
COUNCIL MINUTES 
September 7, 2010 

 
The regular Council Meeting was held on Tuesday, September 7, 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, Service Director 
Smith,  Recreation Director Will, Police Chief Repicky, Fire Chief Cosgriff, Asst. Director Bock, Deputy 
Asst. Director Sweeney, Clerk of Council Cahill. 
 

INVOCATION 
Invocation was given by Pastor Larry James of Abundant Life Christian Center. 
 

COMMUNICATIONS 
Councilman Van Ho moved to receive and approve without objection a transfer of a C1, C2, D6 liquor 
permit from SRI Lakshmi Technologies LLC to Janki & Dev Inc., dba Convenient Food Mart, 719 
Babbitt Rd.  Councilman Langman seconded.  Roll Call:  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 

COUNCIL MINUTES 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to receive and approve the Council Minutes of June 21, 2010.  
Councilwoman Jones seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 

ADMINISTRATION REPORTS & COMMUNICATIONS 
Mayor Cervenik and Recreation Director Will presented Res. 104-2010 to the Euclid Panther Swim Team 
and Res. 105-2010 to Samantha Lisy for her outstanding performance in the 2010 USA Central Zone 
Championship Swim Meet in Lincoln, Nebraska. 
 
Mayor Cervenik presented Res. 103-2010 to John and Joyce Boyton for recognition of 50 years of service 
for Driftwood Gallery. 
 
Director Will – I would just like to take this opportunity to thank all of the residents for all of their 
support this past summer.  Thank you to all the volunteers who helped us out in all of our sports programs 
and our swimming pools.  We would never make it without your dedication.  Thank you again to 
everybody and thanks for everybody who participated in our events. 
 Remind everybody that our tackle football and flag football has begun.  We do have games at 
Forest Park field.  We have games on Sept. 12 at Forest Park at 2 PM and 3:30 PM.  On Sept. 11, 
Saturday, we have flag football games at 9 AM and 10 AM at Forest Park. 
 Our indoor pool swimming will begin on Monday, September 13th.  We have lap swimming, 
Monday through Friday from 4:00-6:00.  Monday and Wednesday from 7:00-8:30 and Saturday from 8 
AM until 10 AM.  We offer a water exercise class Monday and Wednesday, 6:00-7:00 PM and our family 
swims are Thursday 6:00-7:30 and Saturday from Noon-1:00.  We are also currently taking registrations 
for our learn to swim program, which is held on Tuesday or Saturday.  Those lessons are available and 
you can come to the Parks & Recreation Dept. to register.  We are open from 9:00-4:00 and Tuesday 
evenings for the month of September, we have registration until 7:00 PM. 
 C.E. Orr ice arena will open with a season opening celebration on Saturday, September 25th from 
1-2:30.  There will be skating and hockey demonstrations and registrations for our learn to skate.  It is $3 
and does include skate rental.  For more information, check out our website or call 289-8114.  Thank you. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – I’d also like to thank you and the other Directors as well as your staff members that 
participated this Saturday in the Labor Day Parade.  City of Euclid hosted the Labor Day Parade for the 
first time since 1993.  Mother Nature wasn’t as kind to us as she usually is on Memorial Day but all in all 
we put our best foot forward again.  We reversed the Memorial Day parade route and marched from 
Euclid High School to Sims Park so we could show off our wonderful lakefront to people from labor and 
other cities and they were quite impressed with what the City of Euclid has on the shores of Lake Erie. 
Thank you all very much. 
 I know it is primary election day today, this November Issue 51 will be on the ballot.  Issue 51 is 
our 2 Mil Sewer Levy renewal.  It costs you no more than it costs you now.  It is renewed every 5 years.  
There are no new taxes.  This money is used to take care of our hydro-brakes, to keep our catch basins 
clean, keep your basements dry.  This money also pays for the 200 Truck that on those occasions when 
your basement may get some water that the 200 truck is sent over to your house to snake our your 
basement and laterals free of charge.  I don’t think there is any other community that does that for you. 



Council Minutes 

September 7, 2010 

Page 2 

I know it is early, we have more than a month and a half to go, but please remember Issue 51 and all the 
benefits you get from it.  Most importantly there is no increase in taxes in doing that. 
 Finally, tonight on the Agenda we have two pieces of legislation that relate directly toward Shore 
Cultural Centre.  I’ve spent a good amount of, starting Friday through the weekend trying to work out a 
compromise so that Coral Company is given the opportunity to run the building and to receive the tools 
they need to make it successful, which this contract would go through December 2011.  Council has 
before them two pieces of legislation, (145a-10) and (150a-10) that I firmly believe accomplishes that.  In 
talking with members of the Coral Group this afternoon they are very satisfied with what we have 
presented and what Council will discuss tonight.  The only reason I’m telling you this is I believe when 
we’re done discussing (145a-10) and (150a-10) that those of you who came here tonight to speak about 
not closing Shore, which was never our intention, you will be very satisfied as well with the proposal that 
we have.  I can’t stop anyone from speaking at the beginning of the meeting on any items on the Agenda, 
but in the presence of time because we do have 19 items on the Agenda, as I said I think you will be 
satisfied with what we are discussing.  If any of you would like to wait to give a presentation or 
understand you won’t need to plead with us hopefully to keep the building open, we’re going to move this 
legislation up to first and second.  If in fact there’s a problem where someone still feels a need to address 
an issue, I believe the Council President will suspend the rules and allow that to happen. 
 It has taken a lot of effort, a lot of work but what we have here is something that will make not 
only the tenants but the residents and the users of those tenants very happy and in fact in some ways I 
think  we’ve got more given to the building than we even discussed a little over a week ago. That was a 
marathon meeting, a 4 ½ hour meeting and I don’t want to be here until 11:30 and neither do you.  It is up 
to you, but I think you will be very…… 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Mayor may I suggest you just outline the changes that are proposed. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – That might be helpful.  What we’ve outlined is we would be allowing Coral to operate 
through December 31, 2011.  They would be funded to employ the Development Director, as well as to 
put together the marketing plan at the same time.  One of the things I noticed when we examine Shore’s 
budget when they present it to us was they did not include in their numbers for 2011 the $38,000 in new 
leases that I just signed, in fact I just handed Laura two of them.  They did that to try to be conservative 
but they were being conservative almost to the point of causing action that we really don’t want to see 
happen.   
 In addition to that we added about $20,000 which accounts for half of the new revenue this year 
these new leases.  So that rather than spending $189,000 for 2011, we are actually down to $120,000.  
Some of that also happened by the second piece of legislation (150-10) would allow up to $85,000 to not 
only purchase a new boiler and install that and do the thermostats, but it would also allow for the 
rehabilitation of the existing boiler to be used as a back up so we would no longer have to worry about the 
heat going off in the winter time.  That amount is $85,000 and that would come out of and we will amend 
that to the 2010 budget. 
 By getting a new boiler, it actually reduced our energy cost by an additional 15%.  That is what 
has brought our budget down, it is printed very small that we would agree to subsidize up to $119,548 for 
the 12 month period of December 31st and an additional $17,600 which is the projected shortfall from 
now until the end of 2010. 
 I firmly believe by making those changes and putting our faith in Coral and providing them with 
the tools, which is the Development Director and the marketing plan, that we have given them the ability 
to succeed.  We are also giving a comfort zone to the tenants and to your customers and to your clients.  
We have agreed that towards the end of May, so that action could be taken before the end of June, the last 
Council Meeting, that we will review very closely with Coral their performance.  This is a two way street.  
We’re willing to perform now and provide the dollars that are needed.  Our expectation is that by 
providing those dollars will have Coral perform the way they have told us they will perform.  I have no 
reason to doubt that this agreement tonight, these two pieces of legislation tonight will do nothing but 
show that Coral can make that building what it can be.  They will have the Director, they will have the 
marketing plan, they will have heat that is evenly dispersed throughout the rooms and isn’t heating the 
rooms that are empty.  I think it really is a solution that we can all live with. 
 I want to thank each and every one of you and I’m sure Council does as well for the 30-40 emails 
that we received this weekend.  I did try to respond to every one, I may have missed one or two.  But my 
response was basically telling you that we are working on a compromise that everybody can be satisfied 
with and after you listen to the discussion here you will agree that Shore Cultural Centre will have the 
ability to continue to thrive and help economically in downtown Euclid. With that my reports are over. 
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REPORTS & COMMITTEE MINUTES 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to receive the 2009 Annual Report Department of CS&ED 
2009 Comprehensive Annual Financial Report; Police Report – May, June, July 2010; Monthly Finance 
Report through June 30, 2010; Monthly Finance Report through July 31, 2010; Executive & Finance 
Com. Min:  6/14/10; 6/16/10; City Growth Com. Min.:  06/16/10 
Community Assets/Programs Com. Min.: 08/09/10; Recreation Commission Min.: 8/25/10 
Board of Control Min. – 06/14/10; 06/21/10; 06/28/10; 07/06/10; 07/12/10; 07/19/10; 07/26/10; 8/02/10; 
08/09/10; 08/16/10.  Councilman O’Neill seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE FOR LEGISLATIVE MATTERS ONLY 
Mr. Christopher Litwinowicz – 21970 Morris Ave.   The whole Council should be on the one for the 
boiler.  That is necessary.  Look at it like what should be done ten years ago, as far as passing the one 
about the boiler, I believe it is number, anybody know? 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – (150-10). 
 
Mr. Litwinowicz – No I’m saying what number.   
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Six. 
 
Mr. Litwinowicz – My comments to the boiler.  Don’t look at it like $70,000 you’re spending.  There’s 
investment.  Out of the Council, who believes that an investment for being a historical site, you’ll get the 
money back eventually.  We’re just shortfall on campaign and services.  Along with capital 
improvements, in two weeks I’m asking for the amendment for every dollar for fifty cents.  Every dollar 
that is raised through the Shore Board, through individuals in the city, we will eventually have the back 
parking lot paved. 
 Gasoline, the city has basically budgeted and has a set price throughout the whole city.  There is 
no extra cost, you already know.  As far as, say we got some grants, Cleveland Regional Transit 
Authority.  I appreciate that.  If you can look into especially by the High School, 222, our students still 
arrive.  Downtown Euclid, over there by Wendy’s.   
 While we’re talking about RTA, they’re getting this money but our transportation is less. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Mr. Litwinowicz if you could keep your comments just to the legislation 
please.  There is a transit waiting station if you have a specific comment about that station, that is fine, but 
just general RTA comments are not in order at this time. 
 
Mr. Litwinowicz – Why wouldn’t they be in order? 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Because we’re talking about the transit waiting station, that’s on the Agenda, 
not public transportation. 
 
Mr. Litwinowicz – Back to the boiler, I came to speak first.  Don’t know how to express it.  You know 
when you don’t pay your bills, the gas gets cut off.  I think it is an investment.  By the way, the last 60 
seconds.  I think the audience themselves should show you, that’s at least 10%, maybe 20% I don’t know 
the figures, of people that have taken the time out to come up here on $70,000 that we get 37 but now 
we’re short two, so know it is 35 million, so the money should be there.  Thank you.  Again, don’t think 
with the vote you represent yourself, you represent Ward 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, the whole entire City and 
the Euclid city administration.  While we’re going through a County reform, but thank you and again, 
time for change. 
 
Mr. Jeffrey Beck – 25540 Chatworth..  I’m here this evening to speak to items I guess it is #1 & #2 now 
on the agenda about Shore.  I attended the Assets Committee meeting last week and listened as a lot of the 
taxpayer’s money was being discussed to support ongoing operations at Shore.  I also sat through the 
budget hearings last February and heard the same people who wanted to commit more tax dollars to Shore 
accept city personnel layoffs, employee give backs and levy garbage and lighting fees due to the financial 
constraints this city is experiencing.  I ended up leaving that meeting early as I was getting tired of 
hearing the same old stuff over and over again. 
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 It became clear to me that the support of Shore will never be a logical financial decision, it will 
always be an emotional one.  City government should never operate from an emotional perspective.  I 
heard people weigh in on the future of Shore, but the one group of people who have not weighed in are 
the taxpayers who are funding it.  The ongoing support of Shore needs to go before the taxpayers in this 
city.  Let them vote to fund a levy to finally fix up and support the ongoing operations of Shore.  We 
cannot continue to have a relatively small contingent of people decide to spend money we don’t have. 
 Tonight you’re being asked to approve $70,000 to purchase a new boiler and now I heard the 
$120,000 figure mentioned through the end of next year.  The spending of this capital money will delay 
its use in other areas such as lakefront development.  The Mayor made this very clear at the Assets 
meeting last week.  The other number I heard last week before tonight was $26,000 needed to fund 
ongoing operations through the remainder of this year.  Again, money we don’t have. 
 I have heard mentioned that Shore is economically vital to Euclid, but I’ve never seen a study that 
supports that.  I heard the question asked last week about how money unique visitors have visited Shore 
this past year.  I never heard an answer.  I did hear that all you have to do is look in the dumpster and see 
the empty Wendy’s bags.  Is that as scientific as we can get, than we’re in trouble. 
 I am not against an arts and cultural center in this city, I believe we need one.  But are we holding 
to that at Shore?  I heard last week that we are bringing in an adult day care.  We have two in the city 
now, how does that fulfill the arts and cultural aspect?  I think the Council needs to look at Shore from a 
logical, financial aspect and not let emotions get in the way.  Only then will you end up making the right 
decisions.  Thank you. 
 
 Ms. Regina Hauck – 116  E. 197 St.  I too want to talk about Shore but first I have a comment about item 
#15, the garbage cans.  I actually hope you put this in committee and discuss it when you discuss it with 
the pay as you throw plan because it is obvious that somebody who needs a 32 gallon can for garbage 
should be paying more for their garbage pick up than someone who has one small bag.  We’ve had that 
discussion before so I hope you won’t be voting on that but putting it in committee. 
 Shore, I’m glad you made some changes to what was discussed last week and I thank you for that.  
Some of the things that were being brought up by Council members last week made absolutely no 
business sense whatsoever.  You do not take a plan that you’re paying somebody to put together and then 
pick and choose what you’re going to implement and think then that’s a better plan.  How you could not 
pay for a Development Director, I just don’t understand. 
 But my comment about this tonight is that this is like a bad movie.  Last year I stood up here and I 
said do it for the five years or don’t do it at all.  The Council President said, oh let’s do it for one year and 
then when they’re successful next year we’ll do it for five years.  Here’s the year later and we’re doing it 
for another year.  Do you really all want to go through this again next year?  I know I don’t.  This has 
been going on long enough.  You’re deciding tonight to put money in, you’re putting money into the 
boiler, you’re putting a lot of money into this building, do it right.  Commit to the five year plan.  Give 
them a contract for five years and do it tonight.  Everyone has faith in Coral so let’s show it, give them a 
contract for five years, put milestones in that contract that if they don’t meet it, then the contract is null 
and void.  That is your saving grace, but you’re going to have to do some work on it.  You’re going to 
have to baby-sit it and that is what you should have been doing last year and you didn’t, you dropped the 
ball.  Last year at this meeting, we discussed the Development Director but a year later we still don’t have 
a Development Director.  You cannot get money without a Development Director and you can also not 
get money from people when you can’t assure them that it is going to be around more than a year.  I 
wouldn’t give anyone money if I didn’t know they were going to be around more than a year.  So do it 
tonight.  It is a hard decision but that is what you’re here for.  If you can’t make the hard decisions, then 
when it comes time to vote, just resign and we’ll get people up here that can make the hard decisions and 
put the city on the right path.  It has got to be five years.  Do it tonight or don’t do anything. 
 
Mr. Vince Riha – 1515 E. 195 St.  First of all I would like to start off with all the jumbling around with 
the numbers, the money you want to put into the streetscape at 222 and Lake Shore, I think you should 
look long and hard at that because over the years I’ve seen so many renderings about what we’re going to 
do with those streets down there; why put a dollar into reconfiguring it now when you still don’t know 
where the streets are going to go?  I would hope Council would think about that. 
 Main thing I’m here for was originally #1, the Use District Exception permit.  I think Council 
should oppose it.  First of all, the parking there is 18 cars max.  He’s talking about a party center, I’m 
sorry a business place for 120 meetings.  What is the capacity?  Has anyone asked the Fire Dept.?  What 
about egress and ingress?  As you can see, my question would be ADA acceptable compliance.  A gravel 
driveway which he’s been given a three year grandfather for, certainly wouldn’t qualify.   
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 To add to that, I don’t understand the reasoning for altering his name and yes I use that as a pun.  
Because the original thing was A-L-T-A-R.  Implying as far as I’m concerned a religious statue or 
symbolic to honor a deity.  What actually the organization he runs is A-L-T-E-R, Alter, to change, to 
subterfuge maybe.  I think that was a deliberate attempt to make it look religious so somebody would say, 
oh, we’re against it.  No we’re not against that.  We’re against 120 people and there is no parking.  We’re 
against the gravel driveway, how are they going to plow snow?  We’re against the fact that nobody seems 
to know how much the capacity is and what credentials or credential people does this person employ to 
make this a viable, acceptable operation as a, I don’t know I wouldn’t call it a half-way house, some kind 
of rehabilitation place.  You know we’re not totally against it because everybody remembers where Rose 
Mary Home is and we’ve had adult care, we’ve got the Board of Mental Retardation or Mental Health, 
whatever the new acronym is for it, right around the corner.  Our neighborhood is certainly not against 
helping people. 
 The party center for, I keep saying party center, it is not, a business meeting is 120 people.  It is 
just a small shop, I don’t know how many of you have seen it.  The fact that maybe nobody has addressed 
the issue, that section is totally dry.  There is no alcohol permitted at all in that neighborhood.  I don’t 
know how that would affect the business plan.  Thank you. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – I do believe this will be the first reading tonight, so we’re make sure all of 
your questions are addressed. 
 
Ms. Jinai Amos – 23410 Lake Shore Blvd.  I came tonight to just give another report on some research 
that I’ve been doing in historic preservation and economic development in regards to downtown 
revitalization; of course this is in support of Shore.  I am very happy to hear of the new developments that 
have occurred over the weekend, so I will spare you guys my report for this evening.  But I went ahead 
and made copies of some of the articles that I had researched so I will leave those here with you.   
 On top I’ve also included a copy of my notes from a report done by the National Governor’s 
Association which I presented last year in September just for reference.  Perhaps I’ll write up my notes 
from my current research so you have a briefer list if you don’t care to skim the articles.  I just wanted to 
say thank you for all of the hard work you guys did over the holidays.  I also wanted to commend Laura 
because she has just done a fabulous job this summer with all of the programming and I just think that 
programming has enlivened Shore, brought more people to Shore and is just creating a cycle of growth.  I 
look forward to our movie nights which will be starting soon, as well as the garage sale that we will have 
for the end of the summer.  Thank you all very much. 
 
Mr. Gregory Mills. – Boy Labor Day is truly over.  My residence is Shore Cultural Centre.  I would like 
to thank the Mayor and thank City council for the efforts in keeping Shore Cultural Centre going.  I have 
a boxing club by the name of  Sweet Science of Boxing Club and Gym.  My Dad and I, we are USA 
Amateur Certified Boxing Trainers and what we want to do is help combat some of the gang issues here 
in Euclid.  We want all the rough and tough kids to come in our gym and train.  You give them an option, 
you can either go left or you can go right.  We want to also invite men, women, children from 7 and up, to 
come and work out in the Sweet Science of Boxing.  You don’t have to be a professional fighter, you 
understand, but we also want to have an outlet for people who live stressful lives in the City of Euclid, 
sometimes.  Also we want to combat some of the health issues in the African American community.  
Let’s be honest about it, we want to have an opportunity to allow people to come in and work out with the 
boxing circuit, a regiment.  As we all know fighters as some of the well conditioned athletes of the world 
along with swimmers.  We also want to bring a Golden Glove champ to the City of Euclid, Mayor.  We 
can even have you as a ring announcer.   
 We all know that if you don’t give the youth an outlet, they will be rambunctious, they will go into 
the streets.  It doesn’t matter if it is Pepper Pike, it doesn’t matter if it is East Cleveland, you need an 
outlet for a youth in the city.  I think the City of Euclid has done an outstanding job in its Greatest Show 
on Dirt, the baseball program here.  We would like to have a tradition in boxing as well here.  We think 
that a lot of young people, a lot of young adults will love to come to our gym and train.  So we’re 
respectfully requesting, if it is at all possible to consider helping us with some donations with our boxing 
organization. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Sir, are you talking about Shore? 
 
Mr. Mills – Yes, I’m in sure. 
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President Holzheimer Gail – The comments now are about legislation.  Talking about bigger events down 
the road is different.  We do have a time at the end of the meeting, you can talk about anything for the 
good of the city, or we’d be happy to meet with you.  The comments at the beginning have to be about the 
legislation.  In support of the lease of Shore, yes? 
 
Mr. Mills – Definitely, definitely I’m in support of that. What I will make sure is everybody on City 
Council and Mayor’s Office will get a copy of our resume, the newspaper articles that was written on us 
in the Plain Dealer and so forth.  I would like to thank you for your time. 
 
Ms. Rose M. Allen – 26241 Lake Shore Blvd.  For those who are a bit nervous, it is long past 7:30 and the 
polls are closed.  I’m here in support of item 5, that is the extension of the lease for Shore Cultural.  I’ve 
spent a lot of time there and around and even drove past it just a few minutes ago and I see how much 
activity is there.  I think Coral deserves an extension of the lease to complete some great work that 
they’ve been doing.  Some people feel it is emotional, some people feel that it is only financial, we should 
take into consideration but I think Shore is a combination of both.  It draws people to the City of Euclid 
and there are people in other communities I hear talk about how much they would miss Shore if it were 
gone.  I think we need time to figure out, is it worth the continual investment of finances, but I think they 
need time to see just how far they can go with the lease that they have.  So I’m asking that council will 
support #5 and issue the extension of the lease for Coral.  Thank you. 
 
Mr. Ray Michalski - 414 Halle Dr., Ward 7.  I have a quick question, where are the funds going to be 
coming from for the Shore Cultural Centre?  What projects are going to be reduced so that we can fund 
Shore Cultural Centre or eliminated?  What projects will be eliminated?  Also I have a question about the 
garbage fees, why are they being, fees being mailed to Cincinnati?  Are we outsourcing work to some 
place else where citizens of Euclid could be doing? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – I can answer that even though it is not on the Agenda.  It is a Cincinnati address, we 
are using Fifth Third Bank here in Euclid but their lock box is in Cincinnati.  That contract is just a one 
year contract.  It will be on the real estate taxes from now on. 
 As far as specific projects will be eliminated?  In the scenario we have here I believe none.  The 
up to, not to exceed $85,000 for the boiler will be coming out of capital monies, 2010 capital money.  In 
reviewing the capital budget, we actually because of the hard work of Directors and Department heads 
and their purchases have been able to save over $181,000 in what was budgeted for equipment so that 
allows us, right now we have a contingency of almost $200,000.  I feel that taking the boiler out of there 
is very prudent.  I don’t see anything being stopped this year.  Yes the argument can be made that next 
year you’re going to be, you could have used the $80,000 for something else, that is true, but that is true 
with any decision we make. 
 Secondly the money for the operations will be coming out of the Endowment Fund, there’s 
$500,000 plus dollars in the Endowment Fund.  We also expect to receive an additional $125,000 in the 
Endowment Fund when we sell the property to the Dialysis Center on Euclid Ave.  So no specific projects 
are being eliminated. 
 
Mr. Tod Guntner – 21290 Edgecliff.  I would like to ask a couple of questions about #17, (148-10).  This 
is enacting rules for the sweepstakes terminal cafes.  In there there’s a line item about one parking space 
for every two terminals I think it is.  My question is, what about handicapped parking?  Is that something 
that is going to be addressed in this because I didn’t see anything?  If not, if it is something that you 
would look into addressing.  Also what ordinances are there about handicap parking per square footage or 
per capita?  Thank you. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – We do expect that one will go to committee. 
 
Mr. Terrance Walton – 8566 Barber Dr., Mentor.  I’m here representing New Day Academy, I’m the 
Headmaster there.  I’m here in support of Shore and in support of the agreement with Coral.  Like the 
young lady who was up here before, asking for a five year agreement, I too would ask that you consider a 
longer term agreement than one year.   
 When you’re looking for opportunities in terms of grants and things of that nature, many times 
people who are giving grants want to see that their money is going to be around for awhile.  I had the 
opportunity to bring in over a hundred some thousand dollars in development to that building, which 
directly benefit the school but the building itself as well. Through the federal government, through a 
program called E-Rate. 
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 But they want to know that the lease agreement is going to be in place at least 3-5 years.  This is 
very typical of many entities that are willing to give grant opportunities, they want to know that the 
building, the facility, the organization is going to be around for a period of time.  I would ask that you 
would consider extending that for longer than 15 months. 
 Another point I wanted to bring out is that the tenants and the organizations and things in the 
building are not merely taking money away from the city but are bringing money to the city.  The New 
Day Academy employs over 25 employees at an annual salary of over $775,000.  Those individuals pay 
city income tax.  That’s funding, that’s revenue that is coming into the city.  That’s just one entity, I don’t 
know about all the other tenants and all the other entities out of there that have employees in the building.  
But I know we bring in that.  Also another constituency to consider are the students.  We have and a lot of 
times these questions have been asked, we have 46% of our students coming from the City of Euclid.  
That’s equivalent to 96 students right now currently attending the school.  We have 215 students totally 
enrolled in the building.  Over our course of time, I’ve heard things about subsidies of subsidizing the 
school, we’ve paid over $120,000 a year to be in that facility.  I’ve been Director of different schools in 
different cities in different facilities and I’ve paid in many of them a lot less than what I’m currently 
paying to be a tenant at Shore.  There’s no subsidy being given to have us in that building.  We pay what I 
feel is equivalent rent that we can find in many places.  
 We give to the city in our income, as well as our opportunity for quality education.  Our report 
card rating that just came out this year, is, we’re very pleased with the progress we’ve made over time, 
realizing that education takes time.  We have made improvements year after year.  I was very pleased to 
see in a recent article in the paper that talked about Noble Academy being rated excellent with distinction.  
Here a community school in the City of Euclid the only one in the State of Ohio.  To have these kinds of 
opportunities for the residents to be able to attend and having it right there at Shore is something that you 
all can be proud of.  Something that many residents are happy to attend, they feel is an option for their 
children that is happening right now, currently at Shore Cultural Centre.  Consider giving more than 15 
months, but consider giving 3-5 years because of what can benefit from an extension like that.   
 
Dr. Sabuur Abdul-Careem  - I’m the Assistant Dean for off campus programs at Cuyahoga Community 
College.  While the college hesitates to get involved in the conflict of interest and concerns for Shore 
Cultural Centre, we do want to say that we have been a partner and neighbor with the City of Euclid for 
many years and have held classes, I guess formerly many years ago in the high school and more recently 
in the last 7-10 years at Shore.  I’ve been working with the Shore program for 2 ½ years.  I can say that 
the college really supports the idea of at least your consideration of continuing the lease for the 15 months 
as was mentioned, at least that period.  I think we see the partnership we want to have in the City of 
Euclid, we can’t say whether it is always at Shore, but I can say in the last year and a half in working with 
Laura, it has been quite an exciting time to see here try to promote programming that seemed to bring the 
City of Euclid residents to come there.  I have commented many times to our President, Dr. Belinda 
Miles, that the synergy that I feel there is very interesting and it could be quite a positive thing for the 
City of Euclid.  I have tried to sell to our administration that our participation to be a part of that could be 
a very positive thing.  I can’t get into the many complex concerns that you have for that building and for 
the city.  But we think it is a positive thing and we’ve committed to classes for this academic year and 
we’d like to work with you if you do decide to continue that lease and we’re very impressed with Laura’s 
work there and the staff that she’s pulled together.  We would like to support that at least consideration. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Now we will move forward with legislation and as we stated earlier, we will 
move (145-10) to the top and (150-10) to the second item.  We have amended legislation on our desks. 
 
  Ord. 106-2010 (145-10) Amended Coral Contract 
An emergency ordinance authorizing the Mayor of the City of Euclid or his designee to enter into an 
extension of a lease-management agreement with the Coral Management Company (Coral); such 
agreement outlining the terms for Coral to lease the Shore Cultural Centre from the City and to manage 
the property through December 31, 2010 with a twelve (12) month renewal period.  (Sponsored by Mayor 
Cervenik) 
 
Councilman Langman moved for passage, Councilwoman Scarniench seconded. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – The first order of business would be to move to accept the (145a-10) as 
presented.  Before I do that, I will let folks know what the changes are.  Instead of the contract from 12- 
31-10 with 12 month renewal, it extends the contract initially through December 31, 2011 and it does add 
the statement which is in the lease, that said agreement is subject to cancellation with a 30 day notice.  
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That is in the lease and has been agreed to by Coral. 
 This new amended legislation also indicates that the funds to pay for the additional operational 
costs will come from the Endowment Fund and initially it said Shore Operating Fund.  It also directs the 
Director of Finance to transfer funds in the amount of $138,000 from the Endowment Fund to the Shore 
Operating Fund.  That will include the operating shortfall for the rest of this year, 2010 and not to exceed 
2011. 
  
Councilwoman Minarik – Just a quick question on the wording, Section 3, instead of for the Endowment, 
should it read from the Endowment? 
 
Director Frey – Yes. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – That’s a typographical and can be changed.  Let’s get that one on the table so 
we’re discussing the amended version.  
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to accept the amended version as presented (145a-10).  Councilman 
Langman seconded. 
Roll Call on the amendment: 
 Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman, Van Ho, 
  Holzheimer Gail 
Amendment passed. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – I’ll make it real quick, guaranteed, not 4 ½ hours.  I want to again thank the 
Mayor for all the work he did on this.  As he stated we did have a marathon meeting and I hope everyone 
understands where we were coming from.  When we agreed to this, it was a concept we agreed to.  Come 
June, we’re going to sit down and see what has happened and at that time if we’ve done what we claim 
that we can do, I will be very happy to sponsor the legislation to continue this on for the remainder of the 
period.  At this time I want to keep it as it is.  I’m very comfortable with this the way it is and I appreciate 
the help.  To Coral, we’ve said it all then, you’ve done a great job, this was no reflection on you, but 
sometimes you need somebody else to look at your numbers to make them work the way they need to so I 
appreciate the Mayor and his numbers that he was able to find what needed to be fixed and we fixed it.  
Thank you. 
 
Councilman Langman – I too am glad that we are moving forward.  I appreciate the Mayor’s comments 
and everybody else’s.  I especially want to thank some of the tenants that has sent us emails.  They have 
probably said what the value of the building is much better than I ever could, so kudos to you and the 
various tenant organizations in the building.  You get it and it is nice to hear folks that are using our 
facilities have such positive comments, not only about Shore, but our downtown area in general.  
Sometimes we tend to speak against Shore, as if that’s the only thing going on.  We should all be very 
happy because Coral has done better than projected from last year.  I’m very anxious to move forward.  It 
is not the expectation that we’re going to spend all the money encumbered by giving Coral the resources 
to move forward, we hopefully will do much better, we will bring in more tenants.  I hope we can move 
forward as soon as possible. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – Mayor, I thought we were going to review this in May, as far as moving forward 
with Shore, which in the unlikely event that we should decide that it is not working it would give the 
schools, both of them, the Charter School and the Culinary School a little bit better chance to get 
relocated. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – We can begin that process in May.  In talking with Coral today, if we begin early in 
May, we’re only going to have four months of performance reports, financials with the Development 
Director in there and we can look at things like the rentals and other items like that to get started.  The 
goal is that Council takes action and adopts the remainder of the plan before or rejects the remainder of 
the plan before you go on break so those organizations have the ability to find other quarters, hopefully 
we can find them in Euclid.  I don’t believe if we approve this tonight that we will have to make that 
decision.  I believe the decision will be very easy to keep them on for years to come. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – Thank you, I hope you’re correct. But I just don’t want to be in the spot of putting 
both schools in a bad situation should we have to do something that none of us want. 
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President Holzheimer Gail – I would expect that we would continue to review it on a monthly basis.  We 
have been getting monthly financial reports, we can ask Coral to add a short scenario summary of some of 
the other improvements that have been made or progress being made, maybe not monthly but quarterly 
from the Development Director or marketing efforts.  I think that would be fair.  As we said at the 
meeting, this has to be a partnership.  As well informed and open communication as we can have, the 
better off we’ll all be.  With that being said, the review in May and June is everyone’s full expectation, 
we’ve adopted the five year plan; our expectation is this will continue.  Putting the capital dollars in was 
what kind of prompted us all to take a step of caution.  We had decided, I think everybody has decided to 
make this work, we need to give Coral the tools they need to do it and we’ll continue to review that.  The 
expectation to review it in May is not that we’re anticipating any closing of the building but that they will 
be successful.  I think that’s why we’re all committing to this tonight and why we have decided to move 
forward.  That’s important to clarify. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – With that being said that we have total confidence in Coral, I would like to 
make an amendment to the amended version that we do go back to the ordinance that Councilman 
Langman and I had asked for last week which is the option to renew instead of one 12 month period, 4 
twelve month periods at the monthly rate and that the cost effective as of January 1, 2012 will be a 
negotiated monthly rate.   
 The reason I ask that is because if we look at the numbers we have seen that Coral has done a 
good job, getting rid of the development, getting rid of the marketing, comparing apples to apples, they 
have increased permanent tenants by 66%; they have increased the permanent tenant room rental by 35%; 
they have increased room rental dollars by 64.5%, that’s before we’re taking into consideration the 
$38,000 the Mayor talked about tonight.  They have decreased the cost of gas usage by 12% and the total 
revenues are basically up 74%.  It is a no-brainer to commit to Coral for 5 years.  One, it is their plan, they 
know how to implement it. Two, nobody else wants to manage the building.  Three, the city was 
disastrous at managing the building.  As Mr. Walton said, if we’re going to give Coral the money for a 
Development Director, the Development Director needs to be able to when he presents a request for a 
grant, to say look, we’re here for five years.  It makes no sense to say we’re behind Shore and Coral for 
one year because we’re going to back here again.  Then we’ll be bombarded again and people are going to 
get scared again that the building is going to close.  I would respectfully ask that the Council that voted to 
approve the plan, approve Coral for the full four years and three months to finish up the five year plan.  I 
would like to put that amendment out there and I would like to see Council vote it up, yes or no.  If you 
don’t want Coral for five years, just close the doggone building if we’re going to go through this every 
year.  How do I go about amending the amended legislation? 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – You would make a motion to amend. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik moved to amend Ord. (145a-10), in Section 1, instead of reading for a 12 month 
period, to read, four 12 month periods, at the monthly rate of $3,000 and then finish Section 1 by inserting 
the cost effective as of January 1, 2012 will be at a negotiated monthly rate.  It is basically, Law Director 
Frey, the same wording as we had in (149-10).  That’s my motion. 
 
Director Frey – Before you move for a second on the motion, just to make sure there’s clarity.  The first 
agreement ends in September 2010.  We’ve extended that until the end of the year in this piece of 
legislation that’s before you tonight and there’s an additional 12 month extension already here.  I presume 
what you’re asking for is three additional 12 month terms? 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Yes, thank you.   
 
President Holzheimer Gail – I would like to allow, if you agree, to suspend the rules and ask Mr. Rubin 
because I know we’ve had a conversation about this and if I understood correctly, the importance is not 
necessarily on the management agreement, but the commitment of funds to the building and to the capital 
improvements.  But I want to let them talk about their view on the extension of the lease. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail moved to suspend the rules, Councilman Langman seconded.  Yeas:  
Unanimous. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Mr. Rubin, you’re comments on the extension of the lease? 
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Mr. Rubin – Any commitment that the city makes to Shore over a longer term, whether it is in the form of 
extending our agreement for a longer period of time, or adopting more years and pieces of the strategic 
plan, make the job of achieving the long term goal easier.  We are not insecure about our position and 
believe that it is our responsibility to continue to perform before we continue to get rewarded with 
extensions.  Whether it is council’s pleasure to extend under the un-amended version of the amended 
legislation or the now potentially re-amended version of amended legislation, we’re going to put forth the 
same effort.  We were in constant communication with the Mayor over the last several days toward 
coming to this resolution that’s before the Council and we’re fully in support of it. 
 
Councilman Langman – I would support by colleague in the amendment, but I’m comfortable going 
forward with the way it is because we’ve caused some chaos with some of our discussions and I think that 
does have a detrimental affect so I can see the benefit of that.  But we also know that after this first 
renewal that there’s some negotiation on compensation going forward.  So I would be very happy to give 
them stability and I’m willing to let my colleagues vote on that if they agree with that.  What I’m trying to 
say is I will second the motion. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – There’s been a motion made and seconded to amend (145a-10) to include 
three additional twelve month extensions.  Any questions on that amendment? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – I suppose you can do that, it doesn’t eliminate the 30 day cancellation clause, you also 
cannot commit another council to the financial burden of funding these operations.  I’m not sure what 
we’re really accomplishing here, especially when we do have the 30 day cancellation clause.  You took 
some criticism for not making the tough decisions and I believe that speaker was terribly wrong, you’ve 
made many tough decisions and this is one of them.  What we’ve done with this agreement is reduce the 
capital request by the city, the obligation from $371,000 to approximately $85,000 for this year.  We’ve 
also reduced the operations request from approximately $235,000 to about $138,000.  I think that is good 
and proper management.  I don’t see any reason either to extend it that long, you can if it makes things 
easier, that’s okay.  But we’re still at budget time going to have to make that commitment again. 
That’s strictly up to you. What we have crafted here is a very good agreement.  I don’t see any reason for 
the amendment but again I don’t get to vote and whatever you vote we’ll work with.  The reason we were 
here and the reason we had that long committee meeting last week was not because Council changed their 
mind and this is going back to the criticism you took again.  It was not because Council changed their 
mind on the commitment to the five year plan or the commitment to the building.  I think what happened, 
the vote was taken and you committed conceptually but not financially.  You were presented with those 
original figures of $371,000 and $189,000 or $235,000 over the 15 months.  You know we couldn’t do 
that.  This change, this compromise allows Coral and we’re helped funding it, the ability to raise funds 
because that’s key to going on after 12 -15 months.  If fundraising is impossible, I don’t believe this 
Council nor the next Council is going to commit $2.5 million minimum into that building. Unless we’re 
assured that a portion of that, a good portion, is coming from the work of fundraising.  That’s what these 
two pieces are all about.  We’ve got a time commitment, let’s see how we work with the funding, the 
outside fundraising and that and then move forward.  I guess the motion you’re making doesn’t change 
what we’ve done here tonight.  We’ve still got the same goals in mind.  This Council should not be 
criticized or being accused of not making the tough decisions.  There’s going to be many people that are 
not thrilled with what we’ve committed to this evening and yet you’ve read the emails, you’ve heard 
people from outside the community come into this community and say, they like it, they like what we’re 
doing, that’s important.  Every person that shops at Dave’s is not from Euclid, thank goodness, and every 
person that shops at all the new stores we’ve put up and have helped develop, they’re not all from Euclid.  
We want people to come in and see what a great city we have.  Saturday’s parade, people were amazed at 
what’s going on in the City of Euclid during these hard times.   
 To me, I guess it really doesn’t matter, I just want you to keep the focus on, the fundraising aspect 
of this and this 15 month extension really does provide that opportunity to happen.  As I’ve said before 
and in talking with Jeff, I firmly believe this gives them the ability to prove to us that it can be done.  But 
you can’t lay all of the capital improvements on the City of Euclid.  That’s why we had the difficulties 
last week. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – The Mayor gave his position and I agree with many of those points.  But my 
concern by amending it for an additional three years is that Coral hasn’t had necessarily the opportunity to 
discuss that, there is the possibility that as years go by, cost of operations may change, management fees 
may have to be increased.  They’re still a business so for them to commit to this, at this coming 
amendment may not be feasible for them, or feasible for the tenants.  We could expect to increase 
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occupancy, maybe rental rates will have to be increased, there are a lot of different variables that come 
into place after our 15 month contract that we have to look at.  As far as what is being stated right now by 
the current Mayor, I’m comfortable with this particular agreement with the understanding that there’s 
three partners in this.  One is the City who in the past has contributed to Shore and possibly will 
contribute to Shore tonight; and addition Coral management who is paid to run that building to make it 
profitable.  Then there’s that third party which is the Board who has to look at the situation to determine 
how can they begin to develop planning to afford capital improvements or improving funding.  I think at 
this point, this particular agreement for me satisfies it knowing that all three of us are all basically going 
to be called to be accountable and we’re going to have to address this issue.  If things work out, I don’t 
see myself, if I’m still elected, to possibly support this in the future.  But to go with three additional one 
year, I think there’s to many variables that maybe a problem or an impediment down the road that we may 
not have thought about at this time.  So that’s just my comment on that, thank you. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – The amendment and the agreement that we had talked about tonight with the 
outline that the Mayor gave, I am comfortable with this.  I don’t want to see the building close, just as 
much as some of you had mentioned that.  I think it is a building that has a lot of opportunities in it but 
where I do caution is we don’t have a development director on board yet.  We talked about doing that in 
January.  I would feel more comfortable, once we get the development director on board and whoever this 
person is, comes in and states this is their plans that they plan on doing, start that process.  I would feel 
more comfortable with going ahead with more years than the 15 months.  But until we get to that point, I 
feel comfortable with the 15 months and I don’t want to wait until June to evaluate, what do we do with 
the building or not. We need to do it either month by month or by quarter to determine where are we and 
what status are we at, so that we’re not at the end of June or whatever trying to figure something out. 
 I would hope that by the first quarter of 2011, we have a Development Director that has a strong 
and aggressive approach to the building that we can get on board and get that process going.  We sat in 
the committee meeting where there were two board members that said that they are grant writers who can 
help write grants for the building.  I would hope to see that even started before the development director 
gets on board because some of that work upfront work can be established and started before 2011 is going 
on.  At least that would give us a running board and a starting place, that would get us off to a good start.  
I would like to see that part of it going ahead first before I would commit to additional years.  It is not just 
additional years of the management, but it is going to be costs associated with that as well.  We can sit 
here and say, okay we’re going to agree for Coral to manage the building for the next 5 years or so, but 
there’s going to have to be a financial commitment that comes along with that as well.  I’m not ready to 
commit to those additional years of the financial commitment until we get over the stage of what I feel is 
getting the Development Director on board and starting that process.  I do feel comfortable with tonight’s 
amended agenda item. 
 
Councilman Langman – Just one clarification for the Law Director.  Law Director Frey in the current 
agreement with Coral, there is a 30 day termination notice? 
 
Director Frey – That’s correct. 
 
Councilman Langman – So even if we extend it out for however, that would not change. 
 
Director Frey – No. 
 
Councilman Langman – I don’t think it is the intent of Councilwoman Minarik or even myself to negate 
the council’s oversight.  We’d still maintain all of our oversight responsibilities and controls and I don’t 
think we really need to discuss this a nausea, it is out there, I think we should vote on it and get on with 
the other portions so we can move forward. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – There’s been a motion made and second to amend to add three additional 
years to the management agreement.  Roll Call on that amendment please. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas: Minarik, Wojtila, Langman, 
      Nays: Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, O’Neill, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail. 
Amendment fails. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – We have (145a-10), are there any additional questions on that?   
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Councilwoman Scarniench moved to close debate.  Councilman Langman seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilman Gilliham moved to suspend the rules, Councilwoman Jones seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call: Yeas: Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, Wojtila, Langman, Van Ho,    
  Holzheimer Gail. 
     Nay:  O’Neill 
Passed as amended. 
 
 
  Ord. 107-2010 (150-10) Amended Boiler Shore Cultural Centre 
An emergency ordinance authorizing the Mayor of the City of Euclid or his designee to use no more than 
$70,000 of the 2011 Capital Budget for the purchase and installation of a new boiler to replace the current 
boiler in Shore Cultural Centre.  (Sponsored by Councilpersons Minarik and Langman) 
 
Councilwoman Minarik moved for passage, Councilman Langman seconded. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Again we do have an amended version that we need to amend again.  The 
amendments would need to be made to the dollar amount, which would be $85,000 in order to allow the 
new boiler to be purchased plus the thermostats that go with that and $10,000 towards the maintenance of 
the back up boiler, the current boiler, that would have to happen anyway.  The dollar amount we need to 
amend from 2011 to using the 2010 capital budget.   
 
Director Frey – That doesn’t need to be voted on, if you just want to change this, because this has not 
been voted on at all.  So it just would read that it would be the 2010 capital budget.   
 
President Holzheimer Gail – As the Mayor indicated earlier, we have dollars that were budgeted but not 
spent because projects came in under budget from the 2010 capital dollars.  I think that’s the nuts and 
bolts of it. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – Does the $85,000 include the thermostats? 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Yes. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – Because it doesn’t state that on here.  Can we add that it includes the thermostats? 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Why don’t we go ahead and add new boiler and thermostats.  It is included 
but go ahead to make it clear.  Those changes have all been made in (150a-10).  Is there a motion to 
accept the amended version? 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to accept Ord. (150a-10).  Councilman Langman seconded. 
Roll Call on amendments: 
 Yeas: Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, Wojtila, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail. 
 Nay: O’Neill 
Amendment passed. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – That was on the amendment.  We are now talking about (150a-10) which 
calls for both. 
 
Councilman Wojtila – My question is on the amended ordinance.  I guess what’s prompting this line item 
versus the plan that we adopted just six months ago while it was created 12 months ago and reviewed and 
discussed at meetings since then, talked about capital improvement dollars coming through the 
Development Director.  There’s about 10 pages in here about different opportunities available for capital 
improvement.  Is there something that has changed, that anybody is aware of specifically on this item that 
maybe I’m not aware of?  I’m not directing this to any one person, but I don’t know that answer and if 
anybody does. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Why this has become the forefront of the capital plan?   
 
Councilman Wojtila – When the 5 year plan didn’t talk about capital improvements. 
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Mayor Cervenik – The 5 year strategic plan, the capital portion that was in front of you last Monday, did 
have the new boiler and the thermostats included in it along with about $200,000 of windows and some 
other things for a total of $371,000.  The windows I was told, they’ve been working on them, they are not 
as bad as we thought they might be.  They are bad, I’m not going to deny that, but again we’re hoping 
some outside fundraising will help that.   
 The one thing we can’t ignore is we’ve got children and residents and tenants in that building and 
that present boiler, even if we were just to put the $10,000 into it, could go at any minute.  Plus this will 
save approximately 15% or so in heating which is reflected in the budget which helped lower our 
commitment in operating dollars. 
 The $10,000 if it was used just to repair the old boiler and we just use that, that would be an 
operating expense.  Because it will be used only as a back up, I firmly believe that we should get at least 5 
years life out of the back up boiler, the present one, so therefore it can all come out of capital.  When I 
reviewed capital, we have had significant savings and I shouldn’t tell you this because I know you’re all 
going to want something else now, but a good compromise is the boiler.  I firmly believe again as I’ve 
said, before we’re halfway through with 2011, we’re going to see that progress is being made.  I think it is 
irresponsible for us not to have an adequate and operating boiler in that building.  I know some people say 
that guy has lost his mind, he didn’t talk like that before, but as long as we are moving forward, as a city I 
just think it is not appropriate for us not to have a working boiler in there.  Even with the $10,000 we 
can’t call it a working boiler, we’ve got Laura running downstairs turning it off, turning it on depending 
on the use of the building.  I think we’re better than that to be completely honest with you.  That’s why I 
proposed the $85,000 so that’s one less thing we have to worry about. 
 
Councilman Langman – I echo the Mayor’s comments and will just add a few.  The boiler that we’re 
talking about installing is not something that is going to be anchored to that building forever.  If we every 
had to do anything, you can turn around and actually sell that piece of equipment.  I hope we don’t have 
to.  But I think the Mayor’s point is a good one.  We are depending on a boiler that’s 65-70 years old and 
Coral has done a great job in running it more efficiently, but if it were to break down, it would cost us 
extra dollars to do something to either make substantial repairs or to move people around especially if it 
were to break down in the middle of winter. 
 Finally I think Laura has done a really fantastic job at finding something that is going to work very 
well in the building at a price that was not contemplated 12 months ago.  So this is really a prudent move 
and a very good move and it will save money on the bottom operational line.  I think that cannot be 
emphasized enough.  A 12-15% savings on natural gas is substantial.  Thank you. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – I would ask the administration the 12-15%, what’s the pay out on the boiler then?  
How much would we save roughly a year and how long will it be before the boiler paid for itself? 
 
Mayor Cervenik- I believe it is close to $15,000 so you’ve got a 5 ½ year pay back.  That’s not bad we’ve 
done a lot worse than that with some other things we’ve bought and spent money on. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – When I was first elected and I came up with the idea of having this Assets 
Committee, one of the first goals was that we would do something about Shore because we’ve been 
listening to it for over 20 years now.  A lot of people didn’t agree with me because they thought I was out 
there to kill the building and that was never really the truth.  Last week I said that I would not support any 
capital money and then I stepped back and looked at what the purpose was of my committee.  We’ve done 
a lot of work and I’ve said then and I’ll continue to say, we have to be good landlords, we have to take 
care of our buildings and our equipment just like we expect everybody else to.   
 Once the Mayor came up with the numbers, I said I’m well with this because it is a quality of life 
issue.  This probably will be the only capital expense I will approve.  Again, when you start raising 
money, I would like to same opportunity that we gave to the Henn, is a match.  This is a quality of life 
issue, no matter what we are doing.  This is also showing you that we’re really not out to get anybody.  
We want you to succeed.  That’s what it is all about and that’s why I’m supporting it.  Thank you. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – We have version (150a-10) on the table.   
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to close debate, Councilman Van Ho seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik moved to suspend the rules, Councilwoman Jones seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
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Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail 
     Nays:   O’Neill, Wojtila 
Passed as amended. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – I appreciate Council’s action tonight.  It was a long road.  Now it is time for 
performance and I’ve got very high expectations for Coral.  I’ve got very high expectations for the Board 
and I’ve got very high expectations for the tenants as well.  A lot of the emails told me what you provide 
for the City of Euclid and the quality of life you provide my residents.  I believe you do.  But with Coral’s 
help, with the Development Director on board, with the marketing program in place, the Board and the 
tenants are going to have to share in that responsibility, as well as City Council and myself or we’re going 
to fail regardless of what we did here tonight.  We need to work harder, we need to work smarter and we 
need to get the message out that Shore is more than just an old, tired building.  There are a lot of things 
inside there that we can all enjoy.  I will help where I can, but I certainly expect you to really pull the 
weight and pull the load on this.  I wish everyone great success.  Thank you City Council for putting up 
with the calls and supporting this tonight.  We did good tonight, we did good. 
 
Councilman Langman – One brief comment for Mr. Rubin.  I just want to wish him, L’Shana Tova, a 
very Happy New Year, sir.  Look forward to working with you over the next 15 months. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Thank you for being here tonight. 
 
  Res. (137-10) UDE Altar House – First Reading 
A resolution granting a Use District Exception, pursuant to Chapter 1375.01(a)(3) of the Codified 
Ordinances of the City of Euclid, to Robert B. Watkins, Executive Director of Altar House, Inc. to allow 
an assembly use for up to 120 people in a U-6 (Industrial Manufacturing) Use District at 19571 Roseland 
Avenue, Permanent Parcel No 646-23-013.  (Sponsored by Planning & Zoning Commission) 
 
Councilman Gilliham moved for passage, Councilwoman Jones seconded. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – This is a first reading. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – I had talked to Mr. Watkins in regards to this particular Use District Exception 
and he was supposed to be here this evening to explain his position.  But he has decided and I have no 
formal writing and it appears that the city has no formal writing that he is looking at other alternatives to 
go ahead with Altar House.  He had made several attempts to meet with the neighborhood association in 
that area.  Unfortunately he only met with the Council President.  At this point he felt that maybe that was 
the necessary location for him.  I’m sorry to see him go because he was willing to put a $330,000 
investment in that area and it has been a long time since that type of money has been put there.  So I don’t 
have anything formal from him, but it appears to me after speaking to him today, he will not be looking to 
move into this parcel.  Maybe the Economic Director could procure some letter from him in writing 
stating that, but in this point in time he told me verbally today that he is not looking to move into this 
location. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – You said he had met with the Council President, I have not met with him. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – I apologize, Heritage Park President, the neighborhood association.  I do 
apologize for mis-use of words.  The Heritage Park President. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Until we have formal notice we’ll consider this a first reading. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – And I’ll advise him of such as well.  
 
  Ord. 108-2010 (156-10)  Purchase Sand for Driving Range 
An emergency ordinance authorizing the Director of Parks and Recreation of the City of Euclid to 
purchase 2400 yards of top fill for the Briardale Greens Golf Course Driving Range from DeMilta Sand 
and Gravel, at a cost of Fifteen Dollars ($15.00) a yard for a total cost of Thirty Six Thousand Dollars 
($36,000.00).  (Sponsored by Councilperson Jones by request of Parks & Recreation Director) 
 
Councilwoman Jones moved for passage, Councilwoman Scarniench seconded. 
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Director Will – In front of you we are asking for approval for 2400 yards of top soil that is screened and 
that cost does include delivery to the golf course for a total of $36,000.  We did receive three proposals 
from vendors and DeMilta was the lowest and best price.  I do have Mr. Pat Kirn and Mr. John Schriner 
here tonight from Briardale Greens Golf Course if there is any additional questions that you have on 
either one of these items. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – This item is about a year and a half later than it should have happened. City Council 
approved capital expenditures for Briardale Greens.  This would have been the second largest, the largest 
was redoing the cart paths and some other items as well.  I had met with the past golf pro and 
superintendent and they had a plan of about $80,000.  I believe this is going to top out at around $58,000 
somewhere in that neighborhood.  A lot of the work is going to be done by Billy Casper employees.  We 
need to get this done.  The timing now is that the grass can grow and it will be ready for use in Spring 
when the golf course is up and running and people are getting the rust out of their bones and need to 
swing that club a little bit. 
 
Councilman Langman – Is this the last substantial capital investment that we need to make at the course, 
or do we still need to address the irrigation system? 
 
Director Will – Yes we do still need to look at the irrigation system.  There are some other projects that 
Billy Casper has put forward which I’ll be taking to Board of Control for the driving range improvements.  
They are looking at the irrigation system and we will still have to address that. 
 
Councilman Langman – I know we’re going to have an Assets Committee meeting sometime later on, and 
what I would like to see is at least a history of capital investment over the past 10 years at the course and 
what we are projecting or need to do going forward. I’m assuming you can get a hold of those figures 
Director Will?  
 
Director Will – Absolutely, we’ll have those. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – There is $80,800 left in the borrowing for Briardale Greens Capital improvements and 
we should expend that by the end of this year between the driving range and some other smaller items. 
 
Councilman Wojtila – In Section 2, is the Public Building Construction Fund, the same thing as Capital 
Improvement Fund? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – Yes, that’s where the money is deposited and held specifically for Briardale Greens. 
 
Councilman Wojtila – You can use dirt, even though it is called Public Building Construction? 
 
Mayor Cervenik- It is basically a permanent improvement fund that the money was transferred to that the 
money was not used that first year when we borrowed it. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – I would encourage the council to vote on this.  After the money we’ve just 
approved to spend, this is a money generating entity and it just completes the capital improvement plan 
that we put forth I think it was two years ago.  The driving range certainly is needed to increase hopefully 
driving range play.  Again, to speak to what the Mayor said about seeded it, we need to get it seeded this 
fall so that it can be used for the spring and hopefully increase even more golf play at the course.  I 
encourage my colleagues to vote yes on this. 
 
Councilman O’Neill moved to close debate, Councilman Van Ho seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to suspend the rules, Councilwoman Jones seconded.  Yeas:  
Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman, Van Ho, 
       Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
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  Ord. 109-2010 (143-10)  Sprayer Rig for Golf Course 
An emergency ordinance authorizing the Director of Parks and Recreation of the City of Euclid to enter 
into a five (5) year lease with American Financial Network, Inc., 21403 Chagrin Boulevard, Suite 230, 
Cleveland, Ohio 44122, for a Century Equipment Multi Pro 1250 Sprayer Rig for Briardale Greens Golf 
Course at a cost of Five Thousand One Hundred Forty Two Dollars ($5,142.00) a year.  (Sponsored by 
Councilperson Jones by request of Parks & Recreation Director) 
 
Councilwoman Jones moved for passage, Councilman O’Neill seconded. 
 
Director Will – This is asking for authorization to lease a piece of equipment for Briardale Greens, it is a 
sprayer rig. The current machine that we have there was working yesterday, I’m not sure if it is working 
today.  However it is on its last leg and they do need this equipment to be able to take care of the greens at 
the Golf Course.  What we are asking for is to enter into a lease with American Financial Network and the 
monies that would be paid out each year would come out of the operating funds.  It would be paid for out 
of that, that’s why we wanted to lease the equipment.  If there are any questions, I’d be glad to answer. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – If need be, I’d make a motion to suspend with normal business and have the 
gentlemen from the golf course come up.  My question to Director Will is, lease as opposed to purchase.  
Purchase comes out of capital improvement, the lease comes out of operations.  I understand that.  What 
is the life expectancy of this piece of equipment and is there a lease option to buy at the end of it?  Would 
it be prudent to purchase it at the end of the lease? 
 
Director Will – I’ll turn it over to Jon from the golf course or Pat to come and answer that question.   
 
Councilman O’Neill moved to suspend the rules, Councilman Van Ho seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Mr. Jon Schriner – 27600 Chardon Rd.  I’d say about 5-10 years, normal wear and tear, five years 
minimum. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – To the foreman, that’s 5-10 years life expectancy on the equipment? 
 
Mr. Schriner – Depending upon what you use it.  We’re going to get more years out of it because we only 
spray greens and t’s, what the budget allowed. 
 
Councilman O’Neill –  How many years lease would we have on this piece of equipment? 
 
Director Will – Five year. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – Would it be prudent for us to purchase it at the end of the lease?  Or would we 
enter into a new lease for another piece? 
 
Mr. Schriner – I think it would be smart to lease to own. 
 
Councilman O’Neill moved to close debate, Councilman Van Ho seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik moved to suspend the rules, Councilman Gilliham seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
 
   Ord. 110-2010 (157-10)  RTA Bus Shelter at Lake Shore/Bliss/Babbitt 
 An emergency ordinance authorizing the Director of Public Service of the City of Euclid to enter into  
contract/s after soliciting bids and proposals for the labor and materials necessary for the construction and 
installation of streetscape/public improvements at the intersection of Lake Shore Boulevard, Babbitt Road 
and Bliss Lane including bus shelters, an electronic community message sign, relocation of the traffic 
signal control box,  and construction management/inspection services, in a total amount not to exceed 
Two Hundred Thousand Dollars ($200,000) and further authorizing the Mayor to accept and expend 
Greater Cleveland Regional Transit Authority (GCRTA) grants and credits totaling Fifty Thousand 
Dollars ($50,000) toward the cost of the bus shelters. (Sponsored by Councilperson Wojtila by request of 
Service Director) 
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Councilman O’Neill moved for passage, Councilman Wojtila seconded. 
 
Director Pietravoia – Director Smith and I, along with staff from both our departments have been working 
diligently to finally get this project under construction and in fact you may have noticed if you drove past 
there today, the construction finally started under the contract that has already been approved for Barbica 
Construction.   
  I guess I want to start out, I know it is a long piece of legislation and a little confusing, but the 
basic bottom line is, all the funds for the project have already been budgeted.  What we’re before you 
tonight for is contracting authority on the remaining items that we did not already receive contracting 
authority for.  Those are the shelters, the community message sign, moving the traffic signal control box, 
the engineering and inspection services related to the project.  We do have estimates for all those items, 
firm estimates with the exception of the sign, which we have estimates on but we’re still seeking 
additional proposals for that.  That’s where we came up with the total dollar figure of not to exceed 
$200,000. 
  The good news tonight is we also have been informed by RTA that they have increased the dollars 
they are going to allocate for the transient waiting environment.  It was originally, as you recall, 
Councilwoman Jones asked a question about this, was originally $25,000.  Recently they informed us that 
in order to give us a credit basically for the existing shelters that they’ll be taking back, which they would 
have funded if we hadn’t gone forward with the special design, they’ve increased the TWE dollar amount 
to $50,000.  With that credit, we’ll be getting a total of $50,000 from RTA. 
  With that and the $10,000 that was donated by both CVS and Robert Spies as part of the CVS 
project towards the community message sign, we’ll have a total of $60,000.  In essence this legislation 
represents $140,000 additional expenditure, but $200,000 in contracting authority if I’m clear on that 
distinction.  We’ve had the funds all along with the exception of the good news about the increase from 
RTA.  Tonight is just getting contracting authority for the remainder of the items. 
  Jim Sonnhalter has been our lead on this project particularly with RTA and all three of us would 
be happy to answer any questions or clarify if there is any confusion. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – I just want to make it very clear the money has already been budgeted and we will 
not be authorizing any further expenditures on that project.  Am I correct to assume that? 
 
Director Pietravoia – That’s correct.  If we were to find that we needed additional funds, let’s say that we 
discover something underground that was unexpected that caused us to need additional funding, we would 
need to come back for additional contracting authority from City Council. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – To Mr. Sonnhalter, regarding the funding that was approved by RTA, what is the 
stipulation on those funds, is it strictly the buildings themselves, or does that exceed to landscaping the 
waiting area for the RTA shelter? 
 
Mr. Sonnhalter – The money is to be spent on the shelters only.  Hopefully with your approval, the 
contracting authority awarded to it, or approved, we’ll enter into a contract with Central Denver Iron 
Works who is the provider to RTA for these custom shelters, submit a purchase order and get that process 
started so they can be fabricated, delivered and installed at the end of the project. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – I have not seen the concept on those shelters.  I was just wondering if we would 
have something out relatively soon, an easel with an architectural rendition? 
 
Mr. Sonnhalter – We do have renderings.  I know they’re kind of small and they were included as an 
attachment to the legislation.  But we can print out larger copies for you and put them on display. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – There was a PDF attached to the email that Director Pietravoia sent.  My 
question was, can it be customized where it said RTA, could it say Euclid, could it say Welcome to 
Euclid, something like that or would it have to say RTA?  Something to think about, I don’t need an 
answer tonight. Wondering whether there was a way to include some message about Euclid right on the 
shelter.  They had RTA right across the front and side several times. 
 
Director Pietravoia – The photograph we provided as a sample was actually an installed shelter at another 
location in Cleveland.  We’ll certainly check with RTA and see if there is some flexibility on something 
unique that we can do to the signage on the shelters themselves. 
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Councilman Langman – Two questions for you Director Pietravoia. The first being, with this last piece, 
what is the total city investment in that intersection?  Do you have those final numbers? 
 
Director Pietravoia – Yes.  The two ordinances to provided contracting authority were Barbicas contract, 
Ord. 95-2010, that was $357,345.  This ordinance (157-10), with the total being $557,345.   
Councilman Langman – When you say $200,000, I’m just looking at the city’s investment.  If we approve 
this tonight, we’re only kicking in $140,000, correct? 
 
Director Pietravoia – I would subtract from the $557,345, $60,000 which would be the RTA grant and 
credit totally $50,000 and $10,000 from the donation from Spies and CVS. 
 
Councilman Langman – I just want to make sure I’m figuring this correctly; $140,000 is the city’s 
contribution from the total contract that is $200,000, correct? 
 
Director Pietravoia – For this ordinance, that’s correct. 
 
Councilman Langman – Then for the prior contract the city’s actual contribution was $357,000?  
 
Director Pietravoia – Yes, and that was part of the 2010 approved capital budget. 
 
Councilman Langman – One of the residents had a question about, if we do these corners and we do other 
work in the intersection which we all are looking for, won’t that just ruin that work that’s been done that 
we’re approving right now.  If you can address that, I would appreciate it. 
 
Director Pietravoia – We share that same concern and we’ve spent a lot of time making sure with Director 
Smith and the contractors involved in the future work that this work will not be disrupted by future work, 
in fact it is designed so that all the work is behind the curb, curb toward the edge of the sidewalk.  There 
will be future work in the street itself, but the work in this project will not be disturbed by that and 
Director Smith might want to comment on that future work. 
 
Director Smith – As Director Pietravoia had stated there is a total of three projects that we anticipate 
including this one taking place near that intersection or within the confines of that intersection.  I do think 
that with the plan in place and our discussions that we do have it laid out where there will be no removal 
of existing work in order to complete one of the other two projects, namely the paving of Lake Shore and 
an Issue 1 project pertaining to the sanitary sewer. 
 
Councilman Langman – Okay, that helps with that, but I’m Director Pietravoia referring more towards 
our ultimate goal is to change the configuration of the Boulevard, etc., as per the plan.  I want to make 
absolutely sure if we do that work in the future it will not disrupt that work also.  Is that a fair statement? 
 
Director Pietravoia – Again, we’re aware that the Downtown Plan recommends a median in the center of 
the street.  We’ve talked with the traffic engineers involved and they indicated that curb to curb should 
remain the same, it will be using the space within the street differently but we won’t be disturbing or 
changing the position of the curbs. 
 
Councilman Langman – Thank you for that clarification. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – First of all, when I talked to you Director Pietravoia it was my understanding that 
basically what we’re going to do is fix the other corners to match the CVS corner.  Is that a fair statement? 
 
Director Pietravoia – That’s correct.  The design is intended to complete the entire intersection. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – As far as the shelters that Councilman O’Neill wants to see, those are the Euclid 
Corridor shelters so you can go out and see one live and in living color. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – As far as these actual bus shelters that if passed will be implemented, my question 
to you is, has RTA given any consideration or has the city even inquired about having or possibly 
purchasing tickets in these shelters as they do in the Euclid Corridor?  I know that’s not in this particular 
ordinance, but is that a possibility that might enhance what we’re doing for individuals in the area to be 
able to purchase tickets at some of these bus corridors as they have in other parts of Cuyahoga County? 
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Director Pietravoia – I’ll defer to Mr. Sonnhalter.  I don’t know that we’ve had that specific conversation. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – Just a point of inquiry, not a demand. 
 
Mr. Sonnhalter – Great idea.  We haven’t had that discussion but RTA has stated with the new signage 
that they would be incorporating into these shelters, it would also serve as an information kiosk for their 
services. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik moved to close debate, Councilman Gilliham seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to suspend the rules, Councilwoman Jones seconded.  Yeas:  
Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman, Van Ho, 
        Holzheimer Gail 
Passed. 
 
  Ord. 111-2010 (144-10) Amended Grass Assessment 
An emergency ordinance to certify as a lien on the Cuyahoga County tax duplicate the assessments for the 
cutting of grass, weeds, trees and abating other nuisances such as garbage and debris as provided in 
Sections 529.03 and 1755.28 of the Codified Ordinances of the City of Euclid.  (Sponsored by 
Councilperson Van Ho by request of Law Director) 
 
Councilman Van Ho moved for passage, Councilman Langman seconded. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – We have a version (144a-10) which the only change being there were a 
couple residents that came in today and paid their assessments, so they have been removed from the sheet.  
The new sheet was not printed but the number of parcels, you’ll see has been changed and the total dollar 
amount.   
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to accept the amended ordinance.  Councilman O’Neill seconded. 
Roll Call on amendments: 
Yeas: Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail. 
Amendment passed. 
 
Asst. Director Sweeney – I have some promising numbers to report this year.  In the a-version, we are 
now going to be assessing, 557 parcels and a total of $240,510.00.  To compare past years, from 2007-
2008 we went up 146 parcels from the prior year and up $45,000 in assessments.  From 08-09, we went 
up 95 parcels and up $107,000 in assessments from the prior year.  From 09-10, this tax assessment 
season, we are down 12 parcels and only $4,000 more in dollar assessments. 
 More promising is that I still have about $11,000 in my nuisance budget.  We got a good bang for 
our buck this year and I know we still have a couple more trees to take down, there still is a couple more 
months of grass cutting season, I’m hoping to keep a few bucks in the nuisance budget.  There is one 
house I do want to demo with that money.  We couldn’t take this particular house down with NSP money 
so I’m hoping to use my nuisance budget for that particular house. 
 As Council knows we were down two inspectors half way through this summer.  We did have 
some staffing issues with one of our grass cutters.  The Mayor, Charlie Drazetic and I chatted with this 
contractor.  He did make some staffing changes and we did see improvement in his work the end of the 
summer so far.  I do thank Council for their patience with us dealing with these problems.  I thank all the 
residents for their patience looking at the houses next door to them and across the street from them that 
had some tall grass. 
 This is the end of the contract for both our grass cutters and our nuisance abatement contractor, so 
I’m anticipating this winter we’re going to re-advertise for bids for those contract positions.  The attached 
list, I can send to you electronically to you tomorrow if you’d like to see the final version.  We did want 
to save on paper and I’ll send it electronically to you tomorrow.   
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – Of those 557 parcels, do we know how many of those are vacant? 
 
Asst. Director Sweeney – I really couldn’t venture a guess.  I don’t even want to venture a guess. 
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Councilwoman Scarniench – Okay, just thought I’d ask. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – I would like to thank Kelley and her people for doing the job that they’ve done.  
As someone who lives right next door to a vacant house that the landlord hasn’t always kept their lawn as 
well as we would have liked, one time and now we’re getting a much better lawn care from him.  I’ve said 
time and time again, that is the cheapest way to make the neighborhood look a little bit better.  You drive 
down the street and you see a bunch of shaggy lawns, it devalues that whole street.  Kelley and her people 
stay right on top of it. I have living proof because they got my secretary, so I had her grab me first thing in 
the morning, screaming at me that Paco had hit her, had gotten one of his little greenies on her. 
 
Councilman Van Ho moved to close debate, Councilman O’Neill seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik moved to suspend the rules, Councilman Wojtila seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman, Van Ho, 
       Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
 
  Ord. 112-2010 (147-10) Lien Nuisance Abatement 
An emergency ordinance to certify as a lien on the Cuyahoga County tax duplicate the assessments for 
nuisance abatement as provided in Chapter 529 of the Codified Ordinances of the City of Euclid.   
(Sponsored by Councilperson Van Ho by request of Law Director) 
 
Councilman Van Ho moved for passage, Councilman Langman seconded. 
 
Asst. Director Sweeney – Unfortunately this nuisance piece is not quite as promising.  Unfortunately I 
sent 45 letters this year declaring properties nuisances.  As I’ve told Council before our system is a little 
bit flawed because we can’t really tag properties on a computer data base so that I will automatically get 
notified when problems continue.  Unfortunately it is complaint driven, however everybody that has 
complained to me about a problem property, I have told them what I am doing with respect to that 
property.  I’ve told them, here is the nuisance declaration, I’m doing it today, anything after that please let 
me know.  Some folks have let me know and other times I haven’t heard anything.  I’m hoping by not 
hearing anything that the problem has subsided.  I have heard from landlords that they have evicted some 
tenants.   
 We only have one property to certify with the nuisance abatement funds.  These folks were given a 
final chance to get rid of that problem tenant or the $100 was going to be assessed.  That problem tenant is 
still in that house so the $100 is being assessed.   
 I have subsequent to the 45 Nuisance Declarations, I have sent 5 invoices for payment for 
nuisance abatement.  One house on Tyronne got two separate invoices for $400 and $200, that was paid.  
One house on Westport got an invoice for $500 that was paid; those tenants were also evicted and 
removed from the CMHA housing choice voucher program.  Another house on Crystal got one invoice 
for $100 that was paid and they were also removed from the CMHA voucher program.   
 The system does work eventually, sometimes it does take a little bit of time to get these nuisance 
folks either under control or out of the area.  I just again would strongly encourage residents to give me a 
call when there is a problem property and we’ll try to see what we can do. 
 
Councilman Wojtila – The five invoices that you sent were actually for four properties and forty-five 
letters were sent.  This to the Chief and to the Mayor, one of the things that I hear as councilman, you’ll 
get complaints from neighbors complaining about a specific house and it is a nuisance house to them and 
maybe not categorized that according to our ordinance. But, it just seems so many times I get complaints 
and we follow up and there’s not, we can’t declare it a nuisance.  I know we’ve got to follow our own 
laws that we set, but as Asst. Director Sweeney mentioned, is there any way that we can improve the 
system?  It does work evidenced by what Asst. Director Sweeney said, with regard to some of the houses 
having some of the tenants evicted.  I would hope we could look at that and figure out a way of fine 
tuning this process so that we are able to not only declare more nuisance properties but also assess the fine 
that results after the certain thresholds are met and I’d ask that we spend some time, not today, but 
looking into that to see what we can come up with. 
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President Holzheimer Gail – We’ve suggested that at some point, if we could come up with a way to flag 
a house, it would have to be put into the police data base so that when a ticket or when a call was 
documented a flag or something would trigger then notifying Kelley.  I don’t know if it is a computer 
issue or a programming issue. I would agree that’s something we should work on. 
 
Chief Repicky – We could definitely flag it on the computer once we know it could be a nuisance we will 
write a yellow, every time we go there, and then the process will move forward.  Until we know that, 
there’s thousands of houses in the city that are nuisances.  We have to be very selective in which ones we 
feel are a problem to our residents. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – This particular address is in my ward and has been a problem.  I have met with 
some residents that live on the street that are trying to form a street association.  I’m happy that we’re 
moving forward on this.  I guess my question is to Asst. Director Sweeney, there’s two types of different 
nuisance abatement, there’s a nuisance abatement in regards to high grass and garbage on the property.  
Then there’s a second nuisance abatement and it pertains to human activity whether it be loud music, 
whatever they’re doing.  I guess to not get off track here but, in order to sort of fuse those two things into 
a data base, from a police standpoint it has to be verified by a law enforcement officer that it is actually a 
human driven abatement.  Can we, if it is a property nuisance abatement could that be used as the first 
offense?  If you follow it up with some kind of human activity or are they two separate events and they’re 
held separate? 
 
Asst. Director Sweeney – They’re completely separate issues.  Grass nuisance and those kinds of things, 
housing related matters are completely separate.  The Police Dept. doesn’t even get involved with those at 
all.  The criminal section, we have a particular laundry list that are considered criminal nuisance, that’s 
also something that I wanted to bring up, thank you for mentioning that.  I am currently working on 
changing some of those items that are considered criminal nuisances.  I think some items need to be 
expanded.  I know Councilman Langman has some issues in his area with people parking on the grass, 
that could be considered a nuisance.  I don’t think our animal section is that great.  I think we have to add 
a couple of things, barking dogs is missing from there.  Leaving your dog poop out in the yard that is 
causing a nuisance for the neighbors, that’s something that’s not in there that we need to look at. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – I’ve had those calls too. 
 
Asst. Director Sweeney – The next piece of legislation that I’m going to bring forth to you either for next 
council meeting or the first one in October is basically changing that criminal activity list and increasing 
some of those things.  Also I would like to discuss too, increasing the penalty.  We have a flat fee of $100.  
We can only assess for what we actually do, so we can’t make it a stiff fine of $500 or something like that 
but the actual amount of time that we invest in that nuisance property $100 could be a little to low.  We 
could possibly discuss $200-$250.  That’s another change in the nuisance code I’d like to bring forth. 
 As far as the flagging of the properties, that’s up to the Chief.  If he wants me to give him my 
Excel spreadsheet that has everything this past year, I certainly can do that if they then can log it onto 
their computer somehow and then let me know if they get a subsequent report to give it to me.  From what 
I had been told, I didn’t think that was possible or it was going to be a manual looking through all the 
reports unless that has changed. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – These are quality of life issues that drive people out of the city that make them 
walk away from their homes, they get fed up and walk away and then they turn a rental into their house.  
It is something that I get a lot of complaints on, maybe less than others in the city.  I happen to think that I 
live in the best ward in the city, but that’s just me.  Anyhow it is something that I really want to pursue 
and give our law enforcement and housing dept. and building dept. a little bit more teeth to enforce the 
job that they try to do. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – I just have one quick question, I have called you on occasion about particular 
nuisance homes and the issue was not whether or not the activity was reported.  I guess what I’m asking is 
two questions.  Have you ever come across a situation where the nuisance concern or comment or 
complaint, seems to be only coming from one house in the neighborhood?  I think sometimes those 
complaints are neighbor disputes disguised as nuisance, number one.  Two, is it feasible for us to 
determine with the help of the police department if they are interacting with this particular thing, to 
determine whether or not it is more of a neighbor dispute versus an actual violation of our nuisance laws?  
I’m just curious about the calls that have come in outside of what I’ve told you.  I keep continuously 
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getting letters from anonymous people who won’t tell me who they are and I’m very, very upset with that 
because I really don’t know whether or not this is an individual who has an attitude with their neighbor, or 
an individual who is actually citing a complaint.  They are very articulate, every one in the neighborhood 
is upset and I’ve been elected to write this letter.  It is pretty humorous at times to hear that this is the 
neighborhood representative for all the complaints of a particular street.  I just wanted you to look at that 
particular situation and just comment on those two things.   
 
Asst. Director Sweeney  - I have had situations just like that where everybody in the entire neighborhood, 
22270 Lakemont is a prime example.  Everybody in that neighborhood is upset with that house.  I have 
had other situations where we had one person complaining.  Now is it that the nuisance behavior is not 
affecting other houses or the other folks are just not calling the police, it could be either way.  I will look 
at every single police report on that house, whether it is anonymous or not.  The police have to verify that 
nuisance.  So even if one neighbor is just calling on that loud music, if the police verify that loud music, I 
don’t care if it is just a next door neighbor beef, if that nuisance exists, it exists, I don’t care who is 
calling.  We still look at all the reports no matter who makes that call. 
 Now if it is a situation where the two are having a little fight back and forth, I’ve had some of 
those too, we can maybe go the mediation route instead and Kristal Skovira is wonderful in dealing with 
those mediation issues.  We can evaluate it that way too. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – My concern is and I’m glad to hear your erring on the side of caution.  My 
concern is that we put ourselves in a position to go after a particular home and we eventually find out that 
maybe this is just a neighbor dispute.  Police would verify the activity if the police were called, I truly 
understand that.  But I just hope that we never assess anybody because Daryl and I don’t like each other 
and for a whole week we don’t get along and Daryl keeps calling the police on me.  Thank you. 
 
Councilman Langman – One comment since some of us have been doing this a long time, we can only 
enforce the law.  Somebody can call the police or housing a zillion times and that has happened, if there’s 
no violation then there’s absolutely nothing there.  I don’t think we’ll ever actually get to the point where 
we’re actually assessing somebody if there wasn’t some activity going on.  The situation my colleague 
described, I’ve dealt with and other council people have dealt with over the years and it can be a pain, no 
question.  But you have to take each concern as it comes.  If there is no activity there, then you move onto 
the next issue. 
 
Asst. Director Sweeney – This particular property we are assessing 22270 Lakemont, I have had 20 calls 
for service in the past year.  Out of those 20 calls, only two have been verified by the police dept.  So I 
certainly have not been assessing those calls that were unverified, that is a prime example, the police have 
to hear and verify that nuisance. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik 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, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman, Van Ho, 
       Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
 
  Ord. 113-2010 (138-10) Amend Code Bond Requirements 
 An ordinance amending sub-section (b) of Section 1705.01 of the Building and Housing Code of the 
Codified Ordinances of the City of Euclid to increase  the amount of the compliance bond required by 
registered contractors, effective January 1, 2011. (Sponsored by Councilperson Wojtila by request of 
Service Director) 
 
Councilman Wojtila moved for passage, Councilman Van Ho seconded. 
 
Director Smith – Ordinance 1705.01 requires that all contractors performing work within the city be 
registered and provide a compliance bond.  The current bond amount of $10,000 was established in 1993 
per ordinance.  Based upon the substantial escalation of material and labor cost in recent years, in addition 
to a survey of bonding requirements of nearby communities, it is my recommendation the bond amount be 
increased at this time.  I am requesting that you amend sub-section b of 1705.01 of the Building and 
Housing Code to reflect the bond amount of $25,000.  Thank you for your consideration of this matter. 
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Councilwoman Minarik – The compliance bond, could you explain what that means?   
 
Director Smith – In case there’s a default by the contractor there is some assuredly that the work will be 
performed. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – This applies to residential as well as commercial operations?  Or is this just for 
contractors? 
 
Director Frey – It is primarily for residential improvement contractors. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Do they typically do that much work on a house that it has to be 25? 
 
Director Frey – Yes, $10,000 is an inadequate amount based on the cost of a typical renovation.  We think 
this will have no impact on the contractors but provide the city and its residents greater assurance of 
having the work completed properly. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – How much extra does it cost to get nothing? 
 
Director Frey – I’m not going to say nothing.  There’s a cost of a bond but the cost of a $10,000 versus a 
$25,000 bond, that difference is diminutive. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – If the contractor has a clean record and hasn’t had a history of non-performance, this 
increase is going to cost very little if nothing.  People that aren’t performing as they should, they may 
provide them to find business elsewhere.   
 
Councilman Van Ho – This would provide help for, so many times we see on TV where some older 
person, or for that matter a younger person, has been taken advantage of by a contractor.  This would 
allow to go back on the bond to protect that person. 
 
Director Frey – What the bond does is to address the work that is done, the permit is pulled, the building 
department is going to check that permit work to make sure it is done to code or done to compliance.  If 
you had a heating and cooling contractor that charged you $5,000 for the job and charged me $20,000 for 
the exact same work, the bond won’t come into play there.  That’s a whole different issue.  But it would 
insure that as we go out and inspect that work that it has been to code and if it has not been done to code, 
then we can levy against the bond to get the work done properly. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – What happens if, many times they will ask for a deposit if someone gives them a 
$2,000-$3,000 deposit and they walk, this won’t help the person? 
 
Director Frey – In that case you have either a criminal or civil matter there depending on the 
circumstances. 
 
Councilman Van Ho moved to close debate, Councilwoman Minarik seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to suspend the rules, Councilman Gilliham seconded.  Yeas:  
Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman, Van Ho, 
        Holzheimer Gail 
Passed. 
 
  Ord. (146-10) First Reading 
Special Purpose Ordinance:  Flood Damage Reduction.  (Sponsored by Councilperson Van Ho by request 
of Service Director) 
 
Councilman Gilliham moved for passage, Councilwoman Scarniench seconded. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – This is a first reading and we do have to do three readings.  Law Director 
Frey any comments? 
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Director Frey – Asst. Director Bock is spearheading this and would become our flood plain administrator 
as a result of this.  This is required by ODNR and we do have to go through the three readings and then 
we will have to post the enacted legislation at numerous places around the city or pay to print this is an ad 
and I don’t want to do that.  We’ll post it but we do need to go through the three readings.  We don’t 
really need a discussion tonight. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Would it be possible to get a summary of this at some point before the third 
reading?  I know several folks have tried to read through it and weren’t quite sure. 
 
Director Frey – It was fascinating reading.  Sure, we’ll get a summary of this.   
 
Councilman Wojtila – In addition to a summary, I think what will be helpful if we can identify the flood 
plain areas that we have to see what kind of impact it does have on the city.   
 
Asst. Director Bock – There’s approximately 4 areas that are in flood zones.  The biggest is Euclid Creek 
and there are other areas but none of them have homes on them and none are really build able at this time.  
Anything can be done, but there’s just those four areas at this time. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Would it be possible to have a map or something that shows those areas? 
 
Asst. Director Bock – I have all the maps available and I can make a small one showing the city and 
special areas. 
 
First Reading. 
 
  Ord. (155-10) First Reading Rezoning Public Hearing  
An ordinance rezoning parcels at 26620-26670 Lakeland Blvd., P.P. #s 648-12-002; 648-12-005; 648-12-
006 and 648-12-008, from U-5 to U-6)  (Sponsored by Planning & Zoning Commission) 
 
Councilwoman Jones moved for passage, Councilman Scarniench seconded. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – This is a rezoning which requires three readings. This is the first hearing, the 
public hearing will be October 18th, not the 8th, 2010; October 18, 2010.  Any comments? 
 
Director Pietravoia – We’ll provide the Planning & Zoning report at the time of the public hearing.  This 
is an unusual circumstance where a significant part of our industrial corridor is zoned commercial rather 
than industrial.  It happens to have some of the heaviest industries in the city on it.  We’re looking to 
correct that and we’ll explain further at the public hearing. 
 
First Reading. 
 
  Ord. 114-2010 (140-10) Bids Asphalt 
An ordinance authorizing the Director of Public Service of the City of Euclid to enter into a contract(s), 
after advertising for bids, for the City’s requirements of Asphalt (Hot Mix Cold Mix) for the year 2011.  
(Sponsored by Councilman Wojtila by request of Service Director) 
 
Councilman Wojtila moved for passage, Councilman O’Neill seconded.   
 
Director Smith – I’m requesting your authorization to solicit bids and enter into a contract thereafter for 
the supply of our hot mix and cold mix asphalt for the year 2011 for use by the Streets & Sewers Dept.  
For your awareness in 2010 to-date we have utilized 741 tons of hot mix at a cost of approximately 
$42,000 and 296 tons of cold mix at a cost of $29,700.   
 
Councilman Gilliham – Director Smith, hot mix you said it was 741 tons at how much was the amount? 
 
Director Smith – The cost was $41,493.13. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – I thought you said $410,00 and I was like wait a minute.  Thank you for lowering 
my anxiety. 
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Councilwoman Scarniench moved to close debate, Councilman Gilliham seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilwoman Jones moved to suspend the rules, Councilwoman Minarik seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:   Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman, Van Ho, 
        Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
 
  Ord. 115-2010 (141-10)  Bids Uniforms 
An ordinance authorizing the Director of Public Service of the City of Euclid to enter into a contract, after 
advertising for bids, for uniforms for the years 2011 and 2012. (Sponsored by Mayor Cervenik and 
Councilperson Wojtila by request of Service Director) 
 
Councilman Wojtila moved for passage, Councilman Gilliham seconded. 
 
Director Smith – As indicated, I am once again requesting your authorization to solicit bids and enter into 
a contract thereafter for the supply of uniforms for the years 2011 and 2012.  Uniforms are provided to 
various employees within the service departments based upon contract agreement.  The estimated yearly 
cost for this service is in the approximate amount of $6,750.  Thank you once again. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – Can you explain why we would take funds from Community Block Grant to 
pay for uniforms? 
 
Director Frey – Block Grant is the Weatherization crew.   
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to close debate, Councilwoman Minarik seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilman O’Neill moved to suspend the rules, Councilman Wojtila seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman, Van Ho, 
        Holzheimer Gail 
Passed. 
 
  Ord. 116-2010 (142-10) Contract Cargill Salt Extension 
An ordinance authorizing the Director of Public Service of the City of Euclid to extend the existing 
contract with Cargill Salt, 24950 Country Club Boulevard, Suite 450, North Olmsted, Ohio 44070, for 
one year from November 1, 2010 thru October 31, 2011. (Sponsored by Councilman Wojtila by request of 
Service Director) 
 
Councilman Wojtila moved for passage, Councilman Langman seconded. 
 
Director Smith – The Mayor had indicated the season is rapidly approaching and at this time I am 
requesting your authorization to extend the existing contract with Cargill salt for a one year period ending 
October 31, 2011.  Prices will be adjusted by a 3% increase.  As you are probably aware, salt supplies and 
prices have fluctuated greatly in recent years. During this time Cargill satisfied our needs and also 
maintained fair pricing.  Based upon same, it is my recommendation that the Cargill salt contract be 
extended for this one year period. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik moved to close debate, Councilwoman Scarniench seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilman Van Ho moved to suspend the rules, Councilman Langman seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman, Van Ho, 
       Holzheimer Gail 
Passed. 
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  Ord. 117-2010 (136-10)  Waste Containers Capacity  
An ordinance amending Section 941.04 of the Streets, Utilities and Public Services Code of the Codified 
Ordinances for the City of Euclid increasing the maximum size of waste containers from twenty gallon 
capacity to thirty-two gallon capacity. (Sponsored by Councilperson Van Ho) 
 
Councilman Van Ho moved for passage, Councilman Langman seconded. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – We need to pass this to reflect the new container sizes that are available.  Is there 
any basis, the one lady asked this evening about the fact that we were going to let these monster 
containers in?  Is there any downside to that? 
 
Director Smith – When this request first came before me, I did do some research and checked at the local 
store with regards to what I would consider an appropriate container size.  The 20 gallon it is currently 
specified in the ordinance does seem to be outdated, it is a relatively small cam.  On the other end of the 
spectrum, some of the larger cans seems to be over kill.  We checked with J&J our current contract 
vendor for garbage collection and they also had some concerns with any can size larger than the one 
specified in this particular ordinance and they had several different reasons for that.  This just seemed to 
be the appropriate sized can at this time. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – They were okay with the change to 32 gallons, but not bigger than that? 
 
Director Smith – That’s correct.  Not a larger, they felt there would be some routine damage with the 
larger whether it be with the wheels coming off, people trying to overload the cans size, because the 
weight requirement is still in effect. 
 
Director Frey – That was my point.  We did not amend the weight.  The maximum load in that can is still 
65 pounds.   
 
Councilman Van Ho – So we’re just simply coming into the 21st Century with this.   
  
Councilman Gilliham – Did J&J Refuse have any concerns about currently we’re at 20 gallons but by 
going to 32 gallons, have they had any concerns about the possibility of residents with larger trash cans 
stuffing them beyond the normal load? 
 
Director Smith – I would say at this time it would appear that perhaps 60-70% are already utilizing can 
sizes larger than 20 gallons.  This is more of bringing the ordinance up to what people are currently using 
with the 32 gallon size. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – It would read a maximum of 32 gallons, not that we have to standardize 32 
gallons across the city, correct? 
 
Director Smith – Correct. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – We will not be requiring anyone to purchase new garbage cans because of 
this. 
 
Councilman Van Ho moved to close debate, Councilman Gilliham seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to suspend the rules, Councilwoman Jones seconded.  Yeas:  
Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman, Van Ho, 
       Holzheimer Gail 
Passed. 
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   Res. 118-2010 (154-10) Moratorium Internet Sweepstake Cafes 
A resolution placing a temporary moratorium on the issuance of Occupancy Permits for a main or 
accessory use for the operation of Internet Sweepstake Cafes’ or any business devoting floor area to 
internet-based sweepstakes marketing or retailing in all Zoning Use Districts as detailed in Part Thirteen 
of the Planning and Zoning Code of the Codified Ordinances of the City of Euclid, in order that the 
Planning and Zoning Commission and the Council of the City of Euclid undertake a study of the zoning 
code with respect to Internet or Sweepstake Cafes’ while preserving the status quo. (Sponsored by Mayor 
Cervenik and Councilpersons Gilliham and Jones) 
 
Councilwoman Jones moved for passage, Councilman Langman seconded. 
 
Director Frey – We have had numerous inquiries into the Internet Cafes or Sweepstake cafes operators 
wanting to locate in the City of Euclid.  We know that there are several in nearby communities.  
Essentially what these entities are is you go in, pay money and buy some type of a card or device and it 
allows you to access through one of 40 terminals, seems to be the model in a particular location, you can 
access the internet.  You can access and go to your AOL account, or gmail account, or can send or receive 
faxes, you probably could use internet telephone services, but the reality is what people use these for is to 
play essentially slot machine games over the internet.   
  In fact there was an article I read today in the New York Times in May where one individual spent 
about $6,000 in a month’s time in this.  They are essentially video gaming devices. They do not have a 
cash pay out, they have a nominal prize pay out for winning, but for every dollar that is spent on buying 
this air time, you have an entry into a sweepstake.  It is the sweepstake, not connected to your ability to 
play the games, but into your purchasing, that generates the larger winnings.  You’re buying essentially a 
chance at a winning.  That is what the organization is that typically provide food and beverages in a 
storefront location that will have 40 or so stations established in it.   
  There is a single case out of the Toledo Municipal Court and that’s all the case law that we’re 
aware of in the State of Ohio at this point that indicated that Court’s opinion that the disconnection if you 
will, between the playing of the video game and the sweepstakes makes it not a gambling device under 
the Ohio Revised Code.  The Ohio Attorney General has declined to weigh-in and leaving it to the 
communities to make that determination.  There’s a great deal of debate as to whether or not these are 
legal or illegal gambling devices, but suffice to say, at this point no Court has ruled them to be an illegal 
gambling device, the Attorney General has declined to offer an opinion on that matter, so it is left to the 
individual communities to decide.  
  What we are asking for in this first piece of legislation is for us to put a hold on the presentment to 
Planning & Zoning of Use District Exceptions for this business model until such time as Planning & 
Zoning and City Council can look to see if they’re an appropriate business type in the city and if they are 
where they should be located and any other restrictions relative to the zoning or land use that would apply 
to that business type.  That’s why we’re asking for the moratorium. 
  The second piece is a fairly comprehensive piece of legislation that would regulate the business if 
we decide to permit it in the city.  I know that we have established moratoriums in the past on various 
business types.  Councilman Langman proposed several years ago moratorium on used car lots, that one 
was for a two year period.  I know we had moratorium at one point on adult entertainment while we 
worked on trying to craft that chapter of our code.  It is a legitimate use of a tool to maintain the status 
quo while you try to figure out and deal with and regulate a business model that we’re not otherwise 
accustomed to.  We would ask for your support on the moratorium. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – I know that I had originally asked to be part of the sponsoring of this with Mayor 
Cervenik and Councilwoman Jones.  I did some research over the weekend and I inquired through the city 
and while there is no issue with this business at this time, the Attorney General has not commented, nor 
has the State deemed this illegal, we have one precedent.  I have a concern about the possibility of 
sponsoring a moratorium when we already have a system in place. 
  Initially I wanted to sponsor this because of the number of applications and also where they were 
targeting specific areas, based upon not just Euclid but other cities as well.  But I’ve also seen operations 
in other parts on Richmond Rd. and also on Chardon, where they seem to operate quite well.   
  My concern is that with this moratorium, if an individual owns a building, they have a right to put 
a business in there.  My concern is that we could possibly end up in, not guarantying or denying, litigation 
if an owner of a building wants to actually put this business in their building, versus a tenant who wants to 
come into the city. 
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  My suggestion is, at this point I strike myself from sponsoring the Resolution (154-10) for the 
moratorium.  I am in agreement with regulating these particular businesses because I do feel that we have 
the responsibility to.  In regards to the court case that Director Frey has talked about, it was determined 
that the business was not illegal and cities have the right to regulate that.  I support regulating the 
business, but I do have a concern down the road, if we were ever to get involved with a primary owner 
who wants to put this into their building because legally it is their building as long as they’re up to code 
and they’re paying their taxes, we’re restricting how they can use that building in that capacity.  We have 
already precedent in our city where a company had came in, Planning & Zoning denied the appeal after 
Commissioner Beno denied it, and we’re at this point now. 
  What that leads me to believe is that Council should step up their obligation to quote/unquote, help 
the Mayor regulate this particular business because we do have a process in place.  We’ve had an 
application, they were not granted a Use District Exception, so those are my comments.  I just wanted to 
put that out there clearly.  I didn’t want to make a decision that I could probably regret later personally in 
the sense of whether this was a conscience thing to go or whether this was the fair thing to do.  Any 
individual that owns a business in this city that is vacant, and they want to make a determination on how 
they want to utilize that building, there’s a possibility that we could face some adverse action from them, 
not guaranteed and I’ve heard that there hasn’t been a law suit, but I don’t want to necessarily be a part of 
that situation as a sponsor but I agree to regulate this particular business.  Those are my comments. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – Speaking on the moratorium first, I do agree with putting this in place so that we 
can look and see.  Opening up this type of business, I would like to see what areas it is going to be 
opening up first.  I don’t want to just say it will be five of them within a block span of it.  So I would like 
to be able to evaluate that with our zoning code to determine how close each one of these internet café 
businesses can be to each other.  Also the proximity it can be to other businesses that may not fit into the 
style of this type of business; I’m speaking of daycares and such as that. 
  One thing I would like to see changed is in Section 2, it mentions that moratorium shall be in 
effect for the period of one year.  I would like to see that changed to six months, so we can be more 
aggressively looking at this issue and determining what types of changes that we do need to make.  Law 
Director Frey, if there were reasons why you wanted a year, then I’m open to listening to those.  I would 
like to change it to the six months, but I am in favor for at least getting this part in place so we can start 
that process in figuring out where these types of businesses can be located. 
 
Director Frey – First of all it is important that we give the moratorium a termination date.  So again with 
the used cars we did a two year moratorium, which is probably the outer-end of how long you can go.  We 
do have language in this legislation that would allow City Council much sooner than one year to revoke 
the moratorium or end it if you achieve the results and determine, for instance, if you determine, yes it is a 
business model we’re going to allow, here is the zoning district and here are the appropriate zoning type 
restrictions, parking, access sort of things, you can end the moratorium.  It could be three months if you 
concluded the work.  Planning & Zoning only meets once a month.  That process, the interface with 
Planning & Zoning and City Council usually takes some period of time.  There’s not a magic to it, I just 
think one year is an aggressive timeframe, but I also recognize that if it is done before that, City Council 
can lift the moratorium at any time. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – At the Planning & Zoning meeting, because they turned it down, the precedent 
has already been set, yes that we cannot have internet sweepstakes in the city until we figure it out.  I’m 
wondering about this particular piece.  P&Z has already said we don’t have anything about this, we need 
to put it into the zoning code.  So I’m questioning if the precedent has been set, is this pretty much to give 
a heads up to businesses that may want to come into Euclid saying look there’s already a moratorium 
here, don’t waste your time until we figure that out, is that what the purpose is for? 
 
Director Frey – Precisely the purpose of it, yes. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – It would prevent P&Z from having to hear, request after request after 
request.  This sets the stage that we’re not going to hear your request until we determine where it fits in 
our zoning code, if it fits in our zoning code. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – Personally I don’t gamble, this is not something that I’m attracted to and I have 
some reservations on maybe the people that can least afford to go to these things are going to utilize them.  
Being that said, and setting that aside, this is so far, it is deemed a legal business in the State of Ohio.  I 
don’t know that we can stop it entirely, but I certainly think that we can take a step back, look at the 
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broader picture and maybe there’s areas in the city that is well suited for this type of business.  I have 
some concerns with, if it is near an alcohol establishment.  Are these things allowed to be inside a 
restaurant that serves alcohol or a bar?  I don’t know.  I’m not familiar with that.  I think on Chardon 
Road outside of Euclid, there’s one right next to a restaurant that does sell alcohol.  I do have some 
concerns, again not a place that I use, but being that said, if it is a legal business, I don’t think we can stop 
them but we certainly could take a look at where they’re better suited to open up.  Next to a school or a 
daycare or something like that, I would have some concerns about that.  It is a new business coming to the 
city, maybe it needs to be regulated a little bit closer.  I certainly would support six months to a year 
moratorium so we can take a better look at what is going on.  Thank you. 
 
Councilman Langman – Law Director Frey, did I hear you right in your opening comments that, if 
someone just goes in there and they only want to check their email or whatever with this card that they 
will be eligible for the sweepstake? 
 
Director Frey – Again, I’m not the operator of the business establishment and those businesses will 
establish their rules.  But the one example that I read, you came in, you bought a card and you instantly 
got 5 chances toward the sweepstake.  The problem is, that people are not limiting themselves as the one 
officer in the article said, I can get internet access for $25 a month, I don’t need to be spending $2,000 and 
if I am, I’m not doing it for internet access. 
 
Councilman Langman – So you can visit the public library.  It is really driven to get people to buy more 
and more of these cards. 
 
Director Frey – Yes, or put more money on the cards, however the plan is set up, yes.  So the more you 
buy, the more chances you get at the sweepstakes. 
 
Councilman Langman – Any familiarity on the odds?   
 
Director Frey – I don’t know. 
 
Councilman Langman – Is it lottery-type odds or even worse? 
 
Director Frey – I don’t know how many chances there are, I don’t know that. 
 
Councilman Langman – You can put all the terms you want, it doesn’t change what it is.  It doesn’t mean 
that it is illegal or anything like Councilman O’Neill said.  But regarding the moratorium itself, I tend to 
favor this so we can take a thorough look at how these businesses operate, what clientele they might draw, 
what type of business area they might go in.  You mentioned a used car moratorium, I think we did that in 
2004.  I know that was part of the overall comprehensive review of our zoning code.  Did we ever get any 
legal issues, or did we ever get sued over that particular matter?   
 
Director Frey – No we did not.  I’m sure there were business operators who felt their particular location 
was ideal and ought to be allowed but we were not challenged on the moratorium. 
 
Councilman Langman – I know I talked to one who thought they had the perfect spot for that particular 
set up.  Also, can we outright ban this type of industry?  I know we ban other types of businesses we 
deem undesirable, could we ban this type of business? 
 
Director Frey – That would probably bring the challenge that Councilman Gilliham is talking about.  That 
is more likely to bring it.  On the other hand, giving ourselves a little bit of time to review the landscape 
here, we may find that either the State legislature or some other court of competent jurisdiction makes a 
determine contrary to that from the Toledo Municipal Court.  First of all that court case is not binding; 
any place outside of the jurisdiction of that court.  It has not affect, it is precedent.  As lawyers we like to 
argue, I have a case that upholds the business model, but it is not binding outside that court’s jurisdiction. 
 
Councilman Langman – Perhaps ban is to harsh of a term because I know we prohibit industries like 
tattoo parlors, adult entertainment, billboard type signs, so on and so forth.  So could we prohibit it, or is it 
really semantics? 
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Director Frey – If we can establish that it is not in the interest of the health and welfare of the city, we 
could more strictly regulate it.  The more regulation going towards an outright ban, the stronger evidence 
we need to show that it is detrimental to the welfare of the community.   
 
Councilman Langman – So it almost becomes like an alcohol liquor permit. 
 
Director Frey – More of the ban, the higher the degree of evidence of its harm. 
 
Councilman Langman – Thank you and I support this legislation. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – First of all, I’d like to have my name added to this as a sponsor.  Second of all the 
tax implications of this Law Director; if someone goes into one of these in our city and wins the 
sweepstakes, do we get the tax? 
 
Director Frey – It is taxable, yes. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – You say we’re up against a wall of pretty steep proof if we try to prohibit it, is that 
correct? 
 
Director Frey – Unless there is a determination by the State legislature or an opinion from a court that 
holds that these are not lawful business enterprises but are in fact, gambling.  That sentiment is out there, 
believe me, there is a large segment of the communities that hold that to be the case.  At some point that’s 
going to get resolved through the court process or the legislative process and there will be a determination 
that it is either a lawful business venture or it is not.  Up until that point in time, the communities that say 
it is not, run the risk of being challenged on that. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – I think this is a good idea.  What zoning is is restricting certain uses to 
certain areas.  If somebody who owns a building is not free to use it however they want.  They’re free to 
use it in the zoning that it is located in.  Just because somebody owns a building does not mean they can 
put anything they want there.  I believe Planning & Zoning, we spent a lot of time going through our 
zoning code recently and we have allowed uses and we have uses that could be exemptions or exceptions.  
Planning & Zoning I believe did not feel this was an allowed use in that area and that’s what they based 
their decision on, if I’m correct, Director Pietravoia. 
 
Director Pietravoia – They ruled that Commissioner Beno’s decision was correct that the use was not 
allowed.  They had to determine whether his decision was arbitrary or capricious and they found that it 
was not and they agreed with him.  If they had not agreed with him, they would have gone forward and 
then asked for a UDE.  It still would have required a Use district exception. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – I was at a meeting, Senator Nina Turner held with Council Presidents from 
the area in her district and this issue actually came up from several of the council people who have them 
in their district.  They’ve already indicated that there’s additional problems in regard to parking, extra 
traffic and congestion, to early to say about criminal activity, but they are seeing some problems with 
additional traffic congestion.  So I think it is important for us to look at where we put them.  Not saying 
that we won’t allow them, but where we put them and making some regulations.  I think a year is fair if 
we can be quicker than that, we certainly will try that.  It makes sense, just as we did with adult 
entertainment, just as we did with used car lots, we have a say in where they would be allowed to go for 
the betterment of our community.  Any additional questions?  It is a resolution so I will take a motion to 
close debate. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to close debate, Councilwoman Minarik seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer 
        Gail. 
       Nay:    Gilliham 
Passed. 
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  Ord. (148-10) Code Chapter Sweepstakes Terminal Cafe 
An ordinance enacting Chapter 705, Entitled “Sweepstakes Terminal Cafés” of the Business Regulation 
and Taxation Chapter of the Codified Ordinances of the City of Euclid.  (Sponsored by Mayor Cervenik) 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved for passage, Councilwoman Jones seconded. 
 
Director Frey – We’d ask that this be placed in committee and I presume Executive Finance waiting for a 
determination on the first instance on the issue of the zoning. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – Wouldn’t we just send this to P&Z, so they can go over it first? 
 
Director Frey – This is not a P&Z.  This is the licensing.  Planning & Zoning won’t have this as far as, 
they can refer to it as we have some of the restriction in location for instance.  But if Planning & Zoning 
and city council ultimately adopts a location code that’s different from this, then we would need to amend 
this and it would be appropriate to do that in a committee setting. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved Ord. (148-10) to the Executive & Finance Committee.  Councilman 
O’Neill seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman, Van Ho, 
      Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
 
  Ord. 119-2010 (151-10)  Press Box Fire Damage Payment 
An emergency ordinance authorizing the Director of Finance of the City of Euclid to make payment to 
Americon Disaster Recovery Specialists, for the emergency board up, demolition and removal of the fire 
damaged press box structure and bleachers at the Paul Serra Field in Municipal Park in the amount of 
$49,984.76, which is being offset by insurance proceeds in the amount of $39,987.52.  (Sponsored by 
Mayor Cervenik) 
 
Councilman O’Neill moved for passage, Councilwoman Scarniench seconded. 
 
Director Frey – I should have known better than to put three things from me on the agenda in order.  I 
won’t make that mistake again; put one of Frank’s pieces in between.  We already have the $39,000 
roughly $40,000 in the insurance proceeds are in.  We need to pay the invoice to the demolition company.  
Our net is our deductible or our out of pocket of $10,000 for the unfortunate damage that was caused to 
the press box and equipment at Diamond 1 or Paul Serra field.  We have not determined yet the 
appropriate construction project to replace that; that is still in the planning process.  This invoice 
represented the emergency board up and then the removal of the damaged structure and the bleachers and 
the other items once cleared and released by fire, police and the insurance company. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Chief Repicky, can we ask, was there, has anyone been caught? 
 
Chief Repicky – Unfortunately no, but it is still under investigation. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Are we responsible for the cost to rebuild something?  Or will insurance help 
cover that? 
 
Director Frey – We have insurance on building, insurance will help with the cost of the rebuild, yes. 
 
Councilman Van Ho 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, Van Ho, Holzheimer 
       Gail. 
Passed. 
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  Ord. 120-2010 (158-10)  Transfer of Funds from Peterson to Waste Water 
An emergency ordinance providing for the transfer of funds from the Peterson Fund (515) to the Waste 
Water Fund (510) in the amount of Seven Hundred Forty Nine Thousand Six Hundred Forty Dollars 
($749,640.00).  (Sponsored by Mayor Cervenik) 
 
Councilman Gilliham moved for passage, Councilwoman Scarniench seconded. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – I sent you an email this morning concerning this matter and first I want to apologize 
for some of the miss spellings and the spell checks that took Maximus and made it Maximums and a few 
other things in here as well.  But, during the 2009 audit, it came to the attention of Maximus that a certain 
percentage of debt service that really belonged in the Peterson Fund was actually being charged to the 
Waste Water Fun (510) which is a system wide account.  In addition after reviewing the Euclid Avenue 
Sewer Project in the amount of $364,944 it was determined that although there was some benefit to the 
outside communities, the great majority of the benefit was to the Euclid system itself and therefore should 
not have been charged to the 510 account which our outside communities use as well.   
  Having been aware of this, we felt it was prudent at the first council meeting to ask for this 
transfer from 515 Peterson Account which is our local account into the 510 fund.  In past years when 
items like this happened and there was a determination or a re-determination of where the job really 
belonged, it was simply handled by a journal entry.  Since the State Auditor two years ago said any 
transfer of funds must be okay’d by Council and since the money did come out of one fund into another, 
we need your permission to transfer it back.  This amount needs to be put back into the 510 fund which is 
the fund that handles all the system wide work that Wickliffe, Willowick and other outside cities pay for.  
We want to make that fund whole. 
  I also mentioned, I know there’s been some talk of problems at the plant, the problems that I 
mentioned here is were in the paper a few weeks ago.  We have got a, which is unrelated to the transfer by 
the way.  We have a half a million dollar drop in revenue each year for the last two years and we expect 
the same this year.  Cleveland Water just had an article in the paper how they have had a tremendous drop 
in consumption as well.  Our sewer bill is based upon water consumption.  That’s the number of mcf’s of 
water we use, that’s how we charge for sewer.  We’ve had $450,000 of long term control fees in the prior 
year and also another, we had $700,000 roof replacement and then because of the drop in revenue, we’ve 
had about a $1. 8 million debt service in the 510 account not covered by the revenue coming in.  Those 
are items we hope to talk about, we should expect a Maximus report sometime next week.  I would like 
the Council Chairman to have the appropriate committee chair or the Executive Committee, to hold a 
meeting so that both Robert Fink from Maximus as well as CT can explain some of these issues and also 
talk about the affects and possible ramifications of the US EPA Consent Decree which we are getting 
closer to settling.  It is a number that’s still in flux, it is certainly not the maybe $200 million that we 
thought it was, but it is still going to be a very, very significant number we think when all is said and 
done. The important thing tonight for this legislation is to have the dollars in the correct funds and this is 
what this legislation is all about.   
 
President Holzheimer Gail – I know I asked you this earlier, this will not impact, we have Peterson Fund, 
we have projects scheduled out for several years, this will not impact projects that we had funded or had 
planned to do? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – We will do those projects.  More than likely when the final audit report comes out and 
we discuss with Mr. Fink and CT, we will probably spread some of those projects out a little farther.  
Most of those will be Issue 1 projects, out of the Peterson Fund comes Issue 1. 
We’ve been very, I guess fortunate to receive the Issue 1 funds projects that we have, but we’re going to 
take on a tact of asking for more grant money, free money rather than no interest loans, because that 
greatly affects how this fund operates as well.  We probably will pull back on a number of the Issue 1 
funding.  The other projects we have, the normal capital, the waterline funds, those will continue as 
planned. 
  We do have some revenue problems.  Originally on the draft report it was recommended that we 
may need to increase our rates in 2011 but they did not take into account because they were unaware of it 
the ARA money we’re receiving, the Cleveland Waterline reimbursements we’re receiving, as well as the 
fact that we expect to finish somewhere between a half a million and seven hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars ahead of budget in 2010.  There will not be a rate increase needed in 2011, but we do have to start 
talking about it in the future as to whether we want, the last time we raised them, it was a pretty large 
chunk.  We may want to start looking at raising them in smaller increments as it goes on, but that’s a 
conversation that we really need Mr. Fink and CT Consultants for as well. 
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  It is just very important for me to keep credibility with the outside users of our system that we 
keep the balances and the funds correct and the proper dollars in each one. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Do we need to make any changes to prevent this from happening in the 
future? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – We will probably have to look at it a little bit closer.  Except for 2008, we were talking 
about 1-2% total debt service is what 2007 through 2005 encumbered.  It is a small number, but now that 
we are aware of it, that will be part of the audit, it is not really an audit, it is a rate setting audit, that they 
will examine those items much more closely.  The jobs, a lot of it is you’ve got Community Development 
working on one job or being a part of that job and Service on another and then EPA and CT.  Some of 
these jobs that have portions that might be chargeable, some to 510, some to 515.  We’ve got to be very 
sure before we set the funding mechanism and borrow the money.  We know exactly where that money 
should be coming out of.  We will be looking much closer at that in the future. 
 
Councilman Wojtila – The debt service that we’re transferring, I’m just curious why there is such a jump 
in 2008? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – The $201,104? 
 
Councilman Wojtila – Yes.  In 2009, we don’t have a debt service for 2009? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – I’m not sure why it went up that much in 2008.  When we get the final report I will 
know.  I did have a sheet that showed which projects that came out.  It is my gut instinct that in 2008, the 
first debt payment for a project done in the future was taken out of 510, that’s why it is so large.  I will 
find that out for you and get back to you but that is my gut instinct that 2008 was the first year that a debt 
payment was made; that a project was finished in 2007 and we start the debt service 2008, when in fact 
that debt payment should have been charged to 515 rather than 510.   
 
Councilwoman Minarik – So these amounts that we have, these are the debt service or this is the amount 
that was leverage to generate loans and we still have to come up with the debt service on them? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – This is the amount of debt service that was taken out of fund 510, which is the system 
wide account that really should have been taken out of 515.  
 
Councilwoman Minarik – So we used Waste water to borrow money for projects by mistake? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – Yes.  I would say that’s the best way to do that, yes. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Okay, because they had “x” number of dollars in place, we were able to use that 
money to leverage debt? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – That service really should not have been taken out of 510, it should have been taken 
out of 515. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – If this went back as far as 2005, Maximus has been doing annual audits? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – Yes. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Do you know why it took them so long to discover this misappropriation? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – When you’re talking about millions of dollars in debt service, $65,000; $58,000 and 
$60,000 might not be detectable because there’s a limit set for, as to what they consider, I can’t think of 
the word right now.  But it is a small amount to the whole thing.  I think what really triggered it in 2008 
was the $201,000 and that is where Maximus said okay we’ve got to examine the debt schedule.  The 
gentleman that used to sit with me, next to me, is not here any more, but that’s a question that we would 
want to ask Mr. Fink when he’s here with Maximus, he’s the CPA for Maximus. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Is there any other money that may have also been misappropriated then from 
Waste Water or is this pretty much it? 
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Mayor Cervenik – I would say there is none because he did a very exhaustive review; that’s part of the 
reason the report has been delayed so long.  I think he went back seven years to make sure, examined the 
different jobs that we have and also the debt service payments to make sure  that this was it. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Okay, I pulled out the sheets from the budget from 2009 and 2010.  At that 
time, because my concern now is Peterson.  At the projected balance December 31, 2009 Peterson was 
$17,755 the projected balance this year in Peterson is going to be $89,695 at the end of the year.  What 
happens, we’re asking for $749,000 to be transferred to Peterson but is the money there? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – Yes, the money is there.  We did receive the ARA money, like I mentioned earlier. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – What’s the ARA? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – American Recovery Act.  We received $670,000 for the Dille Road 204 Project.  The 
money is there to do that.  As I said earlier, in the audit at the time, that was not taken into effect nor was 
the Cleveland Water reimbursement which should be about almost a million dollars is going to be in there 
that was not included in the revenue going into Peterson.  Peterson is still okay, but we’ve got to watch, 
we’ve got to slow down a little bit on the expenditures in Peterson.  We do have the funds to make this 
transfer.  We need to have the funds to make this transfer because the transfer is the proper and 
appropriate thing to do. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – How much is left over from the ARRA, that was Dille Road project and then 
there’s money left over then and that’s what we’re putting into Peterson? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – No actually we’re transferring a little bit more than the ARA’s money.  That ARA 
money about $100,000. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Then we’re taking money from the waterline fund and putting that into 
Peterson?  No, we’re putting that into the Waste Water?  We’re using other funds to bring up the Waste 
Water Treatment balance? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – No, the ARRA dollars were part of the reimbursement of the Peterson project.  What 
we are doing is taking money that came out of the Waste Water treatment fund, 510, to pay debt and to do 
one job that really should have come out of the Peterson funds.  We are correcting the problem. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – I understand that part.  It says, although the draft report recommended a rate 
increase for 2011, is that an operations rate increase that the draft report was? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – Yes. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Then if we use the waterline reimbursements and the ARRA grant money, the 
operating rates will remain the same.  Which I’m assuming then we’re putting from waterline and ARRA 
into the Waste Water Treatment Fund, 510? 
 
Mayor Cervenik- No, those are going, the audit where he made the recommendation that the rates would 
have to go up, they did not include the ARRA money, nor did it include the almost $1 million of 
reimbursement that Peterson is going to receive for the waterline projects that were strictly Euclid jobs 
that we paid the waterline and they are reimbursing us for that.  Those amounts were not included and 
therefore the cash balance that we are actually going to have in Peterson are higher than he originally had 
on the draft report, which is why we sent the draft report back again to be revised.  In addition to that, we 
expect to be anywhere from $500,000-$750,000 to the good of 2010’s budget and he has to make 
adjustments to that because he used the, he took the $500,000-$750,000 and put it into next year’s figures 
instead of reducing what will go into spend next year. 
  The numbers he has, that’s why the report is being revised.  When we have the meeting, he will be 
able to explain it much clearer than I am.   
 
Councilwoman Minarik – I hope so. 
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Mayor Cervenik – It is a very complicated system and there’s debt service from various areas. We’ve got 
the infrastructure plan, we’ve got the Cleveland Waterline plan, we’ve got the Peterson and we’ve got the 
Waste Water.  A lot of those jobs intermingle.  Just tonight we talked about the work on the corner of 222 
and Bliss Lane.  We have money coming from five different sources. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – I understand.  I guess my concern is I want to make sure that the Peterson Fund 
is fully funded, that’s my concern because we always seem to spend a ton of it on projects.  I want to 
make sure that by pulling this money out, the projects are going to go forward because you also indicated 
that some of the projects are going to be delayed.  That brings up another concern that when we receive 
grants, loans, low interest loans for Issue 1 projects.  Because we basically screwed up on this and now 
we have to hold back on some projects, will that impact the State granting us future projects because 
they’re going to question well you guys didn’t have the money, we could have awarded these projects to 
someone else that could have completed them.  That’s my concern is that will this hurt. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – I will tell you that the City of Euclid has a history and will continue to have a history 
of the city that they call up and say hey, other cities messed up, you want to take another job.  We will 
handle this so that there is no ill-effect based upon Issue 1 or any other grant monies that we receive.  As I 
emailed you, we are inline to receive an additional $1.1 million for another sewer project that would be in 
the Peterson Fund as well.  It is sort of in Congress right now in one of their bills and we will get that.  
There will be no harm to our credibility.  In fact that we’re taking this step immediately upon finding out 
about it will actually raise our credibility.  That’s why I did not want to wait 2-3 meetings before we 
discussed the Maximus report.  It is very important to me that we make sure that the dollars that belong in 
each of the two funds are there.  If in fact Peterson could not afford to transfer this money into 510, I 
would say then we need to raise the rates to do that.  But we do not need to do that at this time. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – How much is currently in Peterson? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – I don’t have the balances of Peterson, I think it’s about $2.1 million.  Again that has to 
be worked by Maximus again, that will be their presentation. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – How much currently is in Waste Water? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – That will be in the Maximus report.  All I needed to address tonight and maybe I went 
to far in the email to talk about some of the other problems just to try to prepare you for some of the 
things we need to deal with is that we have allocated $750,000 out of Waste Water Fund that should have 
been taken from Peterson’s fund.  I want to rectify that action tonight.  It is important that we do ….. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – That’s just a concern of mine that it has taken four years to find that we’ve been 
doing this.  Which makes me wonder is there other stuff that we’re using Waste Water Treatment for that 
we shouldn’t do? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – I think you asked me that a minute ago and I will tell you that the auditor went through 
a very thorough examination and feels that this is the correct amount that needs to be transferred to the 
other system.  This has been done before.  There’s been changes in job allocations before and it was just 
rectified by a journal entry.  The auditor would come in and he would say this job is really a Euclid job 
not a city wide and a journal entry would be made during the audit and it would appear on the final report.  
We don’t want to have an audit finding against us by not having council approve a transfer.  This is not 
the first time it happened.  I certainly hope under my watch it never happens again.  I’m quite sure that the 
new Finance Director and I will sit down and be absolutely sure that this never happens again.  In the 
meantime, today’s business is to rectify, restore what belongs in the Waste Water fund 510.   
 
President Holzheimer Gail – We can get into all the other questions when we have the Maximus come in 
and discuss the whole audit.  We’ll get a copy of that as soon as it is available.  Give Council plenty of 
time to look at it and have a meeting so we all have a chance to look at it first. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – I guess because there still are a lot of questions I have, so it probably isn’t 
going to happen, but since we’re supposed to be looking at the Maximus report this month anyway, I was 
hoping this could go into the Service Committee, we’ve waited 4-5 years before I think two more weeks 
wouldn’t hurt. 
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Mayor Cervenik – We didn’t wait 4-5 years.  We waited until the first, absolute first meeting of City 
Council to ask for this. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – When was this discovered? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – During the audit, it came to me about 60 days ago.  The numbers were finalized 60 
days ago, maybe a little longer, maybe a little shorter, I can find that out for you.   
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Did we have an audit last year from Maximus? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – This is a combined. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – The last audit we had was for 2007? 
 
Mayor Cervenik- Yes, it was issued in 2008.   
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Yes, issued in 2008 for 2007.  I thought by ordinance that we were supposed to 
get an annual audit from Maximus.  Why didn’t we get one for 2008? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – We will have to ask Maximus.  Maximus has done a tremendous amount of work 
going through actually to make sure that this number is right, which is probably a great deal of the reason 
that the report is delayed.   
 
Councilwoman Minarik – A year. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – We did not want to say okay it is $749,000 and next year say no it is $632,000 or no 
it’s two hundred.  We want right numbers, right figures.  The money in the Waste Water fund 510 is not 
just Euclid money.  It is also outside money.  About 50% of it is Euclid money. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – I think I’m understanding it so far.  I guess my last question now is to make 
sure the Waterline fund and the ARRA money left over from Dille, we’re also using, that’s staying in 
Waterline fund then?  Where is that money going? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – The ARRA money was reimbursement from a Peterson job.  So that went into 
Peterson.  But we will be using that money to go back to Waste Water.  That job and ARRA money has 
nothing to do with this debt service or the Euclid Ave. job, nothing whatsoever. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – But we are also transferring the then money from the Waterline fund?  Because 
in order to stabilize the operation rates, so we don’t have to have an increase, you mentioned the 
Waterline fund as well.  Does that mean we’re taking money from the Waterline fund also putting that 
into Waste Water?  If not, why do that mean the rates don’t have to increase, why did you bring that up in 
your email? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – The Cleveland Waterline program is a new program.  How that works is Cleveland 
reimburses either our Peterson Fund in this case for the waterline portion of the Peterson jobs.  Maximus 
did not include that nearly one million dollars in their initial analysis of the cash balance of Peterson.  
He’s back doing that now.   I probably should have just stopped at the second paragraph. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Okay, I think I understand, thank you for your patience. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – It’s okay, it is not an easy concept, it is very important we keep these funds accurate.  
The other thing I did mention was about the US EPA and monies used to work on this Consent Decree.  
The Consent Decree expenditures is a system wide expenditure that will be shared by all users of our 
system.  There are some people that felt that wasn’t appropriate.  It is absolutely, positively appropriate. 
There are going to be, whether we like it or not, changes made to our Treatment Plant and other items that 
will be shared equally amongst the users of our system.  That’s something that CT will be able to help us 
with when we sit down and talk. 
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Councilman Van Ho moved to close debate, Councilwoman Scarniench seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilwoman Jones moved to suspend the rules, Councilman Gilliham seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call: Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman, Van Ho, 
       Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
 

CEREMONIAL RESOLUTIONS 
Res. 103-2010 (139-10) Driftwood Gallery’s 50th Anniversary 

A resolution of recognition for Driftwood Gallery’s fifty years of service to the Euclid community.  
(Sponsored by Mayor Cervenik and Entire Council) 
  Res. 104-2010 (152-10) Euclid Panther Swim Team 
A resolution of congratulations to the Euclid Panther Swim Team for its outstanding performance in 
the 2010 Suburban Summer League Championships.   (Sponsored by Mayor Cervenik and Entire 
Council) 
  Res. 105-2010 (153-10)  Samantha Lisy Performance at Swim Meet 
A resolution of congratulations to Samantha Lisy for her outstanding performance in the 2010 USA 
Central Zone Championship Swim Meet in Lincoln, Nebraska. (Sponsored by Mayor Cervenik and 
Entire Council) 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved for passage, Councilman Gilliham seconded. 
 
Roll Call: Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman, Van Ho, 
       Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Mr. Tod Guntner – 21290 Edgecliff.  First of all I’d like to congratulate Driftwood Gallery, Euclid 
Panther Swim Team and Samantha Lisy on their achievements.  Next #4 for the Babbitt Road, Lake Shore 
improvements, because it is an emergency ordinance is it still going to be a 2010 project or will it be 
delayed until 2011? 
 
Director Pietravoia – The project did actually start today and the work contracting authority that was 
approved tonight will be part of the Fall construction season.   
 
Mr. Guntner – I would like a little brief history on handicap parking. Is there Euclid ordinances on that 
based on the ordinances of parking spaces per square footage of a building?  If not, is there State 
ordinances? 
 
Director Pietravoia – I believe the majority of the control for handicap parking comes through the review 
that is done through the Building Code perspective.  When plans are submitted and reviewed that require 
parking, they look to see that there are handicap spaces in an appropriate amount and location.  It is part 
of our site plan review done by CT Consultants. 
 
Mr. Vince Iosue – 374 E. 210.  I have question regarding the solid waste collection fee.  First bill, was 
billed to us due on June 1.  It is a bi-yearly thing.  Why is the second one due on 10-1 instead of 12-1?  I 
get billed for my life insurance twice a year in June and December.  I asked at the window and they told 
me to bring it up at the meeting.  I’m looking for an answer. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Thanks for staying with us for so long.  I’m sure you didn’t anticipate that. 
 
Mr. Iosue – To help you out, you paid the bill out of the wrong account and you’ve got to put the money 
back.   
 
Mayor Cervenik – Thank you.  We wanted to make sure that all the collections as well as delinquency 
collections would be achieved as much as possible by December 31st.  From here on end, starting in 2011, 
it will be on your real estate tax bill.  We didn’t want it carrying over into January and February.  We did 
a first half and a second half.  We didn’t want to do a full year, could have done the full year in June and 
we didn’t think that would be fair either, so we sort of split it up a little bit. 
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Mr. Iosue – I understand that but, bi-yearly is every six months.  You’re getting two months worth of 
interest out of all city, everyone in the city, is that what it is?  You’re getting it two months early, you’re 
getting it six months late but nevertheless. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – Many items such as cable bills and billed one month early and people don’t seem to 
mind.  We felt again it was appropriate since we were only doing the billing for one year to try and get all 
the delinquency billing cleared up before the end of the year and hence the earlier date the payment. 
 
Mr. Iosue – I see the City of Euclid is doing a pretty good job of repairing a lot of the roads, you see a lot 
of work in a lot of places.  I live in Euclid and work in Euclid.  Chardon Rd. between St. Paul’s church 
and the railroad tracks is ridiculous.  The holes are a foot deep.  I’ve been driving there for three years, are 
we going to fix that I hope?  We ought to be doing that rather than South Lake Shore, it looks like glass 
compared to Chardon Rd. 
 
Director Smith – There’s no question that our paving needs far outweigh the dollars we have to 
accomplish that.  The one thing we’ve changed with this past paving season is we’ve taken a portion of 
the dollars attributed for that purpose, approximately 20-25%, and we set that aside to do some pretty 
substantial patching.  Chardon Rd. is one of the roads that is going to see some of that work.  The whole 
intent of setting those funds aside is to extend the life of the pavement who do have in place.  Just because 
funds are at a premium and the price of asphalt is constantly going up.  I will have the crew check on the 
road as far as the one foot deep potholes immediately and then there will be some patching occurring 
within the next 30 days. 
 
Mr. Iosue – Thank you very much I appreciate that.  The last item, as I recall correctly there’s an 
ordinance in Euclid in regards to walking down the middle of the street? 
 
Chief Repicky – Yes there is. 
 
Mr. Iosue – Can we try to enforce that a little better? 
 
Chief Repicky – We’ve been doing a pretty good job right now.  We’ve probably cited a half a dozen kids 
walking to and from school and fortunately the people are starting to heed the sidewalk is for people and 
the street is for cars. 
 
Mr. Iosue – South Lake Shore is terrible, they walk right down the middle of the street.  You can drive 
right up to them and they don’t move. 
 
Chief Repicky – We’ll make sure we hit it. 
 
Mr. Iosue – I’d appreciate that.  Thank you. 
 
Mr. Christopher Litwinowicz – 21970 Morris Ave.  Time for change.  Thank you.  Didn’t vote with your 
hearts but you vote with the citizens wanted for years.  The next five minutes, I got to convince you to 
start thinking about the budget now.  Take time out and think about it now, why not, you’re in office until 
next year unless I recall somebody.  I don’t like to see one person say, I want this building destroyed.  
Because if that’s the case, the Polka Hall of Fame, that don’t make no dollars.  But that is being ran by 
your budget, Mr. Council member.  I need again one to come work for me while I stood 6:30 this 
morning, 7:30, 8:30, 9:30, 10:30, 11:30, 12:30, 1:30, now it is 7:30 election over with.  But I didn’t get 
paid.  All my ideas and all my concepts I have not gotten paid.  But there’s a Pepsi machine down here for 
another couple of years.  We’ve got a Euclid Square Mall to work on.  2007-2011, regardless of who is 
Mayor, who is Council, you have an obligation.  The Mall, the Mall, the Mall. Economic development.  
Somebody who is a politician, no names, Yuko, nice to see him down there on Lake Shore finally.  Nice 
to see the Governor here, but it took a little kid to call the AFL-CIO, if I misspelled it, excuse me, and 
bring these people in.  It took a little kid to work on a campaign organization, now to show the Governor I 
don’t need 500,000 signatures. But it still takes you guys to sponsor one of my ideas.  If not, what is it 
15% or 25 actually voted on, right Mr. Law Director?  25% and 45 days?  So what’s I put somebody’s 
name on a signature card, 45 days, to take what you got 1200 signatures and put 300 in the hands of City 
Council and Regina Cahill.  That’s going to cost $144,000.  I’m not here to threaten no body or to put 
them out of office.  I’m here, that is your ward, all your all wards, downtown Euclid.  But whoever 
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Council person that is need to take heed because that place will stay.  I don’t want to put nobody out.  I’m 
being patient to wait until 2011.  I just wish that with all the Cuyahoga Community College, everybody 
saying they are already in there.  I know it is long, I’m not worried about someone leaving, I get upset to 
easy.  My whole thing is what could we really do, but every year, we were supposed to put $200,000 into 
there.  Thank you for spending 70, 85, 100, it really should be $200,000 for the whole year and let’s get 
things done.  I feel that the college is the best option and Mr. Law Director and the Council, I’d like to 
work with you all to make something happen as far as getting public money to the voters in 2011 for a 
community college.  Now we got to fix our jail, that was like 11-13 million, but we could have had this 
money months ago but you all chose not to.  When it came down to these people coming into this 
building, they had to waste a lot of time and arguments and bring people down here on election day.  But 
thank you all.  Again, time for change, Euclid community college, keep it in an idea.  Thank you. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Your time is up, thank you.  Seeing no other comments, Councilmen’s 
Comments. 
 

COUNCILMEN’S COMMENTS 
Councilman Wojtila – Just an update on the Memorial Park Concept Plan Committee.  We are meeting 
tomorrow.  We had hoped to have something presented by this meeting but due in large part to my 
failures we are not on schedule but we hope to have something presented probably the first week in 
October.  I met with Director Will and Director Pietravoia, because the group, we will discuss it 
tomorrow, but we would like it to become adopted by Council, become part of the Master Plan similar to 
the lakefront and the downtown studies, we would follow a similar course and go to P&Z for their review 
and we’d also invite the Recreation Commission.  Look for more information on that to come shortly, I 
promise. 
 I would like to thank Kristal Skovira and all her work over the summer.  We did do quite a bit of 
community meetings in all areas of Ward 6, a great turn out at most of the meetings, if not all the 
meetings.  Kristal was there doing her outstanding work.  It is hard to get the word out especially with the 
Sun Journal not around, so the best way is email.  If you live in Ward 6 and you’re not on my email list 
and you’d like to be, please just email me at jwojtila@cityofeuclid.com.   
 My last few comments, to staff, if you can just briefly say when we’ll have an update on both 
NSP?  I know we’re looking for an update on that and also with the success with the grant monies for the 
lakefront development if you could also give an update on what we can expect in the short term, one 
month or two months. 
 
Director Pietravoia – We talked briefly prior to recess about having a report at a committee meeting 
regarding the status of the NSP. It would be timely to do that either end of this month or early October.  
We had a deadline to get all the funds committed and we’ve met that deadline, it is the middle of this 
month in fact.  We can give a report on how we’ve expended the funds and the activities coming up. 
 With regards to the lakefront, I’ve also talked with Councilman Langman.  Once we received the 
three grants recently through the State, I could probably give a report through email and then follow up if 
there are any questions on what those grant funds will be used for and what kind of local dollar 
commitment that will also represent from a capital budget standpoint. 
  
Councilman Langman – Director Pietravoia I’ll stay with you for the moment.  Overall JJR, they’re going 
to finalize the report for this latest phase within the next month or so or a little bit earlier? 
 
Director Pietravoia – They plan a second trip either the end of September or early October, we haven’t 
pinned down an exact date yet.  After that trip they would finalize the report for the current phase that 
they are working on.  Probably sometime toward the end of October I would guess. 
 
Councilman Langman – At that time they would map out what the next steps would be for the lakefront 
development plan? 
 
Director Pietravoia – They’ve already started to outline some of the next steps, particularly related to the 
engineering of the improvements that we’re recommended in this phase. 
 
Councilman Langman – Very good.  Obviously we made a big step forward with Shore going forward I 
would like some sense from the administration, obviously not right at the moment of how we can assist.  
Obviously we have a big job ahead, especially working with the Board.  Maybe you have expertise, 
maybe you don’t, but we need some sort of game plan going forward to help maximize their efforts and 
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along with Coral’s so we can make the building a success.  I would like to have something along those 
lines.  Again it doesn’t have to be dollar commitments but just ideas of how we can move forward both 
with Coral and with the Board. 
 Director Smith I’ll ask you since it was a very productive summer.  Are we going to finish 248 
before the onset of bad weather? 
 
Director Smith – That’s on our radar to say the least.  I know we’ve had a lot of communication, I’ve had 
a lot of communication with various council individuals with regards to projects in their ward or projects 
of interest.  Unfortunately I had some very high hopes for the 248 project being completed currently but 
one thing or some other construction issues have set us back a little bit.  I know our goal was to have 
everyone in their driveway, approaches and sidewalks in place by the end of the month, now that seems 
very realistic at this point in time.  There’s a lot of concern about the massive dirt piles north of Lake 
Shore Blvd.  We gave the contractor a very specific deadline and he met that deadline. We’ve opened up 
the line of communication.  We’ve been working well together and everything seems to be going 
appropriately to get that project wrapped up. 
 
Councilman Langman – With that I will wish everybody a very safe week, holidays are coming up for me.  
There’s an old prayer that we always say that apply to everybody that is watching here tonight, I hope you 
all are inscribed in the Book of Life for the coming year.  Thank you. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – First of all I would like to salute the Police Chief and the Police for getting over 
$231,000 worth of drug money for the city.  That’s not including the drugs that were seized.  To many 
times I hear the cops aren’t doing anything about the drug problems, but this kind of blows that out of the 
water.   
 I would like to give my sympathies to the whole Stanic family on the loss of Mr. Stanic last week. 
 I want to say congrats to the Euclid Panther Swim Team and to Ms. Lisy.  These are the kids that 
we don’t hear enough about and it is good to see them recognized. 
 Last but not least, thanks to the Directors for saving the money on equipment purchases so we had 
the money to partially fund Shore.  With that I’ll say goodnight. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – I think there’s over 100 swimmers that participated in the Panther Swim 
Team this year.  Director Will, do you know the exact number? 
 
Director Will – 98. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – 98, so close to 100 kids.  We had a very small segment of them here today 
but they all work very hard.  I know they were there at practice every morning and it is a wonderful 
program that they all enjoy, so kudos to them. 
 I want to acknowledge for those who may be watching and don’t know, Director Johnson retired 
over the summer and went onto other employment.  I do want to publicly take the time to thank him for 
his long service to the city.  I believe we will have a new Finance Director with us at our next Council 
Meeting. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – I sent you an email that I hired a gentleman named Phil Brett.  He served 18 years with 
Mayfield Village and is currently at Seven Hills.  He’s got great experience in municipal finance.  He also 
served Mayfield Village as their initial Economic Development Director as well.  So he’ll be able to help 
us out with some of our economic development problems and victories.  His first day will be the 20th and 
that’s Council Meeting night, so he will meet all of you the first night.  He’s a very, very impressive 
individual.  I think we are extremely lucky to get him and I think some very good things are going to 
happen with his joining our team. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – I drove up to look at the property on Roseland today and saw 204 seems to 
be about done, 214 is getting close.  What is the plan to plant the trees there? 
 
Director Smith – On 214? 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – And does 204 get trees as well? 
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Director Smith – It does. You are correct.  The 204/Dille Road project, we had an issue, I had several calls 
with regards to the condition of the grass seed in the area.  We spent a lot of time with the contractor, he 
probably had a crew out there for two weeks handpicking the crab grass out.  The power was in place.  
We have a punch list to do but that is pretty much going to conclude that project.  I’ve had some 
communications with Director Will’s department in the tree planting.  I believe the trees have been 
selected, a contractor has been put in place.  I’m going to say within the next three-four weeks we’ll 
envision the trees on both the 214 project and the 204 project being put in place.  Also on the 214 project, 
the road itself is substantially complete, we have the punch list to do, but there was some wear and tear to 
several of the adjoining streets and they’re in the process of being resurfaced as we speak.  That work is 
expected to last 1-2 weeks.   
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Director Will, I know there were Ash trees throughout the city cut down 
because of the problems with Ash trees, is there a plan to replace those this year? 
 
Director Will – We’re going to do our best to replace as many as we can.  What we’re doing is residents 
have already received a letter.  If they wanted a tree to be replaced, we wanted to get a phone call from 
them so we could get that taken care of.  Chris our Arborist will be working on that but yes, we plan on 
replacing many.  Unfortunately we won’t be able to do them all this Fall, but then we would plan on 
additional trees in the Spring. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – What about the public right of way, like 200th Street? 
 
Director Will – Those are actually the ones we will be addressing first are all on the public right of way. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – Just a few comments.  I would say kudos to Director Smith for working with 
Dille Rd. and 204 residents.  We’ve had numerous complaints about certain issues and his response to me 
has been timely and those issues have been addressed.  I have yet to receive any future close phone calls 
regarding those issues as we speak and I’m hoping that the adjustments that were made and the action that 
you had taken are going to be satisfactory to the residents in that area.  I haven’t heard any more calls at 
this point in time, so I think at this point they are seeing some change and they are satisfied with the 
changes that have been made and addressed. 
 I also wanted to let the residents of Indian Hills know that we do have, Indian Hills Neighborhood 
Association, excuse me, that there are being roads paved in your area that you may not be aware of or you 
maybe which is Delaware Court, Seminole, Wyandott, Seneca; that is being done so I’m very happy to 
see that.   
 As far as the neighborhood business, I know that Indian Hills has a neighborhood association 
meeting tomorrow at 6:30 at the Indian Hills Elementary School. Euclid Villa has been great in their 
response. We met with the Mayor last month who gave us an idea of the economic development plan and 
the impact that it has and the residents of Euclid Villa were very satisfied.  I believe the next meeting is 
going to be in October due to a scheduling problem and you’ll be notified.  At that time I would just call 
out to the residents to begin to look at becoming officers in the organization. 
 There’s one other situation that is coming up in Indian Hills Association and I had talked about 
working with the other neighborhood associations.  So they are trying to form, not only in Ward 1, but 
south side neighborhood associations a holiday Halloween Party for the children to show collaboration 
and unity in having individuals working together.  They had their first meeting last week, it was 
successful and I’m looking for continued success so I’m glad to hear about that. 
 The only other comment I have as far as Ward 1, the economic development, I have met with the 
owner of Indian Hills and she’s looking at particular options for that particular shopping mall.  I will be 
talking to each neighborhood association about what they feel is needed in that area and I just want to 
comment that a resident had came up and basically had expressed his discontent with the addition of 
possibly an organization called Alter House.  That situation was done, what I feel was proper protocol.  
He approached the city, he approached the Ward 1 Councilman and he reached out two different times to, 
I’m just going to be blunt, Heritage Park Association, to meet with them about their concerns.  The only 
person that showed up was the President, Pearlitha Taylor.  So there was an effort for an opportunity to 
meet with this gentleman to see what his concept was and how he was going to implement this.  There 
was actually about $180,000 acquisition for the building plus $150,000 in upgrades.  He was given the 
Use District Exception so he would be in compliance.  My comment is when people are looking at what 
needs to be done, or what needs to be developed, they need to meet with these particular individuals, 
developers and investors to make sure that they have a clear understanding of it.  This individual reached 
out and as of today he expressed to me that he is no longer interested because he felt that particular 
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community wasn’t interested in sharing in the responsibility of upgrading that area.  $330,000 is a lot of 
money and I’m putting it out there not because I am annoyed, I’m just saying that we need to begin to 
communicate better and work within our ward and work within our city when these types of projects 
come up.  I do not think that this individual was going to be a burden, in fact he was going to be an 
addition to some of the social concerns that the city does not have money for and other non-profits may 
not have been able to address, and he was amenable to working with all non-profits.  Those are my final 
comments. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – I’ll do a bunch of PR here tonight.  This Friday, September 10th from 6:00-
8:00, Shore Cultural Centre is doing their Inaugural Shore Cultural Collective Concert.  If you enjoy 
acoustical music, that’s the place to be.  They have a whole line up of folks who will be there.  This is to 
raise funds both for Shore and the Euclid Hunger Center.  Donations will be accepted at the door; this 
Friday from 6:00-8:00. 
 Coming up on September 11th, Marketplace Christian Ministries Services is striving to advance 
the cause of national alcohol and drug addiction recovery month.  This year Marketplace will be holding a 
Walk-a-Thon in celebration of National Recovery Month on September 11, 2010.  Anyone who is 
interested, please call 216-486-7283.   
 On Sunday, Gateway is doing their Pancake Breakfast, it is to raise funds for the Alzheimer’s 
Association and the Euclid Hunger Center.  From 10:30 until 12:00 and donation is $5 for adults, children 
$2 and seniors 55 and over are free.  The Euclid Beach Rocket Ship will be there, there’s classic cars, 
there’s a lot of entertainment and it is fun for all that come. 
 On September 18, Our Lady of Lourdes Shrine will be having their Annual Clam Bake.  If you are 
interested call Sister Phyllis Ann at 481-8232.  Reservation deadline is September 12th. 
Just a little ahead on Sunday, October 3rd, the Shrine will be doing their Fall Festival.  Dining room will 
be open, Pizza, Sausage, Peppers, lots of stuff.  Call Sister Phyllis Ann and she can give you any 
information you’d like about that. 
 I would like to congratulate one of Ward 2 newest businesses.  We were at an Open House a little 
over a week ago. It is the International Group, it is called International Group International Ltd.  What 
they are is a plastic recycling for industry.  We took a tour of the building, it is fantastic the way this all 
works.  Saw some Rubbermaid stuff on the floor and all this stuff that gets recycled into different things.  
Right now they have 30 employees and they hope to by the end of the year bring that up to 100.  I 
welcome them, they’re in the old Sunshine building at the corner of Chardon and 200th Street.  I welcome 
them to our city. 
 I also would like to congratulate Pastor Craig Bode on his 30th Anniversary as a Minister and 30 
years at Bethlehem Community Church. 
 I, too, would like to send my condolences to the Stanic family.  I’ve known them for many years, 
Dr. Stanic was Superintendent while my children were in school.  They all live in Ward 2 so my heartfelt, 
sincere sympathies goes out to the family.   
 Also I would like to congratulate Jack on his retirement and also Tom Lang.  Tom Lang just 
retired from the Streets Dept.  He was in the single department and then he went into other things.  The 
Lang family has been around the City of Euclid for many, many years and I congratulate him on all his 
years of service. 
 I just wanted to read real quick, it says, Dear Friends, I go a couple of times a year to the Cemetery 
on the hill on Euclid Ave.  I take my grass cutter and other items to trim around the gravestone and what a 
pleasure it was to see the Cemetery so neatly cut, grass I mean, and all the gravestones trimmed that we 
didn’t have to cut away a blade of grass.  Thank you so much.  I lost by two year old daughter 57 years 
ago and I am nearly 86 years old.  You made my day, Sincerely, I won’t say the name but kudos to the 
Parks Dept. for keeping up a job that’s been kind of lax over a few years.  But they’ve done a really good 
job so thank you to all of them. 
Goodnight. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – Welcome back to everybody even though most of you I saw throughout the 
summer somewhere or another.  I think we had a very productive evening as our start back.  I want to 
congratulate the Euclid Panther Swim Team and Samantha Lisy for their accomplishments that they 
achieved. 
 A couple of other announcements.  On September 27th, we will have Talks with Turner.  State 
Senator Nina Turner will be coming to the Euclid Public Library and the talks will be from 6:00-8:00 PM.  
She’ll bring up topics, if you have something you want to talk to her about, she’s more than willing to do 
that.  So take the opportunity to come out and meet her if you haven’t.  She’s a nice personable person to 
talk to and you can talk to her about any topics that may be on your mind. 
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 On October 2, is a fundraiser for the Henn Mansion, a Wine Tasting from 4 PM until 7 PM.   
Tickets are $20 in advance and $25 at the door.  It is supposed to be a fun evening if you want to take an 
opportunity to enjoy that event. 
 On Friday, October 22, PetPals Fundraiser, Four Paws Clam and Jam and Boo Bash at the Manor 
Party Center.  Costumes are not required but there will be a costume judging contest for those that want to 
wear it.  Doors open at 6:30 and dinner at 7.  Tickets are $40 per person and can be purchased either 
online by getting the form online or at the Animal Shelter. 
 A couple other questions I have.  Director Smith, can you give me a status on the Waterline 
projects, the first four streets are completed and what the status is of the next streets and the timeframe 
that those will take place.  I just have a couple more comments I want to make and then you can answer.   
 I want to remind those who haven’t had their trash picked up for this week that because of the 
Holiday, the trash pick up is delayed one day.  Remember that, don’t put your trash out too early.  One 
other announcement, on Wednesday September 15th, there will be a neighborhood association meeting for 
the following streets, 248, 250, 252, Treadwell and Fisher.  These are the streets off Euclid Ave.  We 
don’t really have a name for that neighborhood association yet, so I read the street names off.  September 
15 at 7 PM at Euclid Square Mall in the Euclidian Room.  Director Smith, I’ll turn it over to answer the 
question. 
 
Director Smith – You are correct, as far as the waterline installation on the first phase, the four streets 
were completed.  The resurfacing aspect is pending.  Phase 2 and maybe Mr. Bock can help me out if 
need be, those projects have been bid, the low bidder has been determined by the Cleveland Water Dept. 
and they are in the process of signing those contracts at this time.  That process seems to take anywhere 
from 2-4 months to complete.  The thought is that there will be some activity.  This construction season 
with the waterline Phase 2 portion, but to what extent, we really don’t have a good idea at this point.  We 
will definitely know more once the contract is signed when the pre-construction meeting takes place.  I’ll 
be able to provide you with a much more accurate update as to the timeline. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – Thank you very much and goodnight. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – I just have two questions.  The first one, anyone in the administration, I don’t 
even know if you have an answer.  When I went to Euclid’s Library to listen to the school program for the 
buildings, I found out that the Schools are planning on getting southeast mini station.  I believe Council 
has to agree to that swap.  Do we know when the Schools are going to do a presentation to Council so we 
can get some detail on that?   
 The second question to the Mayor since it is financial related to garbage.  August 9th is the last 
report I have where it said we had received 81% of our budgeted amount but we’re $134,489 short of the 
first half budget.  How is that impacting operations?  Those are my two questions. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – I’ll answer the later one first.  Obviously we intend to make budget on the trash 
collections.  We’re hoping that now that the second bills are out and there’s late charges and people know 
that it is a legitimate bill that they need to pay that the collections will increase.  In the meantime our 
income tax collections are up about $130,000 for the year.  We’ve got some balances there that can help.  
Next year, we expect our collections because it will be on the real estate tax bill to actually be higher than 
85% of billed.  That’s good news.  It won’t affect anything.  I’m still confident if the taxes continue and 
some other items continue as they are and we keep our expenditures down that we will not tap into the 
$1.6 million for this year.  That is a possibility but we’re doing everything we can not to allow that to 
happen.  It won’t have any immediate affect.  Any bills that are not paid on the two billing cycles that we 
did, any delinquent balance, balances will be assessed on the property next September and we will collect 
those in 2012.  Everybody is going to pay one way or the other so we will get that money over a two year 
period at best. 
 The first question was about the schools.  I was at the Stanic Funeral today and Dr. Jones and I are 
going to sit down and set up a meeting.  What we have done is Board of Control recently approved the 
hiring and I can’t pronounce the gentleman’s name, but approved the hiring of an appraiser that will be 
appraising all the properties in question as well as our lakefront properties as we have some negotiations 
to do there.  We will sit down and determine if what kind of properties we may want to swap.  The police 
mini station is a very important piece of property for them.  It was first revealed in an architectural 
drawings without any real discussion with the City at all.  You are correct, City Council will have to make 
the final approval.  We will present plan we hope very early in October as if Council determines that they 
for some reason would not exchange the mini station property that is very under utilized by the Euclid 
community for some other property that could have some great development value.  If you were to make 
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that decision, the Schools would have to deal with it, as simple as that.  The goal is sometime in October 
at least by the end of October to have some kind of agreement.  We’re in a funny position, we can’t do 
anything.  The only negotiations that have really happened is we’ve negotiated to negotiate once we have 
property values.  They’re looking to acquire or trade for the mini station and also a portion of Glenbrook. 
They have properties available such as Russell Erwine, Lincoln.  In the future they also have I believe 
Indian Hills will also be available.  There’s a lot of options out there for all of us to look at.  We will do 
that and we will present a proposal to City Council as we always do and you have the final decision on 
that.  What we’re trying to do is do what is best for the community, it is just a tremendous opportunity for 
$50 million and four new schools to be built in the community. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – My condolences to the Kurt Stanic Family and Kurt himself, I was unable to make 
the funeral home, so please extend my condolences to them.  I would like to remind everybody, Saturday 
9-11, it is nine year after the tragedy in New York City.  Please keep the families of the people that were 
murdered there in your thoughts and prayers; never let us forget what happened there. 
 On the 14th, the Pontiac Park Homeowner’s Association Meeting will be 7 PM.  Congratulations to 
Jack Johnson on his retirement, wish him well.   
 Mayor Cervenik you had mentioned in one of the letters, the local newspaper that goes around, the 
Observer I believe it was.  Just to re-notify the residents on Edgecliff about the waterline, realigning and 
resurfacing, try to get those folks tuned in so when we do start that project they are not surprised. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – I’m not quite sure where you’re coming from.  Before we begin any work on streets we 
send notification and explain what we are doing.  At times we’ve actually had meetings here at City Hall. 
That’s one of the projects that are on schedule with Cleveland Water.  We will do that. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – I guess what I’m getting at is I want to use this forum to reach out since we don’t 
have the Sun Press and other newspapers, we have this forum that we can reach out to the neighborhood 
and kind of advise them that these projects are coming along so that it is not a surprise.  I did have a 
neighbor contact me that was a little upset that he read the article in the venue that he read the article, so 
I’m using this opportunity to let the folks know on Edgecliff, don’t be surprised when this project comes 
up, it is going to be a waterline project, the water mains and there will be a resurfacing project hopefully 
this year if I’m correct to assume what is going on Director Smith. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – Possibly and that’s the reason.  I use that article to do just what you’re doing now.  
However, because and I think the Director brought it to Councilwoman Jones’ attention, we don’t have 
the same amount of control we have on a Cleveland Waterline program that we do on strictly our own.  
That was the intention and that article was to mention all of the streets that we hope to have done, they 
won’t all be done this year, but we hope most of them will be. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – I understand, I just want to use this opportunity to again, it is a way to reach out to 
more people, let them know that project is coming.  I’m not asking for specifics on dates or anything like 
that, I know we have to be flexible on that.  I just appreciate whatever you can do. 
 Also Peterson Fund, correct me if I’m wrong Mayor, that fund gives us the flexibility that if other 
cities have projects that maybe they fail to meet the deadline and we’re notified by Cleveland Water, hey 
we have funding available do you have projects that you can get done, is that the resource we tap into? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – No, the Peterson Fund is strictly a fund that use to have $3.88 per mcf put into it and it 
has been increased.  It is strictly a Euclid fund.  It is strictly for projects that benefit the City of Euclid.  If 
it is a project that does trunk lines that are coming in from Wickliffe or Willowick, if it is any 
improvements to our plant and things like that, then it is the 510 Waterline. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – That I understand, I’m talking about a side street, if we’re doing a waterline on a 
side street, such as 214, did we tap into any of that Peterson Fund monies for that? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – Depending on the work that’s involved, some Peterson Fund could be used.  Normally 
the Peterson Fund really is used just for sewer work though if I’m not mistaken.  If we are doing sewers 
on those streets and sewer improvements on those streets, along with the Waterline fund, along with our 
infrastructure fund.  That’s where those things all get sort of meshed together. 
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Councilman O’Neill – I understand.  I know that we have a lot of flexibility with projects and we’re able 
to jump on some projects because we have that type of flexibility where maybe some other cities don’t 
and that’s the point I was trying to make.  I appreciate that, thank you Mayor. 
 In closing, just a couple of quick issues.  I want to thank the residents throughout the city that have 
maintained their yard, all year, it has been a pretty dry summer so you folks that went the extra mile 
watering your grass and trying to keep it green and cut it and keep it under control, really appreciate that. 
 I noticed on the property by Shore that there seems to be a lot of signs popping up.  I counted 9 
signs the other day not including the Farmer’s Market signs for that day. There’s a lot of permanent signs 
have gone on that property and I’m just wondering, to me it is looking kind of shoddy.  Are all those signs 
permanent that went up?  I would ask the administration to look into that to make sure all those signs 
permits have gone up.  With that I’ll say goodnight. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – We will look into that. 
 

ADJOURNMENT 
Councilwoman Minarik moved to adjourn.  Councilwoman Scarniench seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Attest: 
 
 
 
____________________________   _____________________________ 
Clerk of Council     President of Council  
 
 
 


