighborhood Association. 
 This goes out to the families of the Georgetown complex.  I went there last evening and met 
with Officer Serano of the Police Dept. who directed traffic and Platoon Chief Saywell and I was glad 
to say that no firemen were injured, no police officers were injured, there were no fatalities.  I would 
like to thank Richmond Heights, South Euclid, Wickliffe and Willougby in assisting us in mutual aid.  
There was no collateral damage, of course it was very cold last night but after talking to the Platoon 
Chief, he expressed to me that nature was on our side because we were able to not have heavy winds 
which could have spread the fire to adjacent buildings.  I was very glad to hear that.  I also want to 
applaud the Red Cross for responding and for the neighbors, Nieman Management who was able to 
open up some of the units for those individuals who had lost their homes to be temporary housed there 
until the investigation by the Police Dept. and everything can be worked out.  If the residents are 
having any need of other assistance, if they’re able to access a phone, they can call 2-1-1, which is 
basically a line for help.  They can get all different options for clothing, food and any emergency that’s 
out there. 
 I only have one question tonight and this is for Director Pietravoia, I didn’t get a chance to e-
mail this, but there has been a repeat offender of the Heritage Park Association placing signs on public 
accesses.  You initially addressed the individual business and they promised to comply with the 
particular direction that was given to them, but it did reappear and I sent you an e-mail and you said 
you were going to address it.  I just want to know if there’s any status on that particular business and 
how has this particular situation been addressed? 
 
Director Pietravoia – I’m aware of the situation you’re reporting this evening and it is my 
understanding that a citation has been issued.  I will confirm that with both Commissioner Beno and 
Mr. Hughes who are handling it and get back to you tomorrow to confirm that. 
  
Councilman Gilliham – I apologize to the public and the audience, I did have my mic off. I hope my 
voice was loud enough.  If you need to call me I’m at 383-0061.  The last thing I want to state is local 
businesses, while we need them in our ward and our community to thrive, I want every business in that 
particular Ward 1 to understand that there are certain rules that they must follow. It is designed to 
perform to have a uniformity, to not give businesses an unfair advantage and also to the beautification 
of our city as well.  Director Pietravoia I thank you for investigating this again and I’ll wait for your 
response.  To everyone, have a good night.  Thank you. 
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Councilwoman Scarniench – The Great Lakes Expo was fantastic.  I spent three whole days there, 
spent a lot of money, had a really great time.  Real positive people.  I met people from Michigan, 
Indiana and Pennsylvania.  How ironic, Brian over here did a fantastic job with the map he put together 
for the citizens and people who were looking for places to go eat, it was a wonderful map, thank you 
Brian.  With that a question for Director Will, a couple of people asked, at the Spring Fling, is 
something going on at Shore connected with that? 
 
Director Will – As of now, the art show that the Shore Cultural Centre was going to have has been 
post-poned.  There is not anything happening at Shore at that same time. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – This Wednesday I will be having a Community Assets Committee 
Meeting starting at 6:30.  We will be hearing from the Historical Society on their plans on how they’re 
going to raise money to do the renovations that they proposed at our last meeting.  At 7:00 we will hear 
from the Coral Company about their plans and what’s been going on at Shore and update us on their 
progress over there.  It is open to the public and it is at 6:30. 
 On a sad note, I would like to send condolences out to the friends and family of Stani 
Grdadolnik.  Stani is a 44 year resident in Euclid, very active at St. Paul’s, past away this past week 
and her husband past away in October.  It is a double edged sword that the family and friends have had 
to deal with this tragedy.  I send my condolences out to them.  With that, thank you. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Just to follow up on the Assets Committee Meeting, I would recommend 
to Council to review the Strategic Planning Document that was provided to Council by Coral as well.  I 
believe it is the intent then to continue that discussion to further discussing the adoption of the five 
year plan. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – I would like to send my sympathy to those that were affected by the 
Georgetown fire.  I would hope that with all the help and provisions that people have given to those at 
Haiti, we have a tragedy right here in our own city, that they would also get that same fellowship from 
the residents or other resources. 
 My second comment is I attended a BRIDGES diversity program yesterday at Master’s Church.  
It was a great program. It was some students from St. Felicitas had a poster program where they made 
posters of what they feel diversity means to them.  They have a lot of artistic abilities, it was very 
nicely done. There were awards given out to 1st, 2nd, and 3rd place.  There was also a special award 
given to a young man who not only made a poster but a poem on what diversity means to him.  This is 
just another way that we’re trying to get out the awareness about diversity, not only racial diversity, 
age diversity, cultural diversity.  So the whole program was to address those three diversity points, age, 
race, food, music.  It was a great program and I look forward to more of those going on.   
 I attended the Home & Garden Show at the Great Lakes Expo Center and it was great.  I have 
been out to the Home & Garden Show at the IX Center a few years ago and it was nice there too, this 
was a lot smaller than the IX Center, but it was still a lot of nice events and a lot of nice things that 
were there.  I look forward to other events going on at the Expo Center as well. 
 I’m not sure who can address this question for me, maybe Director Pietravoia or Mr. Bock.  
The fencing on the west side of the Euclid Square Mall that was put up there temporarily because of 
the people traffic that was going over the hill, I would hope that’s only a temporary fencing and is 
there going to be a permanent fence that will be replacing that?  You can answer that when I finish my 
other questions. 
 Chief Repicky, do you know if the traffic light at St. Clair and Babbitt if the light pattern has 
changed for the traffic coming out of the Expo Center?  It used to be more favorable to the Babbitt Rd. 
traffic and the St. Clair, coming out of the Mall, the light was a lot longer.  So now that we have traffic 
coming out of St. Clair from the Expo Center, I just wanted to know if that traffic light is going to be 
adjusted to allow for more traffic coming off of St. Clair? 
 Director Smith, I just want to say thank you for your persistence in getting that Brush Road 
leak fixed.  I will keep my eye on it to make sure it is fixed permanently this time.   
 My last comment/question to Council President Holzheimer Gail, when we have the Executive 
& Finance meetings coming up, some of the issues and concerns are for the additional revenue 
questions and will we have on the agenda which meetings those topics will be discussed? 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – The Agenda for each meeting will outline generally what will be covered 
that evening.  So the first evening will be a general overview and then one or two departments most 
likely.  I think it is important to get the overview of the budget first and then we can add that to the 
agenda, unless you want it on every agenda. 
 
 



Council Minutes 
January 19, 2009 
Page 25 
Councilwoman Jones – My comment mostly was because those topics, I would hate for somebody to 
come here specifically, or watch it on TV, they are more than welcome to come, but those specific 
topics, if they want to speak on those topics, then they would know which meeting to come to for that. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – I think the intent is to have a specific agenda for each meeting that would 
outline and when we have the legislation, we’ll have the legislation on when we’re ready to discuss 
that.  Director Pietravoia the temporary fencing at the Mall? 
 
Director Pietravoia – Mr. Bock did help arrange that so I think he wants to comment and then I may 
add some comments. 
 
Mr. Bock – I believe it was more to immediately alleviate what could have been a dangerous situation 
with people walking down over the hill.  I expect a more permanent solution in the future.  For right 
now I think that was the best way to handle that situation.  I think it was a surprise with the overflow 
traffic we had there and they made a deal to use the Mall but people were walking over the hill and 
directly across Babbitt without going to the light.  This steered them to a sidewalk that’s there and 
allowed them to cross the road safely.  I do expect a more permanent solution in the future. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Chief Repicky are you knowledgeable about the traffic light at St. Clair 
and Babbitt? 
 
Chief Repicky – In the last 10 days we had an officer manning the light to make it cycle, but we will 
look into, unfortunately those are all timed now, so we’ll have to look at the timing between Babbitt 
and St. Clair and then St. Clair eastbound, to see how we can make that flow better.  Usually if it is that 
crowded we’ll just have an officer run the light and we’ll get that traffic out of there.  There used to be 
a light coming out of the driveway and that has since been removed.  That alleviated that problem.   
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Mayor I look forward to your State of the City Address.  Will we have a 
break before it?  With that, I move to adjourn. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Residents, please stay tuned the Mayor will be giving his State of the City 
Address. 
 

 
ADJOURNMENT 

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


