
COUNCIL MINUTES 
January 3, 2011 

The regular Council Meeting was held on Monday, January 3, 2011  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.   
 
Others Present:  Mayor Cervenik, Law Director Frey, CS&ED Director Pietravoia, Finance Director 
Brett, Service Director Smith, Police Chief Repicky, Fire Chief Cosgriff, Asst. Director Bock, Mr. 
Sonnhalter, Clerk of Council Cahill. 
 

COUNCIL MINUTES 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to receive the Council Minutes of December 20, 2010.  
Councilwoman Jones seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 

 
ADMINISTRATION REPORTS & COMMUNICATIONS 

Mayor Cervenik and Chief Cosgriff administered the Oath of Office to Lt. Peter Bernacki. 
Chief Cosgriff stated Lt. Tom Anderson retired effective January 2, 2011 after 34 years of service 
with the Euclid Fire Dept. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – I’ll start with Frank Pietravoia.  Frank has some comments based upon some 
concerns about Lake Shore Plaza and he’s going to try to explain what has happened and what steps 
are being taken. 
 
Director Pietravoia – I wanted to take the opportunity, over the holidays a number of concerns were 
expressed and members of Council were copied by email regarding the two major shopping center 
rehab projects that are underway in downtown Euclid.  Since this occurred during the holidays, a 
number of us were out, first opportunity to get with my colleagues and prepare a response to 
Council was today, so I thought it would be appropriate to do it this evening as part of the meeting.  
I’ve prepared some notes and I’m going to read them to make sure that I cover all the questions and 
concerns that were brought to my attention. 
 A number of Council members, the Mayor and city staff have toured the projects to observe 
first hand some of the concerns that were raised.  Director Smith and I have coordinated with our 
staffs on looking into the concerns.  For members of the public who aren’t aware, they fall 
predominantly into categories of quality of construction and whether manufacturer specs have been 
followed in the projects, particularly with regard to the brick veneer that is being installed and used 
on both shopping centers.  Not just that issue, but that was one of the major concerns raised. 
 First I think it is important to remind everyone and to understand that staff from both the 
building dept. and our department monitor the projects for specific reasons during construction.  
Building reviews plans for code compliance, they issue permits for the aspects of the projects that 
require permits such as electrical and structural as an example and they conduct inspections during 
the course of the work until the permit work is completed and closed out.  Our department basically 
supplements what building does with field visits to the projects during construction to ensure that 
the work is in compliance with what ARB approved, such as the materials used, the colors, the 
placement of lighting, signage, etc. 
 Prior to receiving concerns from ARB members on at least two occasions, our own 
department looked into issues at Lake Shore Plaza.  Once it was based on our own observations and 
once based on concerns expressed by a nearby resident.  On one occasion we observed different 
colored mortars were being used on the Lake Shore façade.  It stood out, it was pretty obvious in 
our field inspection. We asked the owner to get the contractor to correct it and it was taken care of.  
On another occasion a resident was concerned that an area of the new façade did not look right and 
it didn’t appear to be properly installed.  Once we got out there with assistance from Lee Bock, it 
was determined the reason it didn’t look right was it wasn’t yet completed.  Once it was completed, 
even the resident wrote back in an email acknowledging it did look much better now that it was 
completed. 
 In addition to our couple of occasions that we went out that I just described, the Building 
Dept. inspectors have conducted numerous inspections related to the open permits on each project.  
The most recent concerns brought to our attention by members of the ARB.  I want to thank them, 
we do appreciate their efforts and this is not the first time that they have informally helped to 
monitor projects once they start construction and bring to our attention their concerns. 
We took immediate action following the most recent ARB meeting December 21st, to bring the 
concerns to the attention of the owners.  Director Smith has retained an independent architect to 
review the construction against the approved plans.  That review is underway and should be 
completed this week.  Both shopping center owners are also cooperating and working in partnership 
with the city to look into the concerns that were raised. 
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 By comparison the issues at Shore Center are less involved and we believe preliminarily 
since we don’t have the report yet from the architect, but we believe that they can be corrected as 
part of a punch list prior to project completion.  The quality workmanship issues are more involved 
at Lake Shore Plaza.  To that end, the owner has also hired an independent engineer to evaluate the 
rehab work that is completed to date.  For both centers, we’ve informed the owners that the city will 
not make any further block grant reimbursements until the investigations are complete and any 
matters documented are resolved.  Both owners are fully cooperating as they also have significant 
private investment as their share of each project to the tune of 75-80% of the total project cost. 
 Payments made to the City to date for both projects were for work completed prior to the 
latest concerns being brought to our attention.  We process payments per our signed agreements 
with each of the owners under the block grant funded storefront program.  With each request, we 
review for proper prevailing wages being paid, we require proof of payments by the owners to the 
contractor since these are reimbursement contracts under the storefront program.  We also receive a 
form signed by the project architect that work submitted on the invoice up to that point is actually 
done and completed according to the approved plans.  We also check with Building if there are any 
code inspection issues prior to the payment being made at that point. 
 For Lake Shore Plaza there were questions about what we paid out so far.  We’ve approved 
and processed payment request from a block grant standpoint for about 64% of the total $240,000 
rebate under that agreement.  For Shore Center we’re at about 50% of the $250,000 agreement 
there.  The invoices paid were for work completed by mid-November for Lake Shore Plaza and by 
the end of October for Shore Center. 
 The owners have also held retainage from payments requested from their contractors.  The 
balance of the contract on Lake Shore Plaza yet to be paid including the retainage that the owners 
have held is nearly $350,000; for Shore Center it is nearly $400,000 outstanding still to be paid 
under the contract.  Between the city’s hold on storefront payment to the owners and the owners 
retainage, we believe we’re well positioned to work both with the owners and their contractors to 
resolve the concerns that were raised. 
 In closing, I feel that we are dealing with concerns that fall into a grey area and that being 
the quality of workmanship issues, rather than code compliance or compliance with the actual 
design of the outward appearance of the buildings that was approved by ARB.  Typically these 
matters would be caught by an independent construction manager that is hired by the owners to 
oversee the work of the contractors.  In both cases it was the election of the owners not to retain an 
independent construction manager on either of these projects. 
 Looking to the future we’ve discussed at least with storefront projects amending our 
storefront agreements to require that projects that are funded under that program retain an 
independent construction manager to avoid similar problems in the future.  Both the Service Dept. 
under Randy Smith’s direction and by myself we’re working together with Law to craft the 
language that would be added to those future storefront agreements for that purpose.  As always, we 
appreciate council’s concerns that were expressed by email in response to the matters raised, 
brought to our attention and we’ll continue to keep council informed as we get the reports from 
these independent architects and engineers.  I want to thank you for the opportunity to respond to 
some of your questions tonight. 
 
Director Smith – As previously reported our recycling results for week #1 was 28 tons; #2 was 32 
tons; Week #3 41 tons; Week #4 42 tons.  I’d certainly like to thank everyone, the residents for their 
participation in the program as it continues to grow.  I would like to remind everyone that you 
should place your address with a permanent marker on the bin as several have come up missing. 
 Some other recycling dates for early 2011 include the following:  Computer Round Up 
Month will be April 1-30 at the John A. Piscitello Service Center, 25200 Lakeland Blvd.  Computer 
and related apparatus can be dropped off at any time.  The first of four community shred days will 
be held on February 26 at City Hall, 585 E. 222 St., from 9:00 AM until 12 Noon.  We ask that each 
resident bring no more than five boxes of materials.  Our first of two household hazardous waste 
round up days April 25-29.  The location the materials can be dropped off at the Service Center, 
25500 Lakeland Blvd. anytime between 8:00 AM and 3:00 PM. 
 As a second note I would like to make people aware that the E. 190, 191, 193, 194 and 195 
Streets and sewer improvements project began today.  This project is between South Lake Shore 
and Newton Ave.  On Friday, January 7 at 7:00 PM, we will be providing a briefing of the project at 
Our Lady of the Lake on behalf of the Eastlawn Neighborhood Association.  This will be an 
excellent forum to ask any questions you might have.   
 With regards to leaf collection, we continue.  I ask that everyone be patient.  I know at the 
last meeting we had indicated that we will be completing a sweep of the entire city.  We should be 
completing that effort within the next 7-10 days.  Again I ask for your patience.  The crews are out 
there working.  I believe today we have four crews and we’ll have the same amount tomorrow and 
we will get the leaves collected.  Thank you. 
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Mayor Cervenik – I would like to add that because of the freezing temperature, there will be 
somewhat of a mess in the street, some outlining of the leaves that are picked up.  The next time we 
have a slight warm up, where it is not freezing, then we send out the street sweepers to clean that 
up.  Because Mother Nature has played some jokes on us since late October, it has been a little 
difficult.  As soon as we get another warm up or thaw, we will go down the streets with the street 
cleaners to clean that up as well. 
 I’ve got a few summary comments on how we should be close to ending up on the budget.  
First I noticed there is a very prestigious group of young students in the audience from the AP 
government class at Euclid High School.  Please stand and we would like to welcome you.  We’re 
proud to have you here.  For those that don’t know, AP stands for advanced placement.  These are 
some of the brightest students in the City of Euclid right there before us.  Thanks for being here 
tonight. 
 We ended up the year on a positive note, financially although 2011 will be a struggle.  For 
the fifth month in a row we did exceed our projections in income taxes.  This was the slightest 
increase.  We collected $1,646,000 versus the projection of $1,630,000.  We exceeded our 
projections by $16,000 for the month.  We exceeded them by $527,000 for the year, our projections.  
In relation to the prior year where we had really thought we would be closer to $600,000 below last 
year, 2009’s collections.  We actually only fell $59,353.  Certainly would have liked to see that 
move up, but the progress in the last 5 months and actually 6 out of 7 months will keep us 
cautiously optimistic.  We talked to a number of our larger businesses and things are looking fairly 
positive for at least the first half of the year so we hope that continues. 
 As we ended up for the year, our revenue projections were approximately $36,000,000 and 
we actually collected about $500,000 more.  Our expenditures were expected to be $36,629,000 and 
before final adjustments.  I’m sorry our actual projections were $37,709,000 and our actual 
expenditures are only going to be about $36,600,000.  As we promised we worked very hard to 
keep the expenditures down.  In some areas and we will talk about that in budget hearings, we may 
have kept them down a little bit lower than we would have liked to.  Some of the service may have 
suffered for that.  During these very difficult financial times, we needed to do that.  It appears that 
we will add about $1.1 to $1.2 million to our cash balance that began the year at $1.6 million.  
Please remember that because of the sewer levy failure there will need to be at least a temporary 
transfer of about $400,000-$500,000 of the general fund into the Creeks and Sewers to avoid a total, 
not a total but a tremendous shut down in our Service Dept.  We will talk about that as well during 
budget times. I would like to commend each of my Directors and Chiefs, as well as the employees 
for doing all they could to keep our expenditures down.  I want to compliment the Finance Dept., 
the Tax Dept. and those that were responsible for various areas of revenue collection for doing all 
they could this year to keep us on an even keel.  I actually did not expect the results to be as positive 
as they are right now.  We will be having our first meeting the 19th; we will give an overview of 
final numbers, the books will be closed by then.  The numbers I am giving you are going to be very 
close to where we are.  We’ve got some challenges next year due to the safety force retirements.  
Next year is the 8th year of DROP which is the first year where those members participating in 
DROP must retire, they no longer have the option.  That brings with it some very large payouts.  
There are some other items in overtime that we will discuss.  That will be the only real major 
increase in the budget expenditures for the year.  I hope to present a balanced budget or a close to a 
balanced budget that will take little if no cash balance out of what we accumulated last year and this 
year.  All in all it has been a very good year and certainly I must thank all members of City Council 
for their understanding.  You helped formulate this budget, you’ve been understanding when we 
haven’t been able to do certain things like we’ve done in the past.  Hopefully as the economy picks 
up some of those things we can restore.  That concludes administration reports and 
communications. 
 

REPORTS & COMMITTEE MINUTES 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to receive the Board of Control Min. of 12/13/10 & 12/20/10.  
Councilman Gilliham seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE FOR LEGISLATIVE MATTERS ONLY 
No comments were made from the audience. 
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LEGISLATION 
 

  Ord. (217-11) Vacate E. 232 to P&Z Commission 
An emergency ordinance vacating East 232nd Street from the improved cul-de-sac North to the 
right-of-way of Glenbrook Boulevard in its entirety. (Sponsored by Mayor Cervenik) 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved for passage, Councilman Gilliham seconded. 
 
Director Pietravoia – This ordinance is required by our codified ordinances whenever a street is 
vacated it must be acted on by both Planning & Zoning and City Council.  This particular street is a 
paper right of way, it doesn’t actually exist in the real world.  It was approved years ago but never 
built and it is in the middle of what is the open land at Glenbrook Park area next to the existing 
Glenbrook Elementary School.  It is necessary to vacate the paper right of way so that the entire 
area can be consolidated into a single parcel and then transferred to the schools.  There has been 
some concerns expressed by the residents of E. 232 Street off of Chardon.  It started during the 
approval process for the new school itself.  Originally the plans were and I prepared a copy of, I 
believe this is actually an earlier version but it is close to the final approved plan of the Glenbrook 
School. Brought copies of those for members of Council this evening. 
  The original plan presented by the schools was to have the access for the parking lot closest 
to Chardon coming through 232 Street.  As a result of the concerns expressed by the residents there 
as well as the city, the schools agreed to continue to use the existing access point which is used for 
the pool which is 234 Street and you can see in this revised plan they do bring the traffic in the main 
drive into the parking area is coming off of 234 Street.   
  There was a concern that if that entire right of way is vacated, the portion between 
Glenbrook and the end of the cul-de-sac on 232 that might open up the possibility in the future for 
the schools to establish a street or road into the campus from that direction.  I would suggest two 
ways to deal with that concern.  First of all, during our negotiations with the schools we had 
indicated that only half of the paper right of way would be transferred to the school adjacent to the 
existing pool so we never intended to transfer the entire right of way.  While we determined that it 
would be advisable to keep half so that if we ever had any need for access for maintenance or 
rehabilitation or whatever purpose of the pool, we would have that option from 232 St.  The 
remaining half left technically would be to narrow, it wouldn’t meet our own standards to develop a 
public road in the future.  That would leave open the possibility of establishing a driveway.  I would 
suggest that leaving part of the right of way actually lends itself more to the possibility of a roadway 
being established than vacating it.  I would advise proceeding with vacating the entire portion and 
with Law Director Frey’s assistance we can work with the schools to discuss a provision in our 
agreement in the transfer that there never would be a road or driveway built off of 232 into the new 
elementary school campus. 
  We hadn’t planned to get into that level of discussion tonight but because of the concerns 
raised, I wanted to at least explain that and we’ll have that same discussion as this gets to P&Z at 
their January meeting. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – I know many of you received an email from a resident and I did not receive the 
courtesy of receiving that email.  The reasoning that person gave as Director Pietravoia said is sort 
of baseless and what we’re doing here to protect that never will street be opened up to traffic.  I 
certainly concur completely with Director Pietravoia that we should let this go through a process to 
P&Z and they will confirm the same that taking this track makes much more sense than what might 
have been suggested to you today or this weekend on that email.  Thank you. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – I want to thank Director Pietravoia, we spent a little bit of time 
together today discussing this issue in coming up with the best way to move forward with it.  The 
fact of putting in the wording so that it is on paper, that to me will do what needs to be.  The fact 
that we are also keeping half of this that a road can’t come in, but down the road, we already saw 
how Thomas Jefferson played into this.  We didn’t know, it took someone from the past to be able 
to remind us that that property still belonged to the schools.  By having this in writing and written 
that way it will be there.   
  One thing he mentioned to me this afternoon was the fact that any change that they would 
require sometime in the future, still has to go to Planning & Zoning, so it wouldn’t do anything very 
easy.  I thank you for your help and I know all the residents will be at Planning & Zoning and 
hopefully we’ll get through this very smoothly.  Thank you very much. 
 
Councilman Wojtila – So Director Pietravoia, the right of way would be vacated but we’re not 
actually conveying all of the right of way to the schools? 
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Director Pietravoia – That’s correct. 
 
Councilman Wojtila – So when this comes back to us after P&Z reviews it and makes their 
decision, you wouldn’t anticipate the ordinance changing because that’s not the transaction, that 
merely the vacating of the public right of way? 
 
Director Pietravoia – Correct.  The document that will actually transfer the property, it will describe 
an area that excludes that half of the right of way that is next to the pool.  That is where that will be 
documented along with any wording we might add to prevent any drive from being added in the 
future off of 232 St.   
 
Councilman Wojtila – One last question.  Why do you think it was better to retain a portion of the 
right of way?  I didn’t get your logic on that. 
 
Director Pietravoia – When we discussed internally after that right of way was vacated, whether all 
of it would be transferred to the schools, we felt that there would be a potential in the future to need 
to get access to the pool area from 232 Street for either maintenance or rehab work or to bring in. 
 
Councilman Wojtila – I didn’t ask my question the right way.  You had said, if we were to, you 
thought it was better to, this would preclude not getting an access drive, not a public road but an 
access drive.  You said it would be better this way and I couldn’t understand why. 
 
Director Pietravoia – If I understand your question, I was referring to the fact that if we left a 
portion of it as a dedicated paper right of way, that actually lent itself to the possibility of a future 
road being built because the right of way is still officially in place, all you need to do is construct it.  
Whereas if it is vacated, you literally couldn’t build a road without going through the process of 
establishing a public right of way again. 
 
Councilman Wojtila – Except for a private drive. 
 
Director Pietravoia – Except for a private drive and that would be covered through adding language 
in our agreement to transfer the properties that if the schools would agree not to ever, looking into 
the future, ever to build a drive for access from 232 St. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – Director Pietravoia, what was the opposition that if there was a road going 
through there? 
 
Director Pietravoia – The primary concern was the level of increased traffic that could potentially 
occur on E. 232 St.  That has been a cul de sac for many years and as a result has had very limited 
traffic. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – So we’re talking about entering from the cul de sac, the south side of the 
property? 
 
Director Pietravoia – You can see on that drawing the drive coming into the school parking lot 
would be off of 234 which is already used as the access point for the municipal parking lot for the 
municipal pool. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to send Ord. (217-11) to the Planning & Zoning Commission.  
Councilwoman Jones seconded. 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman, Van Ho, 
        Holzheimer Gail. 
Sent to Planning & Zoning Commission. 
 
   Ord. (218-11) Rezoning to P&Z Commission 
An ordinance rezoning P.P. # 648-24-019 and 648-24-020 from U-4 to C-1(Campus Institutional) 
use district and further amending Ord. No. 2812.  (Sponsored by Planning & Zoning Commission) 
 
Councilwoman Jones moved for passage, Councilman Langman seconded. 
 
Director Pietravoia – This ordinance is related also to the schools, the transfer of land to the schools.  
In this case it is the reversion of the fire station property back to the schools per an earlier 
agreement from the sixties.  In our discussions with the schools, it is important that they properly 
consolidate all the parcels that they are going to build on and in order to do that, they need to be 
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zoned the same zoning category.  When we rezoned all the institutional land throughout the city to 
Campus Institutional, we only rezoned those areas that were formerly zoned institutional.  The fire 
station was zoned retail.  It wasn’t part of that process.  Now that it is going to be part of the campus 
for the elementary school and because we want to consolidate the parcels, it makes sense to proceed 
with the rezoning.  In our agreement with the schools we said we would start that process right 
away.  We’d like to refer this to Planning & Zoning so we can get the 90 day period started for the 
required public hearing. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik moved to send Ord. (218-11) to the Planning & Zoning Commission.  
Councilwoman Jones seconded. 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman, Van Ho, 
        Holzheimer Gail. 
Sent to Planning & Zoning Commission. 
 
 
  Ord. (219-11) Amend Code Chapter 505 – To Committee 
An ordinance to amend Chapter 5  “Animals” of the General Offenses Code of the Codified 
Ordinances of the City of Euclid, amending the fees for the recovery of animals (Section 505.33) 
and the procedure and fees for the adoption of animals (Section 505.34).  (Sponsored by 
Councilperson Scarniench) 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved for passage, Councilman Van Ho seconded. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – I would like to send this to the Assets Committee.  There are a few 
logistical things that haven’t been worked out on both of these issues and they want time to be able 
to do that.  We’ll bring it back in a month or so when that is all taken care of. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – I’m just wondering if this is going to be added to the meeting on the 13th? 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Separate meeting. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – My only caution is we do this is we should look to make sure that we keep 
the prices for adoption at a minimum because people do have other shelters to be able to go to.  I’ll 
go for it because I essentially belief in people at Petpals and so forth that they’re trying to run it as 
lean as possible, but just a caution. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – We’ll discuss that fully in committee. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to send Ord. (219-11) to the Community Assets/Programs 
Committee.  Councilman O’Neill seconded. 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman, Van Ho, 
        Holzheimer Gail. 
Sent to Community Assets/Programs Committee. 
   
   Res. (220-11)  Reform Postal Accountability Act – To Committee 
A resolution urging the 2011 Congress to reform the Postal Accountability & Enhancement Act of 
2006 (P.L. 109-435) requiring pre-funding of pensions and health benefits in order to provide for 
long-term financial stability of the United States Postal Service as early as possible in 2011.  
(Sponsored by Councilperson Minarik) 
 
Councilwoman Minarik moved for passage, Councilman Langman seconded. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – This first came to my attention when I was at the Beachland Post Office 
and one of the workers there told me a huge problem with the postal service is that it is over funded 
its pension plan by $75 billion.  Well I’m not a big fan of people that are about to lose their jobs, but 
then I did read about it again in DM News back in December.  All of the direct marketing industries 
concur with the postal service unions in stating that the group that estimates how much is required 
to fund a retirement system for the postal service under estimated how much is going to be put into 
the postal service and now there’s $75 billion sitting that the postal service cannot touch.  The 
Congress needs to, they were supposed to in 2010, the new Congress needs to address this over 
funding and bring it back into the postal service.  Otherwise the postal service estimates losing 
80,000 jobs.  We’re already going to be losing the Shore Center Branch in part because the postal 
service will not have the money needed to keep itself going. 
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 To shut down a branch of the post office, or to shut down Saturday delivery, actually does 
endanger a lot of people.  The National Pharmaceutical Association has said that many people 
depend on timely delivery of their drugs.  To cut out Saturday deliveries, all of this stuff is being 
impacted because Congress refuses to take a hard look at how the postal service is funding its 
retirement plan, which it was required to do in 2007.  Anyone that wants to know more about it, you 
can look up the economic policy institute’s 2010 report, it is a 9 page report dated July 22 and it 
goes into great detail.  Some of the key points that the postal service is making and I actually do 
agree with them, is that the office of personnel management has underestimated how much is going 
to be funded.  They have over charged the postal service and a ton of money is sitting out there that 
they have over estimated how much the postal service is going to have to pay into health benefits.  
As a result, our postal service is in big trouble.  I have already sent the report onto Council.  I would 
ask that you approve the resolution.  I do have a question, Director Frey, quite honestly, do these 
resolutions ever have an impact on Congress, or is this just for show? 
 
Director Frey – I think the fact that the Council took the time to consider and deliberate the issue is 
meaningful.  Whether this will have any impact, my sense it will not as far as the closing of Shore 
Center.  I think that’s a decision that’s been communicated to the city as a final determination.  But 
if it causes a Congress person or a Senator to look at this issue of funding and say it should be 
addressed, then it has had its desired effect.  I can only hope that if Council takes a positive step on 
this piece of legislation that it will cause the Congress to look at the funding.  You would have to 
perhaps direct that question to Congress person Fudge or Senator Brown or Senator Portman to see 
whether it would have, if they would be willing to pick up the cause on this.  Perhaps a direct 
communication to their office would be appropriate.  If it causes one of them to take up this issue, 
then you’ve achieved that success in your legislation. But I do not realistically expect this will have 
any impact on the Shore Center operation.  I think it is done in February was the communication. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – It will be closed February 18th.  We were able to maintain two of our three post 
offices.  Their reasonings that I received from the people making these decisions never mentioned 
the pension liability.  We should remember that virtually not only Ohio pension funds, but most 
pension funds throughout the United States are being called on the carpet to increase the amount of 
reserves they have to make sure the retirees have their pensions and their hospitalization funded as 
they expect at the time.  Although that could be some of the reason, there is much more reasons, 
people’s changes in life style, internet, email, maybe people just don’t like me as they used to, but I 
would rather think that sending Christmas cards is not as big a thing as it used to be, they do it by 
email and that.  So there’s a lot of reasons for the post offices’ financial problems.  From a personal 
standpoint, I do get concerned when we start reducing the amount of reserves in funding that are 
required from someone’s pension or hospitalization.  We do have to remember that at one time the 
United States Post Office was run by the government and I think some of their ruling were meant to 
protect government workers rather than private sector.  To make sure the private sector post office 
per se would not sell short or under fund their pension.  I think you’re going to see virtually State 
teachers, PERS and others make some dramatic changes in their pension which will bring them 
much closer to the amount of reserves they’re going to have to have in place for their retirees into 
the future.  It is Council’s decision and I certainly agree with the Law Director that I would 
certainly hope that anything we send once we’ve done our investigation and done our homework on 
an issue that we send to any one of our other elected officials that they can pay attention to us 
because that’s what we elect them and support them for. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – I would urge anyone in the audience to contact the Senators Portman and 
Brown and Representative Fudge.  Part of that other problem, in terms of funding, just so that you 
all know, in 2007 the postal service left from being federal to this whole new system.  It is another 
system.  So a lot of the postal workers as they retire as my colleague Van Ho would know, is that 
you take the top three years, he just retired.  You take the top three years and you work out this 
formula of how many years you’ve worked and that determines your pension.  What is happening 
now under the new system is that this new postal system, even the postal workers that were under 
the old system where the federal government should be funding their pensions, now the postal 
service is having to fund them and that has cost a huge shortage as well in their funding.  It is a 
fascinating report.  I do agree with the Mayor though, part of the problem is the decline in postal 
use.  I would urge everybody to use the mail.  It is not all the problem of $75 billion in over 
payment, it is also the fact that the postal service has by raising the rates in standard mail has pretty 
much driven its major profit sector which is standard mail, to the internet.  I would ask my 
colleagues for whatever it is worth to support this resolution.  Thank you very much. 
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Councilman Van Ho – I have no problems supporting this if we send it to Committee.  I read the 
paper that Councilwoman Minarik sent out to us.  I checked on the group, this economic policy 
institute they are according to one of the rating services a liberal policy institute or think tank.  Two 
readers are probably fairly well respected, but it is a built in suspicion as Councilwoman Minarik 
said, I’ve worked in government for 30 years and I always get suspicious when political leaders 
want to go in and look at what technical people like budget people or like actuaries have said this is 
what we need to make this system flow.  If someone could explain to me why Congress passed a 
2% reduction in the Social Security payment when for years we’ve heard it was going bankrupt, and 
you really want to have these political leaders doing this adjustment of this fund for hundreds of 
thousands of workers.  Let’s look at it, see what the impacts are.  Maybe you can do a Post Office 
101 for us.  I don’t know what committee you would put it in, whether you would put it in 
Executive Finance or whatever, but I would like to see a more in depth thing done with this.  I 
would move that we send it to a committee of the council president’s choosing. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Is there an agreement to send it to Committee? 
 
Councilman Langman – I respect my colleagues desire to send it to Committee, but it is a 
Resolution and I don’t really see the point of sending it to Committee.  I think we should be able to 
decide one way or the other.  The issue for me is, and this has come up periodically in the past 
where we’re asked to vote on issues that are more national in scope.  I can recall clearly, it was back 
in 2002, some of us on Council then were asked to support the work of the UN Weapons Inspectors 
in Iraq and the works of Hans Blix.  While I have personal opinions on that, I don’t have the 
expertise to determine whether Mr. Blix was doing something correctly or incorrectly and I kind of 
feel the same way about this.  I believe that we have a tremendous amount of issues we need to 
tackle here.  I understand that we are losing a post office, I’m not sure this has an affect on it.  
Realistically I can’t vote on this because I don’t know all the ins and outs of the issues.  Our federal 
representatives looked at this and they voted for this, so unfortunately if we vote on it tonight, I’m 
going to have to vote no simply because I don’t have the expertise to say whether this is right or 
wrong.  I simply don’t have the time or the information to make an informed decision.  Thank you. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – There is a motion on the floor to send it to Committee, is there a 
second?  As the sponsor, do you have any requests for which Committee?  Executive/Finance or 
Business & Commercial?  Is it more business related?  Okay.   
 
Councilman Van Ho moved Res. (220-11) to Business & Commercial Committee.  Councilwoman 
Scarniench seconded. 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail 
                 Nays:   Minarik, O’Neill, Wojtila, Langman 
Sent to Business & Commercial Committee. 
President Holzheimer Gail – That completes our legislation and brings us to Committee of the 
Whole. 
 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE – PUBLIC PORTION 
Mrs. Kay Van Ho – 21960 Bruce Ave. I’m addressing the Council as the longest serving current 
member of the Euclid School Board.  After the last Council Meeting, I received complaints from 
several constituents regarding comments made by a member during your closing remarks period.  
The comments were made by someone who either did not do a thorough investigation of the 
situation or one who prefers to create revision to history, I don’t know which. 
 I’m talking about the ludicrous notion that the City gave the schools over $50 million of city 
money over the last ten years.  The City does not give the Schools money.  Let me repeat that.  The 
City does not give the Schools any city money.  The taxpayers of Euclid vote to give the schools 
any local tax money it receives.  The money in question is the money from the joint city schools 
portion of the income tax. 
 Let me give you a historical perspective on this so that we can clarify it once and for all for 
the public and put this issue to bed.  During the late 1980’s the State of Ohio responded to the 
increasing need of school levies by giving the schools away to have some growth of revenue.  
Income tax and sales taxes usually go up over time.  Property tax does not.  As you know, House 
Bill 920, which is now a Constitutional amendment freezes the amount that we receive from any 
level to a specific dollar amount.  The millage amount for the levy is determined by the County 
Treasurer to raise a certain dollar value when the ballot is submitted to the public.  Whenever 
properties are re-assessed, the millage is adjusted so that the schools receives no more money than 
what was passed originally. 
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 Late in the 1980’s the State offered the idea of a joint city school income tax.  In Euclid’s 
case since we already had a city income tax, it meant that there would have to be an additional 
amount added that the city and the schools would share.  When the idea first came up it was 
explored because the city income taxes only charged against earned income, not retirement income, 
interest or dividends, would be a way to give senior citizens and disabled residents some tax relief 
as their incomes would not be taxed.   
 At the time the city and schools looked to replace a $6.9 mil levy with the additional income 
tax.  Plus an amount that the city needed to show that it was a joint tax.  The City could not by law 
just put on the additional amount required for the schools.  There had to be additional money for the 
city and we discovered it could not just be a token amount.  The city determined that it did in fact 
need additional money and they would have a hard time raising the income tax on their own. 
 That is how, through negotiations the current amount was established.  The joint income tax 
is a financial benefit to both the city and the schools.  Now someone not in the know could be 
confused how the taxes are collected.  Think of how the County collects property taxes for the city.  
It then transfers the amount to the city. The County can’t keep that money from the city or use it for 
County purposes.  That would be illegal.  Similarly the City collects money through the normal 
income tax collections and then does a transfer to the schools for the school portion of the joint 
income tax.  The City charges the schools for collecting our money, just like the County charges the 
city and the schools for collecting property tax.  The money in question with the income tax is not 
and has never been for the city to us.  It would be illegal for the city to take that money, instead of 
transferring it to the schools, to use it for lakefront or Euclid Ave. development or for any general 
fund use.  It is money the citizens voted specifically for the schools. I hope this clarifies the 
erroneous belief that any city money was given to the schools.  It’s not the city’s money, it is 
taxpayer dollars that was voted specifically as a joint income tax.  Thank you. 
 
 

COUNCIL MEMBERS’ COMMENTS 
Councilwoman Minarik – I appreciate Ms. Van Ho’s comments about that, but I seem to recall 
though in 1994 we were also promised that if we passed it, we would never have to see another 
operating levy on the ballot. 
 I wanted to talk about St. Joe’s the Christian Life Center.  It got torn down after almost 100 
years, maybe it is over 100.  It is kind of sad to walk by there now and see that pile of rubble.  I am 
excited as to what Hospice is going to do.  They are going to enlarge their space for beds, their 
moving their executive staff down to St. Clair and they will keep the land with a huge park area and 
walkway open to the public once everything is set up. I commend them for that.  
 I wanted to commend Bernie Walsh for her recognition in the Plain Dealer, I believe it was 
December 31st, Friday and her work for UpStage Players.  She is an incredible woman.  Every child 
that wants to, gets a part and I think the Council President knows more about that so I let her go on 
about that. 
 I wanted to thank my neighbors, Joanne and her daughter Kristen, her son Bob and her other 
son Craig.  Christmas Eve, they put out, we’ve been collecting jugs, they put out candles up and 
down our street for Christmas Eve.  I got to tell you, a month of Christmas songs can really start to 
get on my nerves and then the rush of the Christmas season.  But when those lights were on that 
street on Christmas Eve, it suddenly made me aware that this was a great night, that we were 
anticipating something that have been in the waiting, with all due respect to my colleague from 
Ward 7, for thousands and thousands and thousands of years.  So I really wanted to thank Joanne 
and her family for taking it upon themselves to do that. 
 Director Smith did mention, I would like to remind anyone living on E. 191 to 195 between 
South Lake Shore and Newton that the Eastlawn Association is meeting Friday, 7:00 PM, to discuss 
the streets project at Our Lady of Lourdes hall.   
 The Christian Fellowship Center on E. 147 was in the news so I suppose this is going to go 
to development my question.  It reminded me, it is being torn down and that steel structure was part 
of the huge argument with Hillandale and Providence Baptist Church.  That was part of what was 
going on at that time.  I saw on ARB that Providence had applied, but the parcel number was 
crossed out.  If you could let me know when I am finished where that building project stands that 
would be great?   
 I emailed the city about a ton of graffiti that has taken place on Renwood and Monterey and 
was told that it would be taken care of.  Mayor, could you confirm again, we do report graffiti to 
Kathy Will for awhile, but that’s going to change.  Who do I ask now what phase the graffiti 
removal is in? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – It first gets referred to Public Service and then it would be reported as well to the 
police.  A number of names have changed but the process shall remain the same for now. 
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Councilwoman Minarik – I had reported it to Director Will, so Director Smith, do you want me to 
send you those photos and addresses then because Director Will had sent it off to the appropriate 
person? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – In the next two days all that graffiti will be removed, we were very short staffed 
last week due to the holidays.  Chris Grant from Parks Maintenance will be handling that and 
eliminating all that graffiti that you sent to us. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – At the meeting when we discussed the graffiti ordinance, it was brought 
up that we could post on our website that the city at cost could make available Tagaway and 
Taginator.  If we can do that perhaps some of these residents will say I’ll just come down, pay for 
the bottle and I’ve got a power washer, if it is Taginator, I can remove it myself.  Or, as I did, I 
spent New Year’s Eve removing graffiti along E. 185, yes four more spots were tacked.  If we could 
do that, that would be great.  You have no idea how exciting it is to remove these white lines and 
these fats 21, whatever they are.  Which leads me to my last question and then I will close, I was 
hoping to give some time to Councilman Langman, but Chief Repicky can you address how we are 
handling any of the graffiti perpetrators?  Thank you very much. 
 
Chief Repicky – We’re attempting to find these individuals by the way they are tagging certain 
residences and sidewalks.  But maybe Council should think about pushing forward the sale of spray 
paint, period.  That’s the only way you’re going to correct it is to limit the use and identify who is 
identifying spray paint, period.  You limit that, then you limit your graffiti incidences and I’ll leave 
it at that. 
 
Director Pietravoia – Providence Baptist Church was before Architectural Review Board this past 
month as you saw in the agendas that were distributed.  They have come in with new plans for the 
church.  They are looking at a phased approach to building the church, which required them to re-do 
the plans, they have a new architect on board that prepared the latest version.  We believe in 
consultation with the Law Dept. and we’re still looking into this that there maybe a necessity to go 
back in terms of the Consent Decree that was issued by the Court; because that was very specific in 
terms of the lay out of the Church, the size, the approaches and with any changes that they’ve 
indicated in this latest version we’re reviewing that against the Consent Decree and we believe it 
may have to go back for that reason. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – The permanent parcel number had been crossed out on the Agenda, so 
they’re still planning to build at the Hillandale property then?   
 
Director Pietravoia – Yes, yes.  I apologize, I didn’t understand that part of the question. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – Congratulations to two of three retirees, Denny Bucar in the Service Dept. 
retired right before New Year’s after 33 years of service to the City of Euclid.  Larry Hale also in 
the Streets & Sewers department after approximately 31 years.  Pending retirement this week of Joe 
Perpar with over 30 years with the City of Euclid.  I actually grew up with Joe and wish them all 
good health, long, healthy retirement and enjoy, you deserve it. 
 Mayor Cervenik, just a brief comment if you could answer, the portion of the income tax, 
we pay 2.85% income taxes to the City of Euclid.  Just for the residents, can you just briefly break 
down what goes to the city and what goes to the schools? 
 
Mayor Cervenik - .0047% goes to the schools.  The .0238% comes to the city.  It is very close to 
13% of the total income tax of 2.85 goes to the schools, the balance comes to the city.   
 
Councilman O’Neill – The city income tax is really 2.33 roughly, something like that? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – 2.38.  It is not something we concocted as Board member Van Ho said, it was 
voted on at an election in November 1994 by the electorate.  There was no promise that there would 
be no future levies.  There was never a promise there would never be any increase in fees or 
anything by the City of Euclid either.  We committed to using a good portion of that money towards 
safety forces.  If you look at the budgets, the City of Euclid from the time that .85 was passed 
through now, you will see that the only budgets for the most part that did not decrease as a 
percentage would be the safety forces.  We have used much of that money for safety forces, not to 
mention using other funding in capital and otherwise to make sure that as best we could that both 
our police officers and our firefighters and our EMS staff were the best equipped as could possibly 
be afforded to be done.   
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 I think the campaign back then was open.  The promises were kept and if the joint income 
tax was not passed that either the schools would have approximately $5.5 million less to work with 
each year and/or voters were to pass a levy which as the Board member mentioned, a levy does 
affect senior citizens much more than an income tax levy does. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – To Director Frey, we had briefly spoke about, it was brought to my attention, 
I brought it to the Director’s attention about people from outside the City of Euclid that bring trash 
and they’re either dumping it on someone’s property that they either know or possibly dumping it at 
a vacant house which really counter acts what we’re trying to do with the recycling.  These folks are 
not recycling the garbage, they’re just dumping that.  For whatever reason, there’s various reasons 
why they maybe doing it.  One of them may be they live in a city that actually charges for garbage 
collection and they’re not paying it because it is a private service so they’re bringing it to Euclid 
and they are dumping it here.  I’m asking Director Frey to look into, is to at minimum, it is theft of 
service.  What I’m looking at more at is being more specific to the garbage and what the penalties 
maybe.  Director Frey if you could briefly just comment on that. 
 
Director Frey – We started today, I assigned it to a Clerk to work with.  She was unable to find a 
specific provision in our criminal code that would address that and so she is drafting legislation that 
I presume you’ll ask to have on the next Council Agenda that would create a section of our code 
that would address theft of service.  As I advised her in the model, I wanted her to look at other 
communities to see if there is any patterned legislation.  But to start it as a minor misdemeanor 
which is subject only to a fine, second offense would elevate, third offense would elevate yet again.  
So that there would be meaningful criminal penalties for somebody who is caught dumping refuse 
or garbage in the city. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – Also it was brought to my attention that there is someone or people, more 
than one, that have been driving through the city and grabbing the recyclables and dumping them 
into their vehicle and transporting them from the location which is counter productive to what we’re 
trying to do to reduce our cost to landfill and to gain some finances through the recycling with the 
coalition.  If anybody is witness to that or is aware of it, please contact either the Chief, the police 
department or the housing department and they’ll forward that information.  We all need to be 
diligent on this, Euclid is not a dumping ground for other cities.  We are paying for garbage 
collection, there is no reason we should be paying for other people who don’t live in the city to 
dump their garbage here.  With that I’ll say goodnight. 
 
Councilman Wojtila – Just to inform and update everybody on the Memorial Park Concept plan 
committee, we are alive and well.  We will be meeting soon and we hope to bring back either the 
next meeting or the first meeting in February our concept plan at which point we’d ask that it be 
referred to the Recreation Committee which would be a joint meeting between the Recreation 
Committee of Council that Councilwoman Jones chairs and the Recreation Commission itself and 
then back to Council for eventual approval.  That’s the update on the Memorial Park Concept plan 
committee. 
 The Service Committee, not much I’m sure has happened the last two weeks since our last 
meeting but if either Director Frey or Director Smith could give us an update on the Service 
Committee meeting before or at the next meeting in two weeks, that would be very helpful. 
 
Councilman Langman – Director Pietravoia, regarding the storefront renovation notes that you read 
off, a couple of questions.  First thank you for compiling those notes, I hope you can send that to 
Council for review.  My first question is, first and foremost, specifically how are we going to 
correct the defects, especially at the Marc’s plaza because they seem to be rather extensive.  What 
are the potential remedies that we’re looking at so that we wind up with a good project? 
 
Director Pietravoia – There is a very real possibility that portions of the project will have to be 
rebuilt so that some of the brick veneer would have to be removed and reinstalled.  Some of the 
other issues that we’re having the architect and the independent engineer look into, again until we 
know the extent of their review, I don’t know how easily or how involved it will be in terms of 
those areas potentially needed to be rebuilt or reconstructed. 
 
Councilman Langman – You had mentioned from the block grant portion that we have reimbursed 
for both projects or just the Fields projects approximately 60%? 
 
Director Pietravoia – We did reimburse for both projects on the Shore Center Shopping Center, we 
had an agreement with them for a total $250,000 and we’ve reimbursed about half of that, 50%.  On 
the Lake Shore Plaza, we had an agreement for $240,000 and we’ve reimbursed about 64% of that. 
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Councilman Langman – My next question is, so what did the administration know and exactly when 
did you know it?  It seems like the extensive defects in the project, I would think we would have 
caught it much earlier so that we can remedy it much earlier.  I know you mentioned that we have 
been onsite and we’ve looked, but I’m looking for a timeframe of when we were actually there. 
 
Director Pietravoia – As I mentioned in my remarks, the building inspectors and either Lee Bock or 
Director Smith might be able to comment on this more precisely but they were there between the 
two projects  a total of about 20 times.  However as I also attempted to explain in my remarks, 
they’re there primarily for code inspection issues for items that are under permit.  Applying brick 
veneer for example is not an item that requires a permit.  The installation of electrical signage, 
lighting, any structural changes to the building, adding the new façade, those areas are under 
permits so those would be inspected by the building inspectors. 
 
Councilman Langman – So in other words we’re just saying that we didn’t really look for veneer 
defects or some of the stucco that’s not hung plumb to the building? 
 
Director Pietravoia – What I was trying to explain and we do agree with members of ARB in their 
concerns about quality of construction issues, they’re not specifically being looked at, first of all our 
staff doesn’t have the expertise to look at it, we’re looking to make sure that what ARB approved is 
what is being built; the proper materials, colors, shape, placement of various aspects of the project.  
Then the Building Department is looking at code issues.  We have a gap in there in terms of quality 
of construction that normally would be looked at by an independent construction manager.  For 
example, on our city projects we hire an independent construction manager that’s monitor the 
project and making sure that it not only is it built according to plans, but according to 
manufacturer’s specs and that the workmanship is of a standard that the owner will accept.  In this 
case neither owner elected to hire a construction manager to oversee the project. 
 
Councilman Langman – What I’m trying to get at is that I found out about this just a few weeks 
ago.  I found out from Architectural Review Board, not city departments.  So, since the project is 
substantially completed, if it wasn’t for Architectural Review looking at it, how would we have 
caught what seems to be clearly defects in craftsmanship?  Who is responsible then for fixing that 
and protecting taxpayers’ investment? 
 
Director Pietravoia – It is my opinion that the majority of the issues would have been discovered at 
close out of the project at the time for the final request for the payments to be made to the 
contractors.  I can only offer you an opinion at this point in time.  As far as what can be done in 
terms of the funding of the project and protecting the taxpayers investment, we are taking those 
steps.  I feel that the payments we have already made have been substantially for work that didn’t 
involve some of the issues that we’re seeing now.  The payments covered work that was done 
through about mid-October or early November.  A lot of the work was completed in the last, we’re 
looking at about eight weeks if you count all of November and December.  Unfortunately the 
project stated late in the season and again I’m offering my opinion, I think some of the problems are 
the result of trying to do the work during the winter weather, some of the early winter weather that 
we’ve already had.  The area that I observed that seemed to be the worst in terms of the brick veneer 
is the portion that was installed during those early winter snow storms that we had in December.  
Now that the sun is out, the weather is cleared and the tarps have been removed where they were 
working, the poor workmanship in that area in particular is very obvious even to a laymen like 
myself that is not trained to be looking at those issues. 
 
Councilman Langman – Thank you and I see my time has run over but Madame Chair just one 
question for the Service Director, 248th update, Director Smith on lighting and on the manhole 
cover issue that some of the residents on that end of the street have complained about, if you be so 
kind please? 
 
Director Smith – Earlier in December we had a meeting with the contractor on the 248 project to 
discuss some final items.  Both of those included the lighting on the project as well as some punch 
list type work including the manhole.  From the information we gathered from the contractor we 
anticipate the electrical work to begin here within the next week or so, that has not been confirmed, 
that is just based on information they shared with us.  The same was true with the purchase, there 
was one manhole on Lake Shore that required replacement and we’re aware that manhole was 
purchased from the supplier within the last two weeks, just before the holidays.  I’m attempting to 
get the date for the installation. 
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Councilman Langman – Thank you and thank you Madame Chair. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – Director Pietravoia, is it not true that we have an independent person 
reviewing all of these shopping center bad workmanship and that? 
 
Director Pietravoia – That’s correct, as I said in my earlier remarks, Director Smith has retained an 
architect on behalf of the city to review the project.  At Lake Shore Plaza, the owner has hired their 
own independent engineer to look at the quality of work. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – I think that brings up that there’s a difference between code and aesthetics 
and maybe once we get this report we better look and see if we don’t need to make some systematic 
changes when we’ve got money invested in a program such as requiring them to have a construction 
manager. 
 I want to congratulate the Service Dept. for not making a list.  That is, they didn’t make the 
road rants list for all of last year.  It must have meant that your chuckholes were smaller than 
everybody elses’.  Congratulations, not only to the Director but to the whole Service Dept.  We 
sometimes forget that it takes a lot of people to go out there, plow the snow, pull up the leaves, 
patch the chuckholes and so forth and I think this is just an indication of how the whole department 
tries to help. 
 The Mayor and I ran into a lady today who a gentleman stopped by today to tell her they 
were building a fence a couple doors down.  Two of his associates helped themselves to some of her 
money while he occupied her.  I’m asking the Chief, is there anything we can do, or can we put 
something in the next newsletter to make people aware?  We hate to see these old people getting 
taken advantage of. 
 
Chief Repicky – Unfortunately they prey on elderly and that’s not the only scam. They usually try 
to go after the bank accounts too.  We could probably get something on the next newsletter or on 
the city web page advising them. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – I think every council person would appreciate something like that because it, 
correct me if I’m wrong Mayor, it is kind of spotty and it is here and there and all around the city, a 
house here and a house there.  We don’t have a crime wave but when one person loses significant 
amount of money, it hurts. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – It is not just here and there around the city, it is all across northeastern Ohio. The 
best advice I can give people is if someone comes to your door and you don’t know who they are, 
don’t open it up to find out, call your police dept. and tell them somebody is at the door that 
shouldn’t be there.  If they have a legitimate purpose to be there such as I’ve heard one time there 
was someone who claimed they were an inspector, they must have a badge, they must have a city 
ID and just be a little cautious. 
 If I could go back to the other comment that you made about the aesthetic part of an 
inspection.  During our internal meeting today, we contend not only, although we know we could 
rightfully inspect and hold builders to a certain standard for aesthetics on projects that we are 
putting tax dollars into, we’re going to look into also doing that as well for projects that we didn’t 
put tax dollars into.  We have to remember that a lot of that responsibility under normal 
circumstances regardless of how successful we want to see our downtown be and you know it has 
been looking pretty good and we’ve had a lot of improvement there.  A lot of this responsibility 
relies with the owners and it just shocks me that the owners allow this to happen.  At the same time, 
some of what I saw today, I feel needs to be improved.  Some of it will be cleaned up just 
automatically and the color change and what have you.  We still have $87,000 of city money to 
withhold until things are done correctly.  I believe the retainage on that job is approximately 
$50,000.  We have a lot of fight left in this dog to make sure it gets done okay and I assure you that 
it will.  We shouldn’t be satisfied to say it looks better than it did before.  This administration and 
I’m sure this Council is not going to be satisfied until it is done right.  I am confident that our 
conversations today with the owners and others that it will be done right.  I am confident with 
people like Tom Cooke and others that we have appointed to various commissions have the heart 
and the desire to make sure that Euclid grows and prospers is going to keep us successful and keep 
us on our toes. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – First I’d like to thank Chief Cosgriff for being willing to sit down and see if 
we can’t institute a drug recycle program.  We don’t think of that, but that is going into our water 
out on the lake, affecting our fish and so forth.  I just think if we can do something it doesn’t take a 
ton of money that we ought to look at it.   
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 Also I would like to thank all of the groups that gave baskets for those that were in need 
during the holiday season.  Those aren’t the ones that you read about in the paper, but they help an 
awful lot of people. 
 I’d like to also give sympathy to the Stanley Tolliver family because he died, I believe it was 
today or yesterday.  Stanley never lived here but he left a tremendous imprint in criminal justice and 
race relations for this whole area. 
 Also, I would like to make sure that I made aware of when the Memorial Park Concept 
Committee will be meeting because I’d like to attend and understand at least some of the decisions 
and why they were made.  I can’t imagine we’re kicking Fido out of Memorial Park.  If we’re going 
to do that, then we also need to come up with some other place to put a dog park in.  You go 
looking down around this city and there are a tremendous number of dogs and we need to have a 
dog park where people can take their dogs and go and they can have a sense of community as much 
as any other group.  With that, I’ll say goodnight. 
 
Chief Repicky – On the drug, we’ve had, in conjunction with the Cleveland Clinic, we’ve had two 
drop offs already at the hospital for old prescriptions and what not so it doesn’t go into the water 
system.  We’ll probably be doing another one February or March. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – However we can get it done, if there is anything I can do to help, please 
holler. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – You had mentioned about getting the word out about crimes and things 
that seem to pop up, Kristal Skovira from the community policing department does do the 
neighborhood communicator that goes to the neighborhood association presidents.  Often times 
she’ll put items like that in there.  I’m sure she’s aware of this and hopefully that’s another avenue 
that we can get the word out. 
 Just a reminder to everyone that our next meeting will be on Tuesday, January 18th.  City 
Hall is closed in observance of Martin Luther King Jr. Day on Monday the 17th.  Our meeting will 
be Tuesday, 18th.  We will have our budget hearings on Wednesday, January 19th, Monday January 
24 and Wednesday January 26th.  Mayor, any idea of when we will get some budget materials prior 
to that? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – My goal as always is to get it to you at least a week ahead of time.  I think we 
can reach that, we started pretty early ourselves.  Phil and I are going to do our revenue estimation 
tomorrow; he’s dreading that.  But, we will do our best to get maybe not the bound book but at least 
all of the papers a week before hand.   
 I do want to thank you for allowing us to have the Assets Committee meeting on the 13th 
which is a Thursday.  That was really the only day that the whole crew from Billy Casper could 
come up.  They want to talk to us about, they didn’t make money this year, but they certainly lost a 
lot less.  They want to explain what they’ve done, the investment they’ve made into the golf course 
and what they expect for 2011.  They felt it was important that their whole team that has worked on 
the project this past year can come up and talk with City Council so they understand.  Although it is 
still with the economy and other things, we’ve got a ways to go.  The golf course has had some 
trouble over the past few years and we shouldn’t expect them to fix it in one.  When they’re done 
you’ll understand that we’re doing okay there.  It will come back to a prosperous and fun place to 
be.  Thank you, I know we don’t normally meet on Thursday. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – I was going to allow Councilwoman Scarniench announce that one.  
But since we talked about it, the Assets Committee will be Thursday, January 13th at 6:30.   
 
Councilman Gilliham – I would just like to respond to the statement about the City of Euclid giving 
money to the schools.  I was the one that made those comments on the 20th and I just want to point 
out a couple of things out.  This information was provided by the Lakewood and Euclid Sun 
Journal.  Between January 1994 and November 1994, both cities put on the ballot income tax 
revenue sharing for each city.  In Lakewood it failed and they only wanted to increase it by .5.  
Euclid increased it to .85 which is .47 going to the schools and .38 additional going to the city.  
There were various reasons for that. 
 It might just be semantics, but the residents did vote for it in November 1994.  I agree with 
that.  The Mayor has eluded to the fact that because of that, the school board has been able to 
operate with an additional $5.5 million.  All I’m asking is that we look at the situation and 
determine about the income tax whether or not it should be lowered to enhance our image to the 
County and to also bring assistance to the city.  I have no problem debating it.  It was semantics to 
use the word gave.  I know it was voted.  I know the State Senator who sponsored it, he name was 
Sinagra, and he was out of Lakewood District 23. 
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 I am aware of the issues.  I’m not here to debate the good or bad of it but I am aware of the 
fact that when I used the word gave, I should have said voted.  Because it was voted in 1994.  In 
Lakewood it failed and in Euclid it passed.  I will just leave it at that. Thank you.  I have nothing 
more to say. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – First of all, Happy New Year to everybody.  I hope you had a 
wonderful and healthy new year and look forward to the rest of it.  Recycling, it is amazing that 
we’ve done so well so quickly in this weather.  I think we’ve done good.  I think our guys have 
picked up speed.  They’re learning the ropes for something that hasn’t been done before, so I 
commend them on how they’ve been doing it.  I think we’re all picked up on the day we’re 
supposed to.   
 Service Director, when I’m finished, would you please explain to people about sensible salt 
again.  That issue has been coming up again about why we’re not salting the side streets.  If you 
could do that, I would appreciate it. 
 The Mayor has already told you about the Assets meeting.  Question is, will we be doing the 
Jail at that time too or just Billy Casper? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – I believe that night it will just be Billy Casper. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – Someone else that we need to congratulate.  Thirty-four years Capt. 
Len Nosse retired this past week.  This is his official vacation week and then he’s retired, 34 years 
with the Euclid Police Dept.  I commend him on his service to the citizens of Euclid.  I hope he has 
a long and healthy and wonderful retirement, he says he’s going to, I ran into him at the store. 
 The last thing is, about the recycling.  Some issues with how we put the stuff in our bins.  
Please be careful.  If you’re putting paper and cardboard, make sure they’re secure.  If you have to, 
please put them in the plastic bags because a lot of this is flying around and I know that happens, so 
that we’re good to our neighbors.  We want you to recycle but make sure that what you have is 
secure and that will keep everybody happy. 
 Last thing is, the Dempsey sign, will that be going up pretty soon?  Or have they already 
done it?  I haven’t been there in the last couple of days. 
 
Director Smith – I’m not sure of the date, but that is definitely on the to-do list.  We’re getting close 
on completing that project.  There are still some capstone to be placed on the seating walls, in 
addition to some lighting.  Of course there will be some punch list items as the weather permits next 
season.  It is definitely on the to-do list. 
 I don’t recall the specific date of the ordinance and I know this question had come up at the 
previous council meeting.  With the application of salt, there are some environmental impacts, in 
addition to the cost associated with the purchase of the salt.  This particular ordinance just focuses 
the salt applications on the mains and in any other areas of concern.  The other areas of concern 
would be any where there are curves or hills associated with the application. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – First of all I want to say Happy New Year to everybody and welcome to 
2011.  Have to get used to saying that and writing that as well.  I also want to welcome the Euclid 
students that are here this evening, thank you for taking your time out.  This seems to be a short 
night, you’re lucky for that. 
 I also want to say congratulations to all those who have retired in 2010 and wish you will on 
your new endeavors, your future, whatever you may do.  
 Congratulations to Lt. Bernacki on his promotion.  I have a question if you can answer it, 
either Director Pietravoia or Director Frey after I finish my other comments.  We talked about the 
construction and independent contractors and the Lake Shore projects.  I know the schools will be 
building their new schools starting this year.  Do you know if the schools have independent 
contractors for each one of those projects that are going on?  If you could make a comment about 
that when I finish my last comments so I don’t run out of time. 
 I also want to make an announcement that University Hospital and McDonald Women’s 
hospital are offering free mammograms.  Why should you get a mammogram?  Your chance of 
getting breast cancer increases with age, so the older you get, the more important it is to get 
mammograms.  Mammograms can find lumps before it is seen or felt.  They will be offering free 
screening mammograms from 9:00-1:00 PM on Saturday, January 15, 2011; Saturday, February 
19th and Saturday March 19th.  That’s from 9:00-1:00 PM.  The eligibility guidelines are women 
ages 40-65, little or no insurance.  It doesn’t matter if you have insurance or not, you can still 
qualify.  There is a number you can call if you have questions or find out information, 216-844-
3097.  To find out if you qualify, they will also offer free transportation and free parking.  Please 
call if you have a question about whether you qualify and you’re not sure, please call, 216-844-
3097. 
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 I also want to announce that on January 17th, we’ll be celebrating Martin Luther King Day.  
On Sunday, January 16th at Severance Hall, the Cleveland Orchestra will be giving a concert in 
memory of Martin Luther King.  It is a free concert, but don’t run out and get your tickets because 
you will need a ticket to get in, all the tickets have been distributed.  But you can still listen to the 
concert, the Cleveland Orchestra will be performing this concert.  It will also be live broadcasted on 
WCLV, which is 104.9 FM and WCPN 90.3 FM.  You still have an opportunity to listen to the 
concert as well.  It will be a great concert and a great memory of a great person that will be 
celebrating that day for. 
 If someone could answer my question regarding the independent contractors for the schools? 
 
Director Pietravoia – I do want to follow up with the schools and confirm but I do believe given the 
scale of the project that they will have an independent construction manager.  I will confirm that 
and then notify council.  The other thing that is a little bit unique because of the funding through the 
Ohio Schools Facilities Commission, there will be oversight by that commission as well.  There will 
be the normal city process, hopefully an independent construction manager and oversight by the 
Ohio Schools Facilities Commission.  Of course their own internal team at the schools itself, I 
would imagine would be headed up by Ken Clickenger. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – Director Smith, maybe you can answer this.  They’re have been some 
questions over the past several weeks regarding the sound walls and the quality of work.  Do we 
know when that will be completed and what is going on with that project? 
 
Director Smith – There has been a tremendous amount of communication either the Mayor or 
myself with the Ohio Department of Transportation in regards to the sound wall project.  As you 
know last year several panes were installed and they did not meet with our satisfaction, nor did they 
meet with ODOT satisfaction and subsequently they were removed and these walls have been put in 
their place, that has delayed the completion of the project.  We have been told that I believe it is in 
May the walls will be placed and ODOT definitely recognizes that there is going to be, I don’t want 
to necessarily say a substantial amount of punch list work to be undertaken, but there will definitely 
be corrective work.  Some of the problems encountered had to do with the existing steel uprights.  
There was a quantity in the current plans to address that but the quantity was not sufficient.  That is 
going to be an overrun.  In order to keep the panels in place, they were utilizing a glue.  This was an 
afterthought as well with the new panels and it is weather sensitive so now they’re using wood 
shims and the wood shims will have to be removed.   
 We both had lengthy discussions with ODOT.  They’re aware of our concerns.  They’re 
aware we want the project to go correctly.  We’ve been told we’ll be invited to participate in the 
final walk through with ODOT and at that point in time, if it is a cracked panel at the bottom, it will 
have to be replaced.  If it is faded paint, it will have to be addressed.  If it is out of plumb, we’ll 
bring it to their attention.  We’ve addressed our concerns but the final decision will be with ODOT, 
what they’re willing to accept or what they’re not.  So far they have definitely worked with us and I 
would anticipate to have that same cooperation in the future. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – Thank you for the update and have a good evening. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – That completes our agenda. 
 

ADJOURNMENT 
Councilman O’Neill moved to adjourn.  Councilwoman Minarik seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Attest: 
 
 
 
___________________________  ________________________________________ 
Clerk of Council    President of Council 
 
 


