
COUNCIL MINUTES 
February 22, 2011 

 
The regular Council Meeting was held on Tuesday, February 22, 2011  at 7:00 PM in the Euclid 
Municipal Center Council Chamber. Council President Holzheimer Gail presided. 
 
Members Present:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Minarik, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail.    
 Excused:     Jones, O’Neill, Wojtila  (Came in late) 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to excuse Councilwoman Jones, Councilman Wojtila, and Councilman 
O’Neill.  Councilwoman Minarik seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Others Present:  Mayor Cervenik, Law Director Frey, CS&ED Director Pietravoia, Finance Director 
Brett, Service Director Smith, Fire Chief Cosgriff, Police Chief Repicky, Commissioner Beno, Clerk of 
Council Cahill. 
 

COUNCIL MINUTES 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to receive the Council Minutes of February 7, 2011.  Councilman 
Langman seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 

 
ADMINISTRATION REPORTS & COMMUNICATIONS 

Mayor Cervenik – I would like to invite Chief Repicky to the podium and we are very honored this 
evening to have Peter Elliot from the US Marshal Department.   
 
US Marshal Elliot – I’m the US Marshal for Northern Ohio.  Chief Repicky, I’m very honored today, a 
few months ago we had an awards ceremony in Washington and Chief Repicky could not attend that 
awards ceremony.  He was honored by the Attorney General of the United States at that time for being a 
participant in the Northern Ohio Violent Fugitive Task Force.  The Task Force has arrested over 6,000 
fugitives just last year alone.  They’re selected as the top fugitive task force of the nation.  A great part of 
it was because of the participation of Chief Repicky.  Chief Repicky could not make it to Washington, so 
we’re bringing Washington to Euclid, Ohio.  
 
Mayor Cervenik administered the Oath of Office to Lt. Kevin Kelly. 
 
Mayor Cervenik administered the Oath of Office to Sgt. Joel Barron. 
 
Mayor Cervenik administered the Oath of Office to three new police officers: 
Joshua Schultz; Cory James Screngi; Christian Tyler Studley. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – I think most of you know the post office at Shore Center has closed.  The mailbox drop 
off that you didn’t have to leave your car for is temporarily gone.  We are, I talked with officials from the 
post office and they’re going to look in our municipal parking lot to determine where best to put that post 
box back so that people can still drop off mail in downtown without leaving their car.  I’m also working 
and need to have one more conversation with the post office about finding possibly a retailer in the 
downtown area that will provide some minimum services such as weighing packages and things like that; 
selling stamps at cost.  It has been done in other communities and areas that have lost post offices.  When 
I have more details on that I will let you know. 
 Secondly the grant for recycling awareness has been awarded to the City of Euclid in the amount 
of $3500.  We will be working on a publicity for recycling.  As Council requested, we will greatly seek 
your input and your comments before that.  Notification of the education piece that is sent out to the 
public. 
 Last but certainly not least which goes right along with Community Shred day and keeping 
tonnage and other items from hitting the landfill.  Our Community Shred day is free to Euclid residents.  
It is on-site shredding right here at the back of City Hall.  It will be Saturday, February 26 from 9:00-
Noon.  Each resident will be able to bring any paper products, as many as five full storage boxes of paper 
that need to be shredded.  The Network Employees will unload the boxes for you and throw the shredding 
into the shredder.  It is an amazing piece of apparatus that grinds everything up right in front of your eyes.  
This will go on either rain or shine, it does not matter, they will be out there. 
Saturday, February 26, 9:00 to Noon behind City Hall.  It should be noted that each ton of paper that is 
recycled saves approximately 13 trees.  We’re hoping to see a lot of people out there.  That concludes 
administration reports and communications. 
 

REPORTS & COMMITTEE MINUTES  
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to receive the Police Report of December 2010; Executive & Finance 
Com. Min. of 1/26/10 and 2/7/11; Safety Com. Min. of 2/9/11 and Housing & Building Standards Min. of 
2/9/11.  Councilman Gilliham seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
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Lot Consolidation: 
Council should approve or overrule Planning and Zoning Commission’s approval of an application 
submitted by the General Council to the Roman Catholic Diocese of Cleveland requesting the 
consolidation of six parcels:  PP# 646-01-022, 12,606 square feet; PP# 646-01-023, 12,657 square feet; 
PP# 646-01-024, 11,692 square feet; PP# 646-01-025, 192,776 square feet; PP# 114-30-016, 6,511 square 
feet; and PP# 114-30-015, 8,198 square feet.  The consolidation of these six lots would create a 5,6033 
acre (244,080 square foot) parcel.  Said parcel would be in compliance with all applicable codes.  
 
Commissioner Beno – Of February 8, 2011 after public notice and at its regularly scheduled meeting, the 
Planning & Zoning Commission voted to recommend to Council approval of consolidation of all of the 
parcels and then this would be taken together with splitting them subsequently into two parcels.  That 
action would create a unified church/school/rectory campus and a separated off cemetery from the former 
St. Paul’s parish campus.  The Planning Commission also granted a variance at that time to keep all of the 
grave stones and graves on the cemetery property and not on the campus property. I’ll be happy to answer 
any other questions you might have. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Questions from Council? 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to approve Planning & Zoning Commission’s recommendation for the 
above stated lot consolidation.  Councilman Langman seconded. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas: Gilliham, Scarniench, Minarik, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail. 
Approved. 
 
 
Lot Split: 
Council should approve or overrule Planning and Zoning Commission’s approval of an application 
submitted by the General Council to the Roman Catholic Diocese of Cleveland requesting a lot split of the 
consolidated parcel located at 1231 Chardon Road, a 5.6033 acre site (244,080 sq. ft.).  The new 
irregularly shaped parcels, listed as Parcel A (PP#114-30-015) will be 126,044 square feet at 2.8936 acres 
and Parcel B (PP#646-01-022) will be 118,033 square feet at 2.7097 acres per plans submitted.  Parcel B 
not in compliance with side yard setback requirements.   
 
Commissioner Beno – No additional comments. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – This is the lot split of the previous consolidated parcel so the cemetery 
property is separate from the church and school property.  Any questions? 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to approved Planning & Zoning Commission’s recommendation for 
the above stated lot split.  Councilman Van Ho seconded. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas: Gilliham, Scarniench, Minarik, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail. 
Approved. 
 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE FOR LEGISLATIVE MATTERS ONLY 
President Holzheimer Gail – You may speak to anything that is on the agenda.  I will remind you that our 
rules do prohibit any personal comments that are meant to embarrass or are negative in nature.  The use 
district exception is about the use of a pet store, not a specific pet store.  You are welcome to talk on 
agenda items, please state your name and address for the record. 
 
Ms. Melissa Zahorsky – 20371 Lake Shore Blvd.  I have come to speak about the pet store.  I have some 
pictures of the store and also a copy of my speech if any of you would like to look at them.   
 We have come here tonight to express our dissatisfaction of the proposed moratorium on the sale 
of pets in animal venues in the City of Euclid.  My sister, cousin and I are the owner/operators of the new 
pet store which will be located at 22500 Lakeland Blvd.  This is a new store that is not affiliated with any 
other previous location, nor will it vaguely resemble any other location.  Our pet store space is 
approximately 2500 sq. ft. and is in the final completion stage.  We have worked many long hours to put 
this store together and it is definitely something that we are very proud of.  We have designed this store to 
accommodate as many pet supplies as possible, with a limited amount of space.  In addition to supplies, 
we have a small selection of beginner type animals such as bunnies, guinea pigs, hamsters, parakeets, 
cockatiels and some reptiles.  We are in the process of constructing our fish room which will house 
tropical fish, goldfish and aquarium set ups for sale.  We also have two large, well constructed, glass 
encased cages that in some time would like to build into the wall to accommodate a few puppies, and a 
two story cage for kittens.  This does not mean that we will be purchasing from puppy mills or housing 
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large numbers of dogs and cats.  We are fully aware of the new rules set forth for animal venues and will 
be prepared to show documentation as to where all of our pets are purchased from.  This will be done 
wholeheartedly, as we would like to dispel all “puppy mill” rumors associated with our store. 
 We had shopped for our new location for awhile and had eventually decided to set up shop in the 
City of Euclid.  We grew up here and attended Euclid Schools.  There are many improvements being 
made in this city and a new pet store would certainly be a benefit.  The last pet store located in Euclid was 
Value City Pets.  Since its closing many years ago, people have been bypassing Euclid and taking their 
pet business elsewhere.  With so many small businesses closing their doors and leaving many vacant 
storefronts, we are hoping to fill a small void by opening a mom and pop type store which is virtually non 
existent today.  The small stores have been replaced by large commercial franchise-type pet stores which 
hire unqualified employees that do not have the knowledge to provide the correct information on the care 
and needed housing that animals require.  We have extensive pet knowledge and know the importance of 
customer service.  We care greatly about the animals that we sell, big and small, and make sure each 
customer is educated as to what the specific requirements are for the particular pet that they are 
purchasing.  We always point out that the pet may be very affordable, but their housing particulars can 
sometimes be quite expensive.  We would rather discourage a sale, than to have an animal leave our store 
and not be taken care of properly.  That is the difference between us and a large chain store.  Large chain 
stores can afford to hire any incompetent person off the street to give false information to make a dime.  
We establish trust relations with our customers, and as a result become repeat buyers. 
 According to the Humane Society’s survey, it is found that 63% of American households own 
pets.  That equates to 69 million households in the U.S. Of that, 39% own over 74 million dogs.  Of that 
39%, only 19% were adopted from an animal shelter.  We truly understand that there are many unwanted 
dogs and cats in the world today and can appreciate the efforts of Humane Society and Animal Protective 
Leagues and shelters.  With that being said, many people do not and will not adopt an animal from a 
shelter.  Why?  Some people feel they do not have the patience, knowledge or experience to take on the 
risks of a possible physically or mentally abused animal.  Many families have young children, and a dog 
or cat with this background can potentially exude aggressive behavior.  They want to purchase a new 
puppy or kitten from a store or a breeder that can pass on knowledge and history of their new addition to 
their family, and therefore have a place to come back to with a problem, a concern, or to simply answer 
their questions.  They want to start with a new puppy or kitten of their own, not one that is grown and had 
previously belonged to someone else.  They also want to establish a relationship with a store that can help 
them purchase al the necessary supplies and foods, a one stop shop. 
 We are looking forward to establishing a working relationship with the Euclid pound and it’s 
volunteers.  We will gladly donate extra supplies, foods, toys, etc. to help offset some of their expenses 
and hopefully send some business their way.  Not everyone wants to start off with a very young puppy or 
kitten and we would like to direct those to possibly adopting some of the older animals in need of homes.  
We will not, however, associate our business with any animal rights extremists groups.  They have their 
right to their opinions and we have the right to ours.  These type of groups are frowned upon by most 
people who do not appreciate their views being pushed upon them.  People will make their own decisions 
about the purchase of a new pet and will not let a group of people holding protest signs dissuade them.  
As a US citizen, we have the freedom of choice.  The choice to purchase our animals where we feel 
comfortable. 
 In closing, we would like to invite you all to visit our new store.  It would be a complete detriment 
to the City of Euclid and our new business to disallow the selling of animals in a retail pet store.  After all, 
what kind of a pet store would it be if there were no pets? 
 
Ms. Marilyn –  Macedonia, Ohio and I represent Ohio Advocates for Companion Animals.  Many animal 
welfare supporters attended the Safety Council Meeting on Feb. 7th and heard information regarding the 
resolution that would provide guidelines for the health and care of animals sold in pet stores.  Although it 
might be felt that is a necessary step to ensure the safety and health of animals, it does not address the real 
issues. 
 Ohio advocates for companion animals and many others shared information that we feel were both 
educational and informative to the atrocities of the cruelty in the pet industry and animals sold in pet 
stores.  Some of the highlights of the information we share for the council members that were not at that 
meeting is estimated that 5-7 million animals are killed in shelters across America.  Allowing a pet store 
to sell puppies and kittens in your community will contribute to this epidemic and pet overpopulation 
problem.  All local shelters and rescues are over capacity with animals and puppies and kittens by the 
way, and many more need to be rescued. 
 The City of Euclid has a pet shelter within close proximity of the new pet store.  Animals that are 
sold in pet stores come from horrific conditions: either a puppy mill or backyard breeders.  The breeding 
parents of those cute puppies and kittens live a life of cruelty and neglect.  Recognizing the cost to their 
communities and taxpayers, more and more cities are realizing their obligation to end pet over population 
and our banning sales of animals sold in pet stores. 
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 After the sale of an animal, the owner of this pet store offers no health guarantees and does not 
take the animal back if a customer changes their mind.  Consequently, that unwanted animal will end up 
at your shelter.  Or, the pet owner could incur extra-veterinarian expenses from being sold a sick animal 
or endures the painful heartache if that animal dies.   
 The owner of this store should be a good community business neighbor and partner with Euclid 
shelter and hold special adoption events and their store to help adopt homeless animals.  Responsible 
breeders are concerned about the genetic health of their animals and do not give their animals to pet stores 
to sell.  As more and more people become aware of the money hungry business that allows animals to 
suffer, die and live in unconscionable conditions, pet stores that sell animals will become a thing of the 
past. Through education, strong voices of the animal welfare community and a demand to become a 
humane society, three local Petlands have closed.  Ohio Advocates for Companion Animals feels this is 
the only right solution for the city of Euclid, homeless animals and this pet store.  The City of Euclid does 
not need more animals.  It needs a responsible government to be visionary for the sake of the lives of 
animals and the role model for other cities to follow. 
 In the words of Joel Barker who popularized the concept of paradigm shifts, vision without action 
is merely a dream.  Action without vision just passes the time.  Vision with action can change the world.  
We ask the City of Euclid Council to have the vision for the animals of this community and take action by 
voting yes of this moratorium. 
 
Ms. Sara Stevenson – 316 E. 200 St. in Euclid.  Being a Euclid resident for the last ten years, I believe 
that a local pet store would be a great benefit to our city.  I would rather  give my money to a local small 
business than to a large corporation.  At our home we have a 13 year old shitzu, two turtles that we got 
about five years ago and a hamster that we got December of last year.  All of our animals came from a 
local pet store because I believe in supporting small businesses.  I used to go there to get feeder fish for 
our turtles and as soon as I walked in, they would say, Hi Sara and go get the fish I needed without me 
even having to ask. If I ever had any questions about any of our animals, they helped me in anyway they 
could.  They even knew my kids’ names and my kids really enjoyed going in and seeing all the animals.  
Since that pet store closed, I now have to travel to Willowick or Willoughby twice a week to get the 
feeder fish and there are no familiarity between the employees and myself.  Just last week one of our 
turtles had a crack in its shell so I went to the Willoughby PetSmart and asked one of the employees what 
I could do or  use to make it better and she looked at me like I had a second head.  I ended up finding 
what I needed myself because she was absolutely no help at all.  I really miss having someone 
knowledgeable to ask anymore.  I hope you all consider giving this new pet store a chance and like I said 
before, I think it would be a great benefit to our city. Thank you. 
 
Ms. Amy – Aurora, Ohio.  I am too a big fan of mom and pop businesses.  I support small local 
businesses whenever possible.  One of my favorite local businesses to support is Petique over on Clifton 
and W. 110.  It is a wonderful small pet store that doesn’t sell pets, they sell pet supplies.  The owner 
Lawrence is very knowledgeable about pet nutrition and helps me with all my needs.  I can get all the 
supplies for my two cats, three dogs and turtle at that store and they order things for me.  It is a wonderful 
way to conduct business, there are no small animals coming from small animal mills, puppies from puppy 
mills.  They support local animal rescues and shelters and conduct adoption events and what not.   
 Additionally I have pets that are from rescues.  Rescues and shelters do temperament testing so 
you know what you’re getting into.  You know if the dog is good around cats, other dogs, children, men, 
women and you know a lot more about that dog than you know about a puppy coming from questionable 
genetic background.  It is a wonderful way to get a pet.  Also, I have a turtle and if she had a cracked 
shell, I would take her to a veterinarian.  Thank you. 
 
Ms. Claire Sadar – 23731 Hartland Ave., Euclid, OH.  I am a Euclid resident and a Euclid voter.  I’m here 
in support of Ohio Advocates for Companion Animals.  I have lived in Euclid for over 20 years, I have 
been a resident.  I am totally opposed to any business in this city selling any cats and dogs.  I would like 
for those council members who have been on city council for years, you probably don’t remember but I 
was very instrumental in passing some legislation as a Euclid voter and animal activist to toughen some of 
the laws that were on the books in the City of Euclid.  I remember the Euclid Animal Shelter when it was 
one of the best animal facilities in northeast Ohio.  I also remember that due to budget constraints the 
Euclid Pound is now a shadow of its former self.  I just don’t understand why anyone would want to in 
today’s day and age sell cats and dogs in any facility.  I totally support an adoption program with the 
Euclid Pound and any other neighboring animal shelters.  But I do totally oppose any cats and dogs being 
sold within the city.  Thank you. 
 
Ms. Amy – Cleveland  I am  Executive Director of PAWS Ohio.  What I want to address is we have breed 
specific rescues.  If you go on pet finder, you can find anything you want.  You could find a pure bred 
shitzu, pure bred Yorkie.  There are so many animals out there already that need homes that having a pet 
store in your city to contribute to the problem of over population, in my opinion would be a huge mistake. 
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 Our hot line gets calls daily from people wanting to relinquish their animals.  Lots of times they 
come from pet shops.  They walked into a pet shop, they saw the cute little puppy and then later on when 
the cute little puppy started to eat their couch, they didn’t want it any more and they wanted to relinquish 
it to a shelter or to a rescue.   I’m asking that you vote yes on the moratorium.  Thank you. 
 
Ms. Perez – Cleveland.  I am one of the workers for this pet store.  I’ve been with them for about 4-5 
years.  We have rescued ourselves many kittens, many dogs that people have left in boxes in our front 
door once we go to open our store.  So we’ve nurtured them, tried to keep them healthy and we will 
donate those animals.  So we understand the shelters are overwhelmed but we’re not neglecting.  Maybe 
the shelter should offer free neutering for families if they offer that option.  It is not fair that this is 
happening right now.  I can’t believe we are actually here right now because the children’s faces when 
they come in our store, it is amazing, we get a joy from that.  I just think this is outrageous and please 
vote no. 
 
Ms. Patrice Jurcisin – 27830 Gilchrist Dr.  I’m a business owner in the City of Euclid, Beach Club Bistro.  
I am furious that this Council would consider putting this pet store in this city.  I’ve worked for PetSmart 
for two years, I did pet training and pet grooming.  I personally met three owners of animals that came 
from a pet store associated with this future pet store.  They were all supposedly by their owners rescued 
from the pet store.  These people paid $300-$500 to rescue sick animals infested with fleas, worms and 
genetic abnormalities, huge problems.  I also used to pet sit for a dog that came from a pet store associated 
with this future pet store.  She had issues.  They are poorly bred.  A decent breeder does not sell a dog for 
$400-$500.  They run upwards of $1,000.  You should not be able to go into a pet store and purchase a 
dog for a few hundred dollars like you can purchase a hand bag or designer blouse.  These are animals.  
There is no such thing as a beginner pet.  As the owner of a parakeet for 15 years and a guinea pig for six 
years and owner of a dog that I rescued from the Euclid Shelter eight years ago, Annie and another dog 
that I have that’s a rescue.  There’s no such thing as a beginner pet and I resent that remark.   
 I did work for PetSmart and they never sold dogs or cats, they always had rescue events.  They 
look down upon that.  They had kittens galore in that store because they had rescue kittens there from 
other agencies who helped take care of them.   
 There is no need for a pet store that sells, the attitude of beginner pets or cats and dogs.  It is 
simply outrageous at this time.  If you want a puppy, supposedly not damaged by previous ownership, 
you can get a puppy at the pound. When I rescued my Annie from the Pound, I walked in and Annie by 
the way is a pure bred basset hound and was a year old when I got her, great dog.  There were two litters 
of puppies in the pound that day.  Small puppies and big puppies.  Guess what, you can get a puppy at the 
pound. 
 If you open this type of pet store with the legacy that it has, you will be headed for a world of bad 
publicity, protests and a lot of bad feelings.  I don’t know where anyone got their facts about people 
resenting the extreme rescue groups.  People don’t resent that.  I’m sure if you looked at a realistic survey 
of Americans, they are in favor of people that want to protect these helpless animals.  Rescue 
unfortunately has to be the majority of pet ownership in this country right now because we have been 
irresponsible in our laws.  The puppies that come into these pet stores do come from puppy mills.  If you 
want to lose your lunch some day, take a trip down to good old Middlefield and see these dogs, 10 in a 
cage, they’re puppies coming out from between the wires hitting the bottom of a cage and dying because 
the puppies were to small and they fell through the wires and died, or, were so neglected that they died.  
The animals have poor health.  These people can make any record look legitimate because they have the 
means to do that.  Let us not be so blind to, oh puppies and kittens and children.  If you want to see 
puppies and kittens, go to a rescue organization.  You want to see animals, go to the zoo, that’s what it is 
there for.  A pet store is not something that you walk into with your child and say look at that cute little 
puppy, that’s great, comes home, pees on the carpet and guess what, you don’t want that dog.  You need 
to put thought into it if you want an animal.  You know what, keep your sentimental stories to yourself 
and don’t bring this into the city or there will be trouble from the residents because I for one will be out 
there protesting every weekend.  I don’t want this to be a black eye on the business community of Euclid.  
Thank you. 
 
Mr. Christopher Litwinowicz – 21970 Morris Ave.  Law suit.  We can’t tell jobs what to do.  It is not off 
the subject, it is the truth, it is relating to this.  Because what you want to do is tell a job, a place of 
business in the City of Euclid what to do.  Whoever sponsored this resolution or whatever it is is wasting 
time to appropriate a piece of law like a Euclid ordinance because this will never pass in the State.  I had 
to waste my time and effort to explain it, it is so simple.  Thank everybody for coming.  Whatever you 
guys vote is how you vote.  You came here with your already decisions on hand because they wouldn’t 
have been here.  I’m going to save the last comment for the general meeting so I’m not out of order.   
 Concerning #11 on the agenda, Ord. 232-11, the $135,465 for the vehicles should be approved.  
That is transportation vehicles that won’t break down that can do what they need to do to make sure the 
safety and public services.  I’m speaking on that behalf.  They’re all outside.  We don’t need them to 
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come in here and speak on it.   
 #8, do we have somebody that’s seeking this out, or is this an opportunity so we can seek that 
money out, the federal money?  I spent a couple hours today on the internet and it costs money to apply 
for a grant.  When the Council, I’m sorry, let me go back, I’ll do that later.  It is kind of relating to it but I 
would be jumping off.   
 Concerning to schedule, #5, emergency ordinance to provide the schedule of inter-transfer of 
funds between all funds.  What does that mean?  There is no detail to that.  That means that he could 
actually transfer everything thirty-some million dollars, no? 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – The actual legislation details the individual transfers.  It is part of the budget 
when we transfer money from certain funds to other funds.  The whole schedule is on that actual piece of 
legislation which are all posted on the bulletin board outside the Council Office and available on the 
website. 
 
Mr. Litwinowicz – Back to #2, my last comment.  We budgeted money for the Pound.  Why can’t we use 
that?  Like how much money was budgeted for the Pound, our dog pound?  That is what we should be 
worried about.  Seriously that’s why we take our government taxpayer dollars and have somebody there.  
They came up here a couple times and it is a waste of time.  One person in our council can sponsor 
something and it just makes our city look stupid.  The last comment on #2 is you’re going to vote but 
mind you that there will be more and more work for the Law Director of your city.  I just feel a bad issue 
on that and last minute can I get five more seconds? 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – I’m sorry your time is up.  Save it for the end, thank you Mr. Litwinowicz. 
 
Ms. Lucy  – Painesville.  I’m asking that you pass Resolution 240-11 to place a temporary moratorium on 
the commercial selling of animals by a commercial animal establishment.  The moratorium will allow the 
city to be pro-active and to make an informed decision on the retail sales of animals in your city.  Take 
that time to make an informed decision.  Look at the pros and the cons, positives and negatives that will 
affect your residents and the city itself.  Don’t welcome a new business into your city just because it is a 
new business, think about the implications that will impact the city and your residents.  Take into 
consideration that it will not affect just your city but also surrounding communities with the influx of 
animals that will be happening in your city. 
 Pet shops across the country are failing due to the awareness of the pet over population crisis.  
Don’t take a step backward, take a step forward, be pro-active.  Help to end pet over population.  In 2007 
Albuquerque, we spoke with Rick Durise, he’s a marketing manager for Albuquerque Animal Welfare.  In 
2007 Albuquerque Animal Welfare was made into its own city department.  The city has two shelters and 
in 2006 the city council passed a heart ordinance, humane and ethical animal rules and treatment.  This 
ordinance mandated mandatory micro-chipping, mandatory spay and neuter and no commercial pet sales 
within the city.  The ban of pet sales came up primarily because people were dissatisfied with pet shops 
and pure bred pets with congenital defects ending up in shelters because pet stores do not take them back.  
Shelters were overwhelmed, the ordinance went into effect spring 2007. 
 In Albuquerque which is a wonderful model for an animal ordinance, in 2005 they took in almost 
30,000 pets.  2007 it was down to 27,345.  2008 27,194; 2010 it was down to 24,119 pets.  Their 
euthanization rate and life exit rate was accordingly.   
 The last thing I’m going to say is a quote from Rick Durise, when asked about community 
resistance, he said there will be some resistance but once the law is passed, as the years go by, the mindset 
will change because it is the law and it is the best thing for the animals and for the residents of the city.  
Thank you. 
 
Ms. Amy Moore Williams– 25750 Shoreview. I am a resident of Euclid Ohio and I have been a resident 
for 26 years.  I have 15 fish tanks in my home.  I have 4 pets in my home.  A lot of our fish stores in not 
only the Euclid area but adjoining areas around have gone out of business and have lost their businesses.  
I love fish and animals and I love any new store in the City of Euclid.  I think we’re limiting ourselves by 
going against one another like this.  As long as they are up and running in the ordinance that they should 
be, I don’t think we should limit ourselves, but expand ourselves into avenues as far as our pets are 
concerned.  I’ve been in many fish stores, not even in Euclid but Pet marts and all of them and I’ve seen 
the upside and the downs in all of them.  None of them are perfect.  At least we can give them a chance, 
give them an opportunity to just show what they are trying to do for the City of Euclid.  Maybe it just 
might be something good about it.  At least give them a chance.  Nobody is perfect.  Thank you so much. 
 
Ms. Harris – Cleveland Hts.  I’m not affiliated with any group.  I just am speaking kind of by the seat of 
my pants here.  I don’t know anything about the exact statistics on the pet over population problem, but I 
do know enough to know that it is a horrible problem that has been going on for as long as I’ve been 
alive.  The last time I checked it was less than one in four dogs that actually lives to the age of one year 



Council Minutes 
February 22, 2011 
Page 7 
old in this country because so many are euthanized and I know the statistics for cats are even more 
staggering.   
 The reason I decided to speak tonight was I heard somebody who worked at PetSmart and I also 
work at PetSmart, I’m a healthcare professional but I did that as a hobby and I became a pet trainer as 
well.  I just wanted to let you know that I’ve adopted several dogs, I’ve fostered several dogs from 
shelters over the years, but I found the love of my life on petfinder.com.  He’s a dog named thunder, I’ve 
owned him for nine years and he was a little older when I got him from a shelter.  This dog has been 
published in the Plain Dealer.  He was a mascot for the Cleveland Natural History Museum when they 
had an exhibit on dogs of war, veterans, and they had all these hero’s dogs, there were dogs of wars and 
what they had done for their soldiers.  He’s also been used in demonstrations, this dog has been 
incredible.  I was a victim of crime years ago and this dog has saved my life and he came from a shelter 
and he’s really well trained. 
 
Ms. Angela Christopher – 733 Hemlock Dr. Euclid.  We welcome and encourage all new businesses and 
small businesses in the community and welcome a pet shop that would help us pet owners get supplies for 
our pets.  The part that we object to is the selling of dogs and cats.  There’s simply no reason for it in 
today’s society.  The retail sale of pets contribute to pet over population.  Pet over population is a scourge 
upon our communities.  It makes our communities less desirable in which to live.  It de-stabilizes the 
financial and health of our communities.  The taxpayers pick up the tab. 
 Here you have right down the street from your shelter, retail sales and then the taxpayers picking 
up the tab because they have to absorb the influx of all the unwanted, poorly considered impulse 
purchases.  The only benefit to this is the profit that the pet shop owner will make.  We hope that they can 
contribute to the community be helping it with all the other needs, supplying the other needs of pet 
owners without actually contributing to the over population problem.   
 
Ms. Charlene – Eastlake, Ohio.  I know my niece here, she’s been running the pet store for a long time 
and when she did have the one on 185th I came in there a lot of times and I always went back there by the 
puppies.  I’ve never seen a sick puppy back there all the time I’ve been there.  The reason they want to go 
to a nicer place, because the place they were at was really getting bad.  I’m a very big dog lover.  All my 
dogs have come from shelters too, okay.  My dogs live long lives with me.  I’m a big, big fan of Animal 
Planet.  I watch Pit Boss, I watch all the cop shows, animal cop shows, everything on there, and I have 
never seen anything like that at any of their pet stores, okay at their pet stores. 
 PetSmart, they sell cats and everything.  They sell turtles, they sell birds and a big, big quantity of 
those.  I just wanted to let you know that I am a very big animal lover and if they were doing stuff like 
that to animals, I would not let them go through this.  I have never seen a sick animal in there.  I don’t 
know where these people are coming up with all this stuff.  Some people don’t like a sheltered animal.  
Some people like the breed.  The only way you can get that is from a regular pet store that sells the 
breeds.  But they’re not going after selling a lot of dogs, they’re not going to be doing that this time.  They 
only want to sell maybe a couple of dogs, that’s it, nothing big, not like they did before.  That’s all I 
wanted to say. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Ma’am you’re only allowed to speak once, we’re not going to do the back 
and forth.  No I’m sorry that would be out of order.  We have heard many people, please sir come up, but 
let’s if there’s new information we would like but, otherwise we need to get moving with our meeting.  
We have had a committee meeting and we have heard everybody.  Thank you. 
 
Mr. Dominic Ferritto – I am one of the property owners along with my brother Mario.  I live at 6751 
Gates Mills Blvd.  I would just like to say that we were under the assumption that we were here for a 
rezoning and this property has actually always been a retail site and it has been vacant for quite awhile 
and we were delighted to have somebody come along and want to lease this place.  
 I can also say that I appreciate everybody’s concerns here and I had a bull dog for 12 ½ years and 
most people know they don’t live that long.  I took very good care of that dog.  I’ve witnessed the owners 
of this pet store with their pets and they love the pets.  They’re not out to abuse or be a puppy factor or 
anything like that.  They have told us they are going to be more of a pet supply store and just sell a few 
animals.  They’ve downsized greatly and I’m sure there are a lot of seniors and stuff that live in the City 
of Euclid that need a convenient place to go and get their stuff.   
 Not only that but the lease is for one year and I will make this Council a promise that if this place 
is not kept up neat and the dogs aren’t taken care of, we will not renew the lease.  Thank you.   
 
Ms. April – North Olmsted.  I’m all about business, small business especially, therefore I shop on the 
Westside at the Grateful Doggy Bakery.  They do not sell any animals and they are very knowledgeable 
and practical as far as purchasing proper dog food, vitamin supplements.  If I need anything else, I can 
always go to an online store and purchase my supplies, many times with free shipping and handling.  
Basically I do not appreciate the fact that somebody would like to make a profit and exploit animals at the 
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same time.  Therefore I do not support this new store.  These people seem like nice people, however it 
usually pet store begins that way.  It heads with a nice direction and later on animals suffer because they 
are not kept up. Therefore I consider that animal exploitation for profit.  Please consider not allowing this 
store to open.  Post a link in your website why you decided not to do that and encourage your residents to 
obtain animals from you local shelter which has a wonderful reputation. From what I’m hearing, this 
store, Adriatics, did not have a good reputation, there was a lot of backlash against it and I have never 
heard anything good about that store, therefore I am very concerned.  Thank you. 
 
Ms. Lynn - 797 Babbitt in Euclid.  I think what Amy from PAWS wanted to say was that PetSmart has 
donated $25,000 to PAWS to help get the animals spay and neutered.  That’s the difference between a big 
store as opposed to a mom and pop store.  Plus I think someone said they sold cats.  The only cats and 
kittens they sell is from rescues. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – If you could keep it to the items on the agenda.  We’re not going to refute 
everybody’s comments.  If it is about the zoning or the moratorium or about the duties of the health 
officer, that would be appropriate. 
 
Ms. Lynn – First we were told they were not going to sell dogs and cats, starter animals.  And now we’re 
not even into it and now they might sell one or two, that’s my fear.  They can’t even sell even one or two 
cats or kittens.  Please, please, please, please, go with the moratorium.  Thank you. 
 
Ms. Sandy – Painesville.  Business owner, voter.  I was really just overwhelmed with everything that went 
on at the beginning of this program.  My goodness sakes, what prestigious police officers you have here 
and what a great community of Euclid.  I would have to say in all honesty as a business owner myself, I 
work on a lot of veterinarians and none of the veterinarians I have worked on would ever buy a pet from a 
pet store.  They know exactly where to buy them from, they know the breeders, they know the 
responsibility of what it takes to maintain a pure bred breed.  I would have to say in all honesty as well, I 
shop here at many of your stores and go to your restaurants.  If I were to be wanting to buy a pet, it 
wouldn’t be from a private pet store as has been already stated in this moratorium.  I would ask you to not 
look at making sure you have a new business in your area but looking at what the business is going to 
bring to you which would possibly be disrespect and a black eye possibly only because of the reputation 
that will follow it.  I ask you to say yes to this moratorium and thank you for listening.  
 
Mr. Kurt – Cleveland.  The reason we’re here is to wake everybody up a little bit.  If you go to a shelter, 
wherever you go, you purchase a new pet.  If you’re honest with yourself you don’t know what you’re 
going to get.  It is not the dog, it is the owner.  Thanks to some very knowledgeable people that 
understand this business of breeding of animal care.  You get a pet from a shelter, you don’t know what 
you’re going to get.   
40% of all animals in shelters are there because the owners don’t have the knowledge of how to train a 
dog, how to raise.  They throw the towel in quick if a dog comes in, and some owners come in and start 
beating the dog.  This dog doesn’t know why he’s being punished.  I think correct a dog in the learning 
stages.  You correct when you know he knows and you prove it.  I’ve been blessed to deal with Adriatic, 
Dr. Stearns and it is not the dog it is the owners.  You don’t sink a ship before it sails.  The least you can 
do is give somebody a try.  If they try and they fail, then you judge them.  You don’t throw towels in.  
Everybody should be happy, the way businesses are leaving this community and for somebody to come in 
and provide a ser vice that the community needs that you don’t have to go and drive 8 miles whatever 
your pet needs, this direction, that direction.  Even though the pet population is over crowded they claim, 
that is because of irresponsible breeders.  That’s all I have to say, thanks. 
 
Ms. Sheila – Richmond Hts.  I am a volunteer for the public animal welfare society and I foster for them.  
As a foster, I have a dog and amazing dog that I foster that I’m now reaching the year anniversary of 
having her, an amazing animal that is still looking for her forever home.  She’s not alone.  There are 
millions of dogs and cats out there that are in foster homes in loving families who are looking for forever 
homes.  Please consider them first before you take in dogs that are being bred just for sale that as people 
have said, are not physically sound, nor logically sound.  Look at the animals out there that are begging 
for forever homes. 
 
Ms. Andrea – Wickliffe.  Just the other day I was searching for a pet store and I couldn’t find one except 
PetSmart.  I had bought fish from there and they all died.  They had ick, things like that.  I went to 
Mentor, they were closed.  I went to Willoughby Hills, they were closed.  Went down 185th, they were 
closed.  I think a business around this area would be really good for the community and people that do 
have pets.  I also do understand what she says about animals that need to be adopted.  I fully understand 
that.  I think a family, a person, anybody who wants an animal should have that choice.  If you go into a 
shelter and you’re looking for a specific breed, you’re not going to find it, maybe, maybe not.  



Council Minutes 
February 22, 2011 
Page 9 
You’re not going to find the age.  There’s people who have kids that want to raise their animals from 
puppies on up.  I think that a family should have that choice definitely.  If you want to go to a pound and 
adopt a dog, you should be able to.  If you want to go to a pet store and buy a dog, you should be able to.  
I don’t see what the difference is.  It is all on what the individual family or person prefers. 
 I don’t believe that these animals are being abused in a pet store.  I’ve never seen it.  I’ve known 
people who have worked in pet stores, even at 185, even in Mentor, places I think they’re all animal 
lovers, in shelters or pet stores, or otherwise they wouldn’t be in that business.  I just think this is crazy.  I 
think a family should have a choice of what kind of breed they want if they’re looking for specifics or if 
they want to pay $95 at a shelter or $300 at a pet store.  Everyone should have that choice. 
 Another thing that I want to bring up.  I was at the Lake County Dog Shelter today and it is a new 
one, it is in Perry and they don’t spay or neuter their animals.  However they come in, and that was news 
to me today I just found that out.  However they come in is how they adopt them.  They don’t have the 
facility set up to spay or neuter any animal.  So however they come in is how they adopt them.  Even if 
you’re getting an adopted pet from the Lake County Dog Shelter, or adopted dog, they’re not going to be 
neutered or spayed if they’re not when they come in.  That’s just how it is. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Excuse me, if you could address us.  We do need to start moving on.  If 
there’s new information, I think we have certainly heard everybody here tonight, we have had a 
committee meeting. 
 
Ms. Andrea – I didn’t know if you knew that information or not.  I was just told that today by the 
employee that works there.  I was inquiring about a German Shepherd that was a puppy so I asked, I 
assumed I thought that this dog would be neutered, I just assumed that because that’s what I assumed at a 
facility like that and it is not true.  She just told me that today.  This dog was not neutered and was not 
going to be neutered.  If I go back Friday to get this dog, it will not be neutered and that’s from the Lake 
County Dog Shelter and that’s exactly what she told me, so.  Like I said everyone should have a choice of 
where they get their animals from and I don’t think any of them are abusing the animals if that’s a 
problem.  I think that a pet shop in this area would be a great addition. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Last comment if we could. 
 
Mr. Jerry Toth – Barberton, Ohio.  I think we’re missing sort of what this is all about.  We’re getting to 
much into detail about the specific place, trying to give them good input and we’re supposed to stay on 
the moratorium issue.  The whole idea of this moratorium is to give you guys on the Council, ladies and 
gentlemen of the Council, to make an informed decision, not to rush into something that would hurt either 
side but make an informed decision, to get all the facts.  To many laws and regulations are written today 
on a whim because money is behind it or big business is behind it or small businesses together are behind 
it.  We want to make sure this is done right.  I say we give the moratorium a chance to do what it was 
meant to do.  To get opinions, to get facts, to make sure an informed decision is made. 
 I don’t think you’d want as a council member to be behind a rushed decision that allowed 
something to open up that ends up being a monstrosity that comes back to haunt you.  The voters will 
look at this if this place opens up and ends up being like other businesses they’re attached to.  The voters 
will look at that when it comes election time.  When it is time to put other people into positions. 
 Today things are changing.  People are starting to look at animals as a living creature they are and 
not a product.  When you put them into a pet store, they become a product, it is profit.  Walmart, what do 
they do, they go to the cheapest place, cheapest is better because that’s where the money comes from.  
Without a profit, you don’t stay in business.   
 I’m all for support of small business, my mother owned a small business pizza shop.  My uncle 
has his own small business.  Small business is great for a community if it is run properly following the 
laws and not harming any creatures, living beings.  You end up hurting the whole city is reflected if it 
turns bad if it is rushed into.  On that note I would say that nobody is asking that a pet store is not opened 
as a small mom and pop business.  It is the cats and dogs do not need to be sold there are per PetSmart or 
PetCo, they have adoption events, which actually brings people into the business. I go into PetCo at times 
just to stop in and see animals and end up buying something because I’m just there to see what adoption 
animals they have that are there from a rescue.   
 In closing, we’re not trying to say that they should not open and mom and pop pet store for 
supplies.  People have testified here wanting to say they’re there, it is a close place to get their fish or fish 
food or dog food or cat food, it is great.  But, think of the animals as a living creature, not a product to be 
made a profit on. Thank you. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Thank you all for your input.  We will move forward with legislation and 
Item #1.  
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LEGISLATION 
   Ord. 9-2011 (218-11) Rezoning E. 260 & Tungsten 
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 Scarniench moved for passage, Councilman Gilliham seconded. 
 
Director Pietravoia – Before Planning & Zoning Commissioner Beno gives his report, I just wanted to 
give some brief introductory remarks and remind Council this is related to our agreement with the schools 
and proposed transfer of properties between the schools and the city so that their new elementary school 
projects can go forward.  Our agreement did state that we would have the properties close by March 1st 
and also in addition to that it did require that we would vacate the street at E. 232 St. for the Glenbrook 
property and we would also initiate and hopefully complete the process of rezoning by the time of the 
transfer of the property.  I just wanted to remind Council that the requirement of our agreement between 
the city and the schools before we give the P&Z report.  With that, I’ll turn it over to Mr. Beno. 
 
Commissioner Beno – On January 11, 2011 after public notice and at its regularly scheduled meeting, the 
Planning & Zoning Commission recommended approval of a rezoning of the former fire station parcels 
from a U4 district to a Campus Institutional District.  This rezoning will help to facilitate adding these lots 
to a larger, redeveloped Euclid Board of Education school campus site.  I’ll be glad to answer any 
questions that Council may have on this ordinance. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – Have we started to empty this building out?  Has the police and fire 
department gone in there and taken out every single thing that we could possibly re-use? 
 
Chief Repicky – No, we’re in the midst of removing our property now and so is the fire department. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – We will be providing the schools with a list of other items that will be taking out after 
March 1st because eventually they will have that building de-constructed and we want to reserve our right 
to take some things out that we really can’t take out right now. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – We really don’t have a choice in this matter because we’re not using it as a fire 
station, correct?  It has to be deeded back to the schools? 
 
Director Pietravoia – As far as the transfer of the property is concerned? 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Right. 
 
Director Pietravoia – There was a previous agreement that required once we no longer used the property 
for safety purposes that it would revert back to the schools. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Since we have no choice in that we have to make it a C1 because of the way the 
zoning is now, right? 
 
Director Pietravoia – I would actually see them as independent actions.  I think it makes sense if the 
property is to be used for the elementary school that it all be zoned under the same zoning category.  The 
other factor that comes into play is they will be consolidating all of the property into a single large parcel 
and it is bad practice to have multiple zoning on a single parcel.  It should all be in the same zoning 
category. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – It certainly should, thank you so much. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – This is a public hearing, this is the third reading and public hearing for this 
specific rezoning issue.  If there’s any comments about the Thomas Jefferson property being rezoned from 
U4 to C1, this would be the time to speak. 
 
Mr. Christopher Litwinowicz – 21970 Morris Ave.  Concerning that, it is already done but we don’t really 
look into the aspect of a historical sites for anything in the City of Euclid.  We never have, never will.   
 
President Holzheimer Gail – This should be about the zoning to Campus Institutional please. 
 
Mr. Litwinowicz – We’re talking about the old fire station that is in that area that our tax payer dollars 
paid for but they just got more money for the schools.  What is actually happening is they are taking that 
piece of property and building something on it, correct? 
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President Holzheimer Gail – Yes. 
 
Mr. Litwinowicz – Since this is a third reading, is there anything public, like a vision? 
Like there should be a vision of that right there, like a postcard. 
 
Director Pietravoia – The Schools do have a very specific vision for the property and we’ve had in display 
in our lobby, I think they’re down right now because we used them at the Expo Center but all the 
drawings illustrating the new school that would be located on this site once it is rezoned. 
 
Mr. Litwinowicz – I understand that but my whole thing was that was already approved and now we’re 
back at it.  But as far as that, I hope you all vote for it.  It is already done, the money is already there for  
them building these schools.  But my last comment is that I just wish that some of our taxpayer dollar 
money that is coming through this city retain some of these old properties. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Seeing no other public comments on the public hearing, motion to close 
debate. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik moved to close debate, Councilwoman Scarniench seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Minarik, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail 
Passed. 
 
  Res. 10-2011 (240-11) Moratorium on Animal Establishments 
A resolution placing a temporary moratorium on the commercial selling of animals by a Commercial 
Animal Establishment, as defined under § 505.01(9) of the Codified Ordinances of the City of Euclid, in 
order that the Public Safety Commission and the Council of the City of Euclid undertake a study of the 
hazards and benefits associated with the spaying, neutering and commercial selling of animals and its 
effect on the humane treatment of animals and animal overpopulation.  (Sponsored by Councilperson 
Scarniench) 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved for passage, Councilman Gilliham seconded. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – Law Director, how do I go about doing this?  We have before us a 
replacement, (240a-11) that I would like to have us discuss instead of (240-11).  This was written and it 
was not written in the way I asked for it and because of the holiday there was no way to change it until 
today.  Is that all we need? 
 
Director Frey – Council would move to amend (240-11) if you so desire to the version that is before you 
as (240a) which would prohibit the sale of dogs and cats for a period of six months during which time the 
Council would consider business regulations associated with commercial sales of dogs and cats. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to amend Res. (240-11) to the (240a-11) version. 
Councilwoman Minarik seconded. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Any question on the amendment?  Let’s do a roll call on the amendment. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Minarik, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail. 
Amendment passes. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – As the Law Director just said, he read what (240a-11) is.  We’ve had 
committee meetings, we’ve had council meetings and I appreciate everyone coming out and speaking.  
What we’re here for today first is a rezoning issue which is separate from this.  Over the last few years 
when I was on Planning & Zoning we had a moratorium for used car lots because we didn’t have any in 
the city and we wanted to make sure the rules and regulations were the way we wanted them to be.  We 
currently have a moratorium on internet cafes for that exact same reason.  That is why I am asking for this 
moratorium.   
  We will do this all before summer break so that we have the rules and regulations in place the way 
we see fit.  Small business is the backbone of the United States of America, we all have a choice.  
Everybody is right, we do have a choice on what we do and how we do it.  We don’t all agree.  All of my 
dogs have always come from the shelter and I’ve never had a problem with most of my dogs that I’ve had.  
But that is not to say that a pet store is bad.  We’re not here to discuss one individual store, we’re here to 
discuss the rules and regulations that the City of Euclid wants in place for this store.   
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  At the Planning & Zoning meeting, it was stated that we’re going to be mostly, primarily a feed 
store that you’ve heard and the starter animals and I don’t know what other word you would use for it, but 
the fish and the gerbils and the birds, I have no problem with that.  That’s part of why this was changed.  
We want them to be able to go ahead and if they so choose to open, they have that right to open. 
  We have before us later a piece of legislation about animal venues.  We are special because we are 
part of the County Board of Health.  The Board of Health has put together rules and regulations that have 
to do with anything that happens in a store that will affect our health, not the animals, it is our health.  So 
that will be in place when we approve that later. 
  The City of Euclid also has many regulations about animals and the taking care of those animals.  
We have a lot of information out there.  There are some things that need to be done.  Things that we need 
to tweak and that is what this moratorium is all about.  I am hoping that we become good neighbors and 
good friends and that we all work together for this.  If they choose to go like the big stores and just use the 
animals from our shelter, that would be wonderful.  There will be some rules and regulations that they 
will have to abide by.  That’s what this is all about.  I hope all of Council will approve this moratorium 
and I promise we will get this done over the next three months. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – I, too, am going to support this resolution for a couple of reasons.  First of all, 
looking at the rules that we have that we were just handed, they’re not sufficient in my opinion so let’s get 
it right because if we don’t and we come back in we could run into an issue that this store was 
grandfathered in under old rules which are totally insufficient.  Personally I find selling animals in a pet 
store not the best practice but that’s not for me to tell them.  What it is for me to vote on here is to make 
sure that we have the best ordinances in place that we can to protect the animals, the people that run the 
store and the citizens of this city. 
 
Councilman Langman – Law Director Frey, if you could comment, specifically on at the end of the 
moratorium what will we have hoped to accomplish? 
 
Director Frey – The moratorium is of sufficiently short duration that Council will need to act soon on 
considering business regulations.  Any moratorium has to directly relate to the business in which it affects 
and it has to have a real and substantial relation and must not interfere with private property rights beyond 
the necessities of the situation.  What I’m hoping Council will do in looking at various models that are 
presented by other communities some local and some out of state is to find those best practices in a 
business regulation, adopt them as part of the codified ordinances of the City of Euclid.  If Council does 
not do that at the end of that moratorium period, if there is no action, the moratorium expires.  If Council 
wants to extend that moratorium and there is not a good sound basis for having done so, for instance no 
action was taken in the first six months, that moratorium would certainly be subject to an attack. 
 
Councilman Langman – As a follow up question, is there any chance at the end of the moratorium that we 
could ban the sale of dogs or cats or any other animal? 
 
Director Frey – If this council were to find a compelling reason to prohibit the sale of dogs and cats, I 
suppose yes.   
 
Councilman Langman – In a legal term, what is compelling? 
 
Director Frey – Compelling is that there has to be some, in a heightened scrutiny sense, there has to be an 
establishment that there is some serious harm caused by the continued sale of dogs or cats.  I know we 
don’t have an active pet store at this point in time but there would have to be a, we would have to show 
with a high degree of proof, if you will, that there is an injury to this community through the sale of dogs 
and cats and that this regulation will narrowly limit that business practice so as to not otherwise interfere 
or unduly interfere with the business of a pet shop, but would specifically prohibit those sales.  Again, it 
would be our burden to establish by strong showing of evidence that there was a harm or injury to the 
community. 
 
Councilman Langman – Do you know any communities that have banned the sale of dogs/cats, any other 
animals? 
 
Director Frey – One of the examples we found in our research and outlined in the memorandum that we 
provided to council was from Austin, TX.  We need to look, I believe there was a reference to another 
southwestern community tonight and we’ll look at that legislation.  We know that the City of Parma on a 
local basis doesn’t have an outright ban, they have a period of 8 weeks for dogs, that they must be at least, 
I may be wrong, it maybe older than that.  I know the State of Ohio has a minimum age, 8 weeks, for dogs 
in the State of Ohio before they are able to be sold.  I think Parma adopted that same time period and 
expanded it to other animals as well. 
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Councilman Langman – Thank you and question for Director Pietravoia.  Director Pietravoia have you 
had extensive contact with the prospective business owners as far as their operations and what they expect 
to do? 
 
Director Pietravoia – I personally have not but through the zoning process, members of our staff, 
particularly Planning and Zoning Commission has, as well as the commission members themselves when 
they went through that process. 
 
Councilman Langman – What I’m trying to drive at is can they survive during this moratorium period by 
just selling pet food and fish, etc.?  Do we have any sense of that? 
 
Director Pietravoia – I would really have to defer to the business owner to answer that question.   
 
Councilman Langman – Madam Chair can we have a representative of the business speak? 
 
Councilman Langman moved to suspend the rules, Councilman Gilliham seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – If you would come up and state your name and address again.  The specific 
question is, will a six month temporary suspension impact your business? 
 
Ms. Melissa Zahorsky – 20371 Lake Shore in Euclid.  The specific question is, can we survive with the 
moratorium against dogs and cats alone; or all animals? 
 
Councilman Langman – Dogs and cats alone. 
 
Ms. Zahorsky – Yes, we can do that.  Our plan was not to have dogs and cats even right off the bat.  We 
don’t even have cages or anything set up right now for dogs or cats.  That was not our plan anyway.  We 
would like to learn ourselves more about the safety and all the rules and regulations that we must follow 
because if we’re opening soon, we’re obviously not prepared to know everything that we need to do as far 
as that.  Yes, that’s fine.   
 
Councilman Langman – Thank you.  Madam Chair, I think there’s enough room here that we can have a 
moratorium without unduly harming the business so I will support this.   
 
Councilman Gilliham – Director Frey, one quick question.  A moratorium usually is established to make 
sure that the health, safety and welfare and comfort and peace of the citizens are protected.  If in a case 
any Council were to pass a moratorium, there could be a legal challenge and it would be based on those 
particular claims that a moratorium was enacted to try to protect the health, safety and welfare and 
comfort and peace of the citizens, correct? 
 
Director Frey – Generally speaking, yes. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – So a situation where an individual any business, not just pet stores, if any 
business was looking to challenge a moratorium, this information would be a public record, correct? 
 
Director Frey – Yes. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – Thank you.  I wasn’t at the Public Safety meeting but I received numerous emails 
and numerous phone calls about puppy mills and I think they’re deplorable.  I truly think they’re 
deplorable.  The bottom line is this, I’ve looked at different states, Ohio is number  two for puppy mills.  
In 2007 in 127th Assembly House Bill 223 was introduced to put minimum standards for puppy mills.  
Unfortunately I could not find any information where that passed.  That is a State issue that we have to 
look at.  The State of Missouri passed Proposition B, where they set minimum standards for puppy mills 
so that breeders would have the qualifications to be in compliance and at the same time protect the rights 
of animals. 
  But there is another partner is this and those are pet stores.  Sometimes pet stores have bad 
business practices, some have good business practices.  The question that I ask myself was, are we 
necessarily banning any industry coming in because of practices that are necessarily listed as being bad, 
but are not unilaterally enforced?  The USDA has a lax enforcement.  I’ve read where they’ve actually 
stated that they will go to a puppy mill, see a violation, let the owner correct it and say we’ll be back in 
three months to see if you have it up.  I do know the puppy mills are a bad, bad component of this 
situation that we have right here. 
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  I’m just going to be blunt with you and make it very clear to you, I don’t think that a pet store that 
sells cats and dogs is going to make Euclid rich.  There’s an industry for it, but I’m not basing my 
decision on the tax revenue that this city has.  I’m basing my decision on the fact that any business that 
comes in here deserves an opportunity to be in the city.  Now, what can we do?  We can look at Austin, 
TX and we can see what they’ve done.  We can look at Missouri from a statewide and lobby to Ohio to do 
the same thing.  Most importantly I don’t think that we have to have everything done by a moratorium 
because we have a fear of it.  This Council has the ability to work with the Mayor’s administration to 
make sanctions that would regulate this business and put people in compliance.  In my opinion, although 
I’m adversely against the puppy mills, I’m not adversely against businesses coming in and trying to gain a 
reputable reputation in the city.  I’m not against the city trying to make regulations that will make sure 
that compliance, minimum standards and cooperation between profit, non-profit, private and city is 
available.  So I’ll be voting no on this moratorium.   
 
Councilman Van Ho – Did I misunderstand or did the lady who is going to own the pet store say that she 
could survive and I felt like she said she could go along with the six month moratorium so we could get 
our act together on the rules? 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Yes, that’s what I heard as well. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – I don’t understand why we would need to vote no because we then get into the 
problem of do we enforce rules against or for this store based on the old rules, which are probably not 
very good.  Or, do we wait six months, get this right and then go forward with this pet store or any other 
pet store based on good rules? 
 
Councilman Gilliham – I’m not focused on one pet store.  Never will be focused on one business that is 
coming into the city.  If you recall I voted against the moratorium for internet cafés and we’re supposed to 
be studying that as well.  My focus is not on one potential store, whether they can survive without dogs 
and cats is not the issue.  If another pet store were to come into the city, that’s what I’m looking at.  I’m 
not singling out one particular entity.  I’m singling out the business and that’s my reason for making my 
decision.  I know it is not the most popular one but let me reiterate that I am against puppy mills.  There 
was legislation out in 2007 that we need to go back to.  Missouri has done it as well with Proposition B 
and the Mayor has stated and the Law Director has stated the City of Austin TX has done this as well.  
My question is, why do we need a moratorium when there are other avenues to make responsible pet shop 
owners.  That’s my explanation for this and I just want to be very clear that I understand, I watch the 
videos, I saw the dog auctions in Ohio and I’ve seen all of those things and it is deplorable and it reminds 
me of a very, very bad time in US history, if you catch my drift, auctioning of pets that are sick.  Cleaning 
pets that have feces in their paws and stuff.  Those are things that poor pet breeders do, or these puppy 
mills and poor owners do who sell pets.  So my reasoning is not to focus on one particular business in a 
huge field, but to focus on the industry.  I feel honestly and truthfully that putting a moratorium on any 
business is basically saying that they’re all bad and I don’t believe that’s the case. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – I believe Proposition B even though it was passed by the voters was overruled 
by the State Legislature.  I think it was.  That is a problem right here is the government at national level 
and state level is not doing what it needs to do to protect animals.  The puppy uniform protection and 
safety act, no matter how many times some version of it is put into place, Congress refuses to act on it.   
  My concern is that we protect the pet owner and we protect the animal rights people.  I do miss 
walking by Adriatic Pets with my dogs, because we would look at the birds every day and look at the 
animals in the window and I live across the street from where the store used to be.  It is just kind of a 
lonely place now to walk by there. 
  I think looking over the Austin law, it is possible in this moratorium timeframe to put boundaries 
on the sale of dogs and cats like they do in Austin by making a pet store owner that sells dogs and cats, 
they are a certified owner.  They have to follow certain rules and regulations that not only protect the 
dogs, because in this particular ordinance in Austin, their version, the dogs are micro-chipped, there’s just 
a lot there that we can look at.  But it also protects the pet store owner.  For example if they don’t know 
that these animals are coming from abusive facilities, it protects the animal pet store owner as well.  We 
do need some time to take a look at this as well as the Parma ordinance.   
  But, I also agree, in America, people have the right to buy an animal in a pet store.  People have 
the right to go to a shelter.  I have three rescue dogs, but that doesn’t mean that some day I might not 
want, well I do go to pet stores to buy fish and birds and things like that and that is a good thing.  In 
American people make up their own minds.  What the animal rights groups are doing is a wonderful thing 
because you’re raising awareness and you’re educating people.  That is what is going to end the puppy 
mills and that’s what is going to end all that stuff.  The government I don’t think it is our right to tell a 
store owner what they can sell and what they can’t when it causes no harm to the general welfare of the 
citizens.  I don’t think that’s within our bounds. 
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  What we can do is put boundaries around an owner so that the animal is protected as well as the 
owner.  That’s what the moratorium will do, it will protect the dogs and cats should they ever be sold in 
this city.  It will also protect the pet owners so that they are responsible.  I think that’s what America is all 
about finding that compromise.  That’s what the moratorium is set for. 
  It is not our place to tell you what you can buy, where you can buy it, or any of that.  What we can 
do is set boundaries on what these puppies that are sold are like.  Do we have a health history?  Do we 
have access to the breeder to find out what position they’re in?  We know the Department of Agriculture 
is not doing its job.  We know the animal welfare act is not being adequately laid out for the protection of 
these poor dogs.  So, if we can stop it at the retail end by protecting the dogs there, until then we have to 
lobby the state and the federal government because it is legal to sell those dogs.  If we ban the sale of dogs 
and cats, okay, then the puppy mills, where are they going to sell those dogs?  They’re going to sell them 
to the fighters, all right.  Or, they’re going to sell them to research labs.  That’s what is going to happen.  
They’re not going to stop until the federal government takes a stand by rewriting the animal welfare act. 
  I don’t know but I think it would be better to have a dog try to be sold to an owner that might care 
for it and put these restrictions in place that protect the health of that animal as best that we can.  Than it is 
to put these dogs in research labs.  
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Excuse me, that’s out of order.  You’re out of order ma’am. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – I’m just saying, the options that present themselves are these dogs are sold to 
fight, for research labs and that’s when we need a moratorium to go through all this stuff to protect 
everything.  I will support a moratorium because it is the way it needs to be. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – I was not going to take an issue on this, or a stand on this, but I will agree.  I agree the 
six month moratorium makes more sense.  I happen to be a regular customer of the former Adriatic Pet 
store, I get my fish food and everything from there.  In fact I’ve got a five year old 80 pound German 
Shepherd that is probably the smartest, most beautiful dog I’ve ever owned.  But at the same time we do 
take the personalities out of it and what was said about any specific store.  The Law Director can have 
various information that is needed by City council to make an intelligent decision and more than likely 
put some rules and regulations into effect on the care and other things.  The Dept. of Health can help us as 
well for any pet shop, not just this pet shop, for any pet shop.  We will get that information to you no later 
than 60 days so you will have time to take action.  I would strongly suggest we vote positively on the 
moratorium tonight and also vote positively on the Use District Exception.  Over the next six months lets 
make some good decisions and we can be done with this.  We can talk about how they treat chickens that 
we eat, we could go on forever with this.  That’s really not our place right now.  I will give you my word, 
the Administration will give you all the information you need, if you need more after what you have, we 
will provide that to you.  Let’s bring this to a peaceful, positive conclusion.  
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – When you look at this even though it says six months, like I said, we will 
have this done by the time Council is ready to close for summer session so we’re only talking four months 
and I guaranty you, I promise you this will be done in the best way possible for the residents of the City of 
Euclid. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – Which committee are you going to refer this too? 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – It doesn’t have to go to Committee.  This is separate.  The moratorium we 
can decide where.  This is whether we want the moratorium or not. 
 
Councilman Van Ho moved to close debate.  Councilwoman Scarniench seconded. 
Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Scarniench, Minarik, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail 
      Nays:  Gilliham 
Passed as amended. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – There was a request that #12 which had to do with the Board of Health 
Standards and the Health Officer be moved up prior to #3.  I don’t know if we need to do that, but is there 
any objection?   
 
President Holzheimer Gail moved #12 Ord. (231a-11) to #3 on the Agenda.  Councilman Langman 
seconded. 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Minarik, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail 
Motion passed. 
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President Holzheimer Gail – This is the other ordinance that we had discussed. 
 
   Ord. 11-2011 (231a-11) Amend Code Animal Venues 
An ordinance amending Section 505.04 “Duties of the Health Officer” and Section 505.05 “Enforcement 
Procedure” of the General Offenses Code of the Codified Ordinances of the City of Euclid to amend the 
duties of the health officer and to create regulations for animal venues.  (Sponsored by Councilperson 
Scarniench) (Recommended for passage by the Safety Committee) 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved for passage, Councilman Van Ho seconded. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – As we spoke before, this actually puts into place that we are going to be 
working with the Board of Health on their animal venue regulations.  At the committee meeting we heard 
all about the program.  As I stated before what that does is protects the citizens of Euclid if there is a 
problem with an animal that would harm a human being, which is very important.  The City of Cleveland, 
their Board of Health doesn’t do anything like that.  This brings us one step closer to making sure what 
we have will work.  It gives them the authority to go in and close the place if they have to.  It still gives us 
the authority to do what we have to do so I hope everyone will support this. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Law Director Frey did you have any comments? 
 
Director Frey – The Board of Health is under contract with the City of Euclid to provide health and 
sanitation services.  We’ve met with the representatives, both the local and the individual at the Board of 
Health who deals with animal regulations.  I am absolutely confident in their ability to both inspect and 
based on their regulations follow up on the source of diseased animals.  I would encourage council to 
adopt the Ordinance that is before them tonight. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – Just a couple of quick questions Law Director.  The legislation is written in the 
first paragraph, it shall be the duty of the Animal Control Officer, Health Officer or representative from 
the Cuyahoga County Board of Health and the Chief of Police.  Just for clarification we’re defining 
Animal Control Office and the Health Officer as two different individuals, correct? 
 
Director Frey – Yes, the health officer could be an individual from the Board of Health. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – The reason why I asked that question because it goes onto the next sentence and 
says the Health Officer or representative from the Cuyahoga County Board of Health, and it excludes the 
Animal Control officer.  I can understand the exclusion of the Chief of Police, but I’m just wondering for 
continuity should we have the Animal Control officer as well, or am I just reading this incorrectly? 
 
Director Frey – I don’t think you’re reading it incorrectly councilman.  The Board of Health is the one 
who actually issues those regulations.  It is not our local animal control officer.  The animal control 
officer will follow those regulations but they actually come from the Board of Health. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – I just wanted to make clear the intent is basically for the animal control officer to 
administer and enforce any public health provisions of this chapter and the representative from the Board 
of Health shall issue standing and/or emergency regulations for rabies control, zoonosis control, 
elimination of animal pests; so those rules are clearly stated in those and are exclusive of each other, 
correct? 
 
Director Frey – Yes, they have the authority to issue those regulations.  Our Animal Control Officer 
would have the ability to work with the Board of Health in enforcement, but also would have the ability 
along with the Chief and other members of the Euclid Police Dept. to enforce our animal control 
ordinances in our codified ordinances. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – Thank you, I just wanted clarity on that, thank you. 
 
Councilman Langman – Law Director Frey, you kind of answered the question I was going to ask, but to 
make it absolutely clear, whatever package of ordinances that we may adopt after the moratorium, we, 
meaning the City of Euclid and its representatives, are solely responsible for enforcing those or is there 
some cross enforcement action? 
 
Director Frey – To the extent that whatever we adopt mirrors the regulations from the Board of Health, I 
would suspect we would have assistance from the Board of Health.  But they won’t enforce strictly Euclid 
regulations that are not part of their Board of Health regulations. 
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Councilman Langman – For my own information, does the Board of Health, do they have regularly 
scheduled inspections of such facilities? 
 
Director Frey – Yes, as we met with them several weeks ago, they had just completed an inspection of our 
animal shelter.  We’re subject to the inspection as well. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik- Director Frey, in the first paragraph, the new addition, and standing regulations 
for the keeping, housing and sale of pets in a commercial facility.  It says that the health officer or 
someone from the Board of Health, the standing regulations are those from the Board of Health, or are 
those, the standing regulations that this Council will be adopting? 
 
Director Frey – When this was drafted, we’re talking there about the Board of Health regulations. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – So, we do have the authority to draft other regulations? 
 
Director Frey – Yes. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – And the Board of Health would comply with those then? 
 
Director Frey – If they were inconsistent with the Board of Health regulations we might have an issue.  
But as long as they are consistent with or in addition to the Board of Health regulations.  They will not 
enforce our Euclid specific regulations but would certainly work in tandem with our Animal Control 
Officer in enforcement.  My guess is if there was an inspection to be conducted because there had been a 
complaint for instances, I would anticipate both the representative from the Board of Health and our 
Animal Control office would make that inspection. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – It was the particular phrase, and the sale of pets in a commercial facility. 
 
Director Frey – That’s because that’s what is part of the what the Board of Health provides regulations 
for.  For instance they require that the seller, the commercial facility, have records as to where that animal 
was purchased.  So that if there is a disease or illness history that needs to be traced, they have the ability 
to get that information. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – I think this is a great idea especially give the fact that we’re going to have a six 
month moratorium on everything that we get them onboard to possibly advise us as we draft our own 
regulations.   
 
Councilman Langman – I want to thank Madeline for bringing this before us.  It is sensible and it will 
hopefully result in good things.  Thank you Councilwoman. 
 
Councilman Van Ho moved to close debate,  Councilman Gilliham seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to suspend the rules, Councilwoman Minarik seconded.  Yeas:  
Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Minarik, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
 
 
 Res. 12-2011 (224-11) UDE 22500 Lakeland Blvd. 
A resolution granting a Use District Exception, pursuant to Section 1359.03(b)of the Codified Ordinances 
of the City of Euclid to Mario Ferritto of Ferritto Properties to allow a Pet Store (Retail/Services Use) in a 
U-6 (Industrial and Manufacturing) Use District at 22500 Lakeland Boulevard, Permanent Parcel No 647-
03-001.  (Sponsored by Planning & Zoning Commission) 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved for passage, Councilman Gilliham seconded. 
 
Commissioner Beno – On January 11, 2011 after public notice and at its regularly scheduled meeting, the 
Planning & Zoning Commission voted to recommend approval of a Use District Exception to permit a pet 
store in a U6 industrial and manufacturing district at 22500 Lakeland Blvd.  While I generally stop at 
reporting the strict actions of the commission, if there’s a desire for a more expanded report, I’ll be glad to 
provide that, otherwise I will be glad to answer questions as council puts them. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Would you like to hear the expanded report? 
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Councilwoman Scarniench – I was at that meeting.  I have no problem with this at all.  As I said, this 
country is founded on small businesses.  It is greatly appreciated that the Ferrittos purchased this building, 
it has been vacant for many years and I hope they have success with what they’re trying to do. 
 
Councilman Langman – I will support the rezoning but I do have a question for Director Pietravoia.  
Director, we see more and more retail establishments going in along Lakeland which was once primarily 
industrial.  It might make sense to review our standards for that particular area as obviously it has high 
visibility.  I’ll send you off an email that maybe we can get that process going because you’re going to 
have more simply shopping traffic along that area and we want to make sure it looks nice. 
 
Director Pietravoia – Mr. Ferritto also mentioned a number of his tenants fall in this same category.  It is 
true there is a mix along that stretch of Lakeland.  A portion of it is zoned U5 which is a commercial 
services category which does allow some retail.  We could look at the potential for both of those districts, 
either retail or U5 which is a little more restrictive. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Councilman Wojtila had asked about parking and Mr. Beno did respond that 
there is enough parking with all of those units are full. Did you want to comment on that? 
 
Commissioner Beno – If the building were entirely full, there is still more parking on the property than is 
required by the codes.   
 
Councilman Van Ho – I’ll support this because looking at the pictures you supplied us, it looks like you 
put in a lot of work and as someone who owns pets, I hope you have good food and so forth.  Also, 
because this particular store has been retail.  You’ve got Sherwin Williams sitting right next to it which is 
retail.  So let’s admit what it is and zone it accordingly.  As Councilman Langman said it is perfect retail 
because you’ve got thousands of people driving by everyday, to and from work. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – This is a public hearing so if there are any comments about the Use District 
Exception, this would be the time to speak. 
 
Mr. Christopher Litwinowicz – 21970 Morris Ave.  My comments on this, this should have been read first 
today. 
 
Councilman Van Ho moved to close debate, Councilman Gilliham seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Minarik, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – I have two members of staff here to discuss item #6.  Would council be willing to 
move that up to discuss now? 
 
President Holzheimer Gail moved #6, Res. (230-11) to the next item on the Agenda.  Councilman 
Gilliham seconded.   
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Minarik, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail. 
 
  Res. 13-2011 (230-11)  NSP 3 
A resolution approving a “substantial amendment” to the FY 2010 Consolidated Plan and Annual Action 
Plan to incorporate the City of Euclid plan for the Neighborhood Stabilization Program (NSP3) 
authorized by Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and Consumer Protection Act for the redevelopment of 
vacant, abandoned, foreclosed residential properties and authorizing the Mayor or his designee to submit 
said amendment to the Department of Housing and Urban Development.  (Sponsored by Mayor Cervenik) 
(Recommended for passage by the Housing & Building Standards Committee) 
 
Councilman Gilliham moved for passage, Councilman Van Ho seconded. 
 
Director Pietravoia – I don’t know if you or Councilman Van Ho wanted to report out of committee 
before we start? 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Councilman Van Ho, did you want to make a report from the Committee 
Meeting? 
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Councilman Van Ho – The Committee recommended that we pass this legislation.  The main thing is that 
we will be changing to allow for more demolition, is that a fair statement?  And, we need to do that 
because is our particular market, trying to rehab some of these particular houses makes utterly no sense.  I 
would like for the staff to explain to the rest of council what we heard at the Housing Committee. 
 
Director Pietravoia – In the interest of time, I know you still have quite a bit on the agenda tonight, I’ll 
allow Deputy Director Gliha and Marty Castelletti to give a brief recap of the proposed program and the 
minor changes that were made that came out of committee. 
 
Mr. Castelletti – This program is very similar to the NSP 1 program.  There are five basic eligible 
activities that we can spend these funds on that’s:  acquisition rehab, acquisition demo, land banking, 
financial mechanisms and administrative costs.  Taking into consideration what response we received 
from various council members, we’ve tried to design the program to spend most of the funds on 
demolition.  The NSP program is usually geared more towards rehab and they have placed a limit at 10% 
for demo activity.  We are seeking a waiver from HUD to bump that up to 50% to allow us to do more 
demolition.  If you have a chance and take a look at the plan on page 12, it is kind of a summary of where 
the funds are going to go to.  At the top we still have to spend a quarter of the funds, 25% of the funds to 
address housing for low income.  The 50% of area and median income amount comes to $258,000.  To do 
this, we are going to do the minimum rehab, so we’ll take three of our houses that are in our existing 
inventory and rehab those houses.  That’s pretty much a standard, we can’t change that. 
  The next category would be the down payment assistance program.  We’re going to spend 
$140,000 to aid people that are in the upper category of 80-120% of area and median income.  Next 
category would be demolition, that’s where we want to spend the most of our funds.  That will be used to 
purchase and demo approximately 25 houses.  The next eligible activity would be land banking.  We want 
to put $30,000 toward our land bank property maintenance to help maintain our existing properties.  Last 
but not least, administrative activity where we can spend 10% of our funds to go towards administrative 
costs. 
  Our projected program income is $195,000 for the sale of the three rehabilitated homes, at roughly 
$65,000 each.  When we get that money from the sale of those properties, we will reallocate that money to 
do additional demolition at $160,000.  $15,500 additional allocation for land bank maintenance.  $19,500 
for additional administrative costs.  The grand total would be $1,226,230 spent on this program. 
  We had some issue we talked about in our committee meeting with regard to the down payment 
assistance program.   The attachments that you were also sent, the Exhibit A which describes the down 
payment assistance program and attachment A which is basically the minimum rehab standards attached 
to that program.  The big issues were how much money we wanted to allow per down payment loan.  We 
decided we would go with 20% of the purchase price of the home and cap that at $10,000.  The reason for 
that is we didn’t want somebody come in and try to buy a house at $10,000 and getting a $10,000 loan for 
it.  We capped it at 20% to not allow something like that to happen.   
Also we wanted to make sure that we created some minimum rehabilitation standards, that goes along 
when you do receive this down payment assistance money, we want to see these houses brought up pretty 
much to the standards that we have established with our NSP 1 program. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – I’m excited about this particular amendment and proposal.  Mr. Castelletti if you 
could answer this.  Have you seen any other individual cities or municipalities who have received this 
money be able to get this particular amendment approved by HUD, do you have any knowledge of that? 
 
Mr. Castelletti – I have not talked to any of the other cities.  Most are still also formulating their plans.  As 
far as I’m aware, most cities are trying to work towards more demolition because I think they’re all pretty 
much in a similar situation we’re in with the current real estate market. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – I think the conditions pretty much initiate this process and in support of it.  The 
other question that I have is, I don’t know if this has been formally submitted, this is still in draft form, 
but has HUD estimated a response time to our particular request for an amendment? 
 
Mr. Castelletti – I believe it is a 30 day response time, at which time if they have any questions or issues 
they will contact us and we kind of work back and forth until we get any issues resolved. 
 
Director Pietravoia – To Councilman Gilliham’s question on whether anyone else has been successful in 
getting a waiver.  This is the first time they have seriously considered a waiver of this magnitude in NSP 3 
round.  Since none of the plans have been submitted for approval yet, there couldn’t be a track record yet 
of other communities that have been successful, but we do believe a number of cities will ask for similar 
waivers.  If I’m not mistaken, and the response from HUD when we had this conversation, they indicated 
they were particularly sensitive to the need in northeast Ohio because of the magnitude of the foreclosures 
and the foreclosure problem to make consideration for such a waiver as being requested. 
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Councilman Gilliham – I appreciate us being a leader in this and making an aggressive assessment of our 
condition.  I think this is very pro-active and it allows us to not only be in the lead in this but share 
information for the surrounding communities that are going through the same issues that we’re going 
through.  I’m hopeful that this amendment, this waiver will pass and we can move forward.  I thank all of 
you for your work and for your assertiveness on this particular project.  Thank you. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – I have a couple of questions on Exhibit A, down payment assistance program.  
Mr. Castelletti, the incomes that are listed here on the front page, that’s the 100%, so the down payment 
they could qualify for is 120%, is that how I’m reading?  A one person household maximum income 
$54,450 but what we’re saying its actually 120% of that they could qualify.  Is that how I’m reading this 
chart? 
 
Mr. Castelletti – The figures you see are for the 120%, that’s the high end. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – This is the high end? 
 
Mr. Castelletti – Yes. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – All right.  Now I have another question.  The limit on the purchase price of a 
home can not exceed $221,000.  I know it is rare that someone making $54,450 would be able to qualify 
for a $220,000 home. But I do know that in this particular area of the country, homes generally are 2 ½ 
times the income.  So I’m wondering if we could, whatever range they qualify for, if it is the one person, 
two person, three person, if we could possibly change it instead of putting a price on a house, limit it to 2 
½ times their income because that is typically what a conventional loan will approve anyway, alright?  
That was my first question. 
  Then I had a question on the rehab end of homes.  My basic question is, right now we currently 
require that if you fix up your home, not the rehabbing, I’m sorry the repair, once they get the home, they 
are then required to fix up their homes, correct?  Right now we require anyone to have 50% in escrow 
when they go to fix their home, is that requirement apply to these people? 
 
Mr. Castelletti – Yes, we’re going to still require that they go through the standard requirements of the 
housing department if they’re going to assume violations, they’ll have a certain amount of time to fix 
what they have to fix in the house, as well as telling us what they’re going to do. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – On the rehab itself, I’d also like to make two considerations.  The first being 
that rehabs be done only on homes that are on buildable lots.  The reason I say that is the house on 195 
that was rehabbed for $139,000 is on a lot that is smaller than 5,000 sq. ft.  We don’t even consider that a 
buildable lot.  I would like to restrict rehabs to houses on buildable lots.   
  Also, you’re talking $86,000 to put into rehabbing a home, if a home needs $86,000, the home 
should be demo’d, it is pretty bad.  I would like to lower the price so we could actually rehab more homes 
maybe to $65,000 that’s pretty reasonable.  If we do rehab homes, could we make sure that we put the 
appliances in there like we did over on Priday?  I think that’s a basic point of rehabbing a home.  That’s 
just a few of my things that I think would be part of this down payment program.   
  In general I don’t like the idea.  Studies have shown that a major part of the foreclosure crisis was 
zero to little equity in a home and what we are doing is exactly what was going on in the 1990’s and early 
2000’s.  I would rather see that we use this money to help the current owners but I know it is part of NSP, 
so it is federal dollars and there’s strings attached to everything.  I would rather just give them back their 
money or say, you produce these HUD homes, in a lot of cases you didn’t maintain them, thanks for 
giving us the money to tear them down.  Thank you. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – To the staff, aren’t we under a pretty tight time frame to get this approved?   
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Yes, tonight. 
 
Mr. Castelletti – Tonight is the night because we have to get this in. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – It is due March 1st.  If we want to comply, that’s why we had a committee 
meeting, that’s why it was introduced previously and we had the committee meeting on it to discuss. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – Is there a way that we can go ahead and at the same time look at Councilwoman 
Minarik’s suggestions many of which sound pretty reasonable? 
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Mr. Castelletti – Yes, this is still part of the public comment period, so we can definitely take into 
consideration and make changes to the plan. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – After March 1st though, right? 
 
Mr. Castelletti – We certainly can do that as well if we talk to our HUD representative that is going to also 
review and approve the plan, so we have time. 
 
Councilman Langman – To Mr. Gliha or Mr. Castelletti, refresh my memory.  Does this program apply to 
some of the cottages that we have scattered throughout the city? 
 
Mr. Castelletti – Are you referring to demolition or rehabilitation? 
 
Councilman Langman – Rehabilitation. 
 
Mr. Castelletti – In most cases it would definitely apply yes. 
 
Councilman Langman – It would apply.  I’m not to comfortable with that but thank you. 
 
Director Pietravoia – I’m not sure I understand the question.  We’re only rehabbing three homes under 
this next grant and there are homes that we have already purchased, if that was your question councilman. 
 
Councilman Langman – As far as the down payment assistance, I’m sorry I should have made the 
question more specific, does that apply? 
 
Director Pietravoia – Mr. Castelletti answered that properly then.  If someone were to attempt to purchase 
one of the cottage-style homes and they qualified otherwise under the program and they could meet those 
rehab standards then they would be eligible for the down payment assistance.  We’re not distinguishing 
other than saying that only single family homes are allowed under the program, but we’re not 
distinguishing the type of single family home. 
 
Councilman Langman – Quite frankly I think rehabbing some of the cottages in some of the areas, if that 
were to happen would be a waste of money.  Thank you. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – The home does need to be vacant and foreclosed. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – If we put in the 5,000 or the buildable lot, most of those places wouldn’t qualify 
would they because they’re on postage stamp sized yards? 
 
Director Pietravoia – I would like to comment on that and Planning & Zoning Commission Beno might 
want to comment as well.  We’ve had some discussion with Councilwoman Minarik about this and we’re 
trying to make a distinction for new construction in going forward building a new home, especially 
attempting to meet our minimum size standards, that it would be important that the lots meet our 
minimum lot size.  For rehab, I think we do have to be careful, many, many properties throughout our 
community do not meet the minimum size standards and we would be restricting the ability to use this 
program on many properties in the community that otherwise could benefit from it, if we were to limit it 
to just buildable lots for new construction.  There is a distinction and you have to look at new construction 
versus rehab as different categories. 
 
Commissioner Beno – Director Pietravoia did summarize what I was going to say. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – I agree with what Councilwoman Minarik said.  I think we spend to much 
money on these houses.  I don’t see how someone who could fall into this category could afford to buy 
the house when we spend so much.  I would hope that we would really consider lowering how much we 
actually put in.  New heating and cooling and doing the painting, carpet, things that basically need to be 
done, that’s a good thing.  But spending the kind of money that we did in that particular house, I don’t 
think we’ll ever see that and I don’t know who can afford to buy it. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – Just a quick comment.  Councilwoman Minarik and also Councilwoman 
Scarniench have made some very valid points.  But I also see a flip side to this.  It would be a very risky 
undertaking to put $86,000 into any home.  I do know when particular homes are remodeled and that’s 
what I would think an $86,000 investment you’re really remodeling a home, if you’re able to set that 
home at a higher price, it drives up the ability for other homeowners to sell their homes as well.  There’s a 
risk involved in going to low and there’s a risk involved in going to high.  Until we’re able to measure 
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that particular scope, I don’t know whether or not we can adjust things.   
  We do have some homes that are sold by Realtors and other entities that are hard to sell, but we 
run the risk of possibly shooting ourselves in the foot later down the road if we go to low and we’re now 
marketing at a fair market value price.  I don’t know what that number is, she suggested $65,000 but I 
don’t have a fear because I honestly believe and I hope that the administration wouldn’t take $86,000 per 
home and make that their standard mark.  There are some homes in certain neighborhoods that could 
potentially benefit from that.  I don’t know the $86,000 maximum, I don’t think that’s to large of a 
number.  I just feel that at the end of the day, people who buy those homes, neighbors would benefit as 
well.  That’s just my personal comment. 
 
Asst. Director Gliha – As far as NSP 3 goes we’re misunderstanding what we’re talking about here.  The 
City itself is only going to be rehabbing the three houses to meet the 50% low income criteria that HUD 
has set.  The majority of the money is going to go to demolishing homes.  We thought the exciting part 
about NSP 3 was finally opening an avenue where we could have a down payment assistance program 
that would serve 80-120.  In NSP 1 because we were utilizing HOME funds for  the down payment 
assistance program we were limited from 50-80.  This Council asked at that time can’t we do something 
for the 80-120.  Well along comes NSP 3 and thanks to Paul Beno and Marty and their brainstorming, we 
have created that down payment program for the 80-120.  Those people participating in the down 
payment program first have to find a house that is foreclosed and abandoned.  They have to find 
conventional financing in order to purchase that house.  They have to supply to the city through its normal 
housing inspection the amount of rehab that’s going to have to take place, the code violations that need to 
be corrected.  They’re going to have to put money in escrow in order to assure us that those code 
violations will be taken care of.  This goes one step further and nudges them to take the house a little bit 
more than just doing code violations to update it. 
  I’m not understanding where we’re talking about the city rehabbing houses or the $86,000 that the 
city is putting in.  This program is geared really toward (1) demolition and (2) providing young couples 
who have an income 81-120 the opportunity to purchase a first time home in the City of Euclid. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – I apologize, I was going off the comments of my colleagues.  I think this is a 
sound program and I don’t have any issue with it.  As far as I’m concerned, the thing that excited me was 
that we were increasing demolition.  I was just saying for those particular homes that we’re at a situation.  
I understand this is self-directed for the most part.  There’s an assistance part from EDCOR and there’s 
also an assistance part from the city in guiding that individual to do the correct things.  So I apologize if 
my comments confused you.  I was basing it on the fact that I may have mis-interpreted my colleagues.  
As far as I’m concerned, I’m comfortable with these numbers, I’m comfortable with the $221,000.  I think 
this is a solid advancement to where we once were and I feel it is important that we do apply for this 
amendment or this waiver as it is technically called regarding this.  I apologize if I misinterpreted my 
colleagues.  Thank you. 
 
Mr. Castelletti – I believe maybe the misunderstanding is that the first memo you received mentioned the 
$86,000 minimum, which has been eliminated with the newer program.  There is no minimum amount 
that has to be spent on the rehab and we set the limits as far as the down payment assistance up to $10,000 
to kind of give people the incentive to want to buy a house and spend the money to fix it up.  We didn’t 
want to go to low because we didn’t think there would be enough incentive, however we did not set a cap 
in the newer version at $86,000. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – We appreciate your hard work. 
 
Director Pietravoia – There are several references in the plan itself that are stating a fact that we found 
through our first round.  It has taken an average of about $86,000 to rehab each home.  I think that’s 
where some of the confusion is coming in.  We were providing that to HUD as background locally that it 
has been an average of about $86,000 to complete the rehabs before we put them on the market for resale. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – The comments from Council that they would not like to typically spend that 
much are heard from the department and they can make the process to make that decision of how much to 
put into a house into a rehab is made based on the individual house.  I know you’ve heard those comments 
and can make changes accordingly. 
 
Director Pietravoia – With that in mind, we do still want to try to maintain some minimum rehab 
standards.  We also hearing Councilwoman Minarik’s request tonight for and we’re hearing this from the 
Realtors and potential buyers as well, that we include appliances in the homes.  There are some 
considerations that might drive up the amount we’re putting in, a little bit above where we’d like to be, 
but we know it is necessary in order to have that sales potential. 
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Councilman Gilliham – One last question, page 3 of the draft, the grantee information it talks about the 
action, substantial amendment.  It says the minimum period of five years and it must be owner occupied.  
Is that a standard derived by HUD or derived by our particular desires? 
 
Mr. Castelletti – That’s a HOME fund standard and that’s the minimum standard that NSP follows. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – Can it be extended beyond five? 
 
Mr. Castelletti – Usually it is based on dollar amount of assistance.  If it is under $15,000 it is five years.  
If it is over $15,000 it is ten up to $40,000 and then if it goes over $40,000 it is a 15 year affordability 
period. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – I just like to hear the word stability and I know five is a decent amount of time 
but I know other funding programs like the Ohio Housing Trust wants you to do about nine when they do 
down payment assistance and things of that nature.  I was just curious about the selection of five years, 
thank you. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Back to the down payment.  I’m very concerned that we’re getting into this 
business.  There was an article, Mr. Stan Lebowitz, he’s a professor of economics and director of the 
Center for the Analysis of Property Rights and Innovation at the University of Texas in Dallas.  He wrote 
in the Wall Street Journal that stronger underwriting standards are needed, especially a requirement for 
relatively high down payments.  He is referring to the foreclosure crisis.  If substantial down payments 
had been required, the housing price bubble would certainly have been smaller if it occurred at all.  In the 
incidence of negative equity would have much smaller even as home prices fell.  By only requiring 3% 
down payment, I’m very concerned that we are contributing to a continuing foreclosure crisis in this city.  
The HUD report in March said that the primary factor driving default is the value of the home relative to 
the value of the outstanding mortgage while lack of equity in a home is strongly associated with 
foreclosures.  There’s all sorts of triggers going on.  If we maintain this recession that we’re in, those 
triggers could be lose of a job, triggers could be a divorce, or a death or something where suddenly there’s 
not enough equity in that home with these down payments, especially because we’re dealing with 80-
120% of the AMI.  I’m just a little nervous.  
  Brian Mikelbank last year gave us all charts and probably one of the reasons I’m concerned is 
because my ward in this chart had the highest list of foreclosures of any of the eight wards. So I’m 
particularly concerned in my ward because not only do I have the largest number of foreclosures 
occurring here, but in the A Beat which includes a couple of us, but 7% of the single homes in my ward, 
143 are vacant.  I’m very concerned about what is going on in my ward.  I have 7% vacancy, I have the 
highest number of foreclosures and I don’t like the idea that we’re going to encourage this by only require 
a 3% down payment.  I would rather we ask for more down on a house so we don’t get into the mess that 
the federal government got us into.  Thank you. 
 
Commissioner Beno – I would like to address the issue on the down payment assistance because one of 
the things that we’re really trying to do is look at a over supply of housing and we’re trying to address the 
barrier to people entering that housing.  That barrier is that well a young couple for example is paying 
rent, which might exceed even their mortgage payment, they would have to come up with a 20% down 
payment.  That’s a significant barrier to moving many of the starter houses that we have in Euclid.  What 
we’re trying to do is basically eliminate that barrier but still maintain quality underwriting standards. 
  We do require for example that these loans not have any cash out.  They have to have fixed 
interest rates.  So the loans themselves are not the very unusual loan products that got us into much of the 
mess that we’re talking about.  Other than we are assisting these people which gives them basically an 
equity stake in the property.  This is very standard stuff to the real estate market.  We really feel that this 
is not proposing any kind of risky lending for anyone.  I really do hope that you would reconsider your 
general across the board opposition to down payment assistance and basically allow the private market 
buyers to have this kind of entry into the market.  
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Additionally residents who go through this program are required to go 
through the same housing counseling that they do in other programs that we’ve had in the past. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – Just a point of information, 3% loans are nothing new.  They’ve been in existence 
through FHA since as long as I’ve been in real estate which started in the late 80’s at least and I think 
before that.  I would ask staff, if we put up a larger down payment requirement, would that put us at a 
competitive disadvantage to selling houses against other first ring suburbs? 
 
Commissioner Beno – Actually some of the other cities particularly Cleveland Heights and Lakewood, we 
require the 3% is an actual 3% of down payment.  So that means the buyers have to cover all their other 
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closing costs plus the 3%.  Whereas our other competing communities are actually allowing the 3% to 
simply be a contribution to the loan which means it can actually be used to cover closing costs.  So we’re 
actually being more conservative in the way we’re structuring these loans than our competing 
municipalities. 
 
Councilman Van Ho- I too would like to see higher requirements but we’re not competing against Gates 
Mills or Mayfield Hts., we’re competing against the other first ring suburbs.  I think based on what Mr. 
Beno just said to us that we have to look at that and not put ourselves in a competitive disadvantage 
because my ward was right behind hers last year in the number of vacants and foreclosed.  I would like to 
see us fill as many of those as we can.   
 
Councilman Langman – This is all good and all that, it is not going to make a huge difference, the market 
will have its say on whether Euclid is a desirable community to live in, move into.  I think your preamble, 
Mr. Castelletti about properties and market conditions, that really says it all.  Do this but there’s a 
tremendous amount of work that needs to be done because we have a tremendous amount of vacant 
homes.  That’s simply a supply and demand issue that unless the federal government does a 180 and 
supplies a lot more money and comes up with a lot more creative policies, we’re just going to have a 
tough time with it.  I don’t want to spend all night discussing this, I think it is a decent initiative to move 
forward.  I don’t want to see cottages rehabbed under any of this program.  But I don’t see why we should 
hold it up. 
 
Councilman Van Ho moved to close debate, Councilwoman Scarniench seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail 
       Nay:    Minarik 
Passed. 
 
 
 Ord. 14-2011 (236-11) 2011 Budget 
An emergency ordinance amending Ordinance No. 176-2010 which makes the annual appropriation for 
all expenditures for the City of Euclid for the period ending December 31, 2011.  (Sponsored by Mayor 
Cervenik by the request of the Finance Director) 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved for passage, Councilman Van Ho seconded. 
 
Director Brett – This is the appropriation that essentially was the result of budget hearings over the last 
several months or month.  Council President Holzheimer Gail sent some questions to me today to clarify 
certain issues and I went through and tried to clarify those which generated some more questions from 
various council people.  I hope that I have been able to answer all those questions in turn.  This will not be 
the final appropriation, we will have to amend it throughout the year, but I ask that it be passed at this 
time.  If there are any questions I am ready to take those now. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – I just wanted to thank Director Brett, I think the budget was put together 
pretty well.  There was more information in here than we’ve had before.  My questions were answered so 
thank you. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – What changes did we make as a result of budget hearings with this council, or did 
we make any changes? 
 
Director Brett – Yes we did.  In Law Dept. there was $5,000 for because we found out that the Cuyahoga 
Regional Information System was going to be charging the law department for access to their CRIS 
system, so $5,000 was added. 
 We decreased $25,000 from Information Systems because we had over looked Human Resources, that 
was a system glitch.  Where it didn’t add Human Resources into the totals for other departmentals, so to 
make that up we reduced Information systems by corresponding amount. 
  Planning & Zoning, $5,000 was added to codify the Planning & Zoning ordinances.  Non-
departmental health care was reduced because we were kind of unsure as to the final disposition of several 
employees so we were double covering employees that were retiring and new employees that were 
coming on to replace them now that we have more accurate figures.  That number went down $17,000.  
You’ll recall we spent about 4 hours discussing grants in the police department for grants in particular and 
when we were finished we had a savings $1,298 from that.   It was the wish of Council to add a Housing 
Inspector, pro-rated over the time period in question would be about $40,000.  We had originally 
proposed $10,000 for disposal services for parks.  They had actually put together a purchase order that 
more accurately reflected what that could would be and that was more along the order of $14,110.  That’s 
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increased $4,110.  One question that had come up, a lot of people didn’t recall the addition of kitchen aid.  
It really wasn’t an addition of a kitchen aid it was the replacement of a kitchen aid that the Senior Citizens 
Center has been going without for the last year.  I think it was discussed either by Director Will or the 
Mayor or both that in the general restructuring of personnel over at the senior center, that was going to 
result in an increase of $18,910 between the three total paid positions over there.  They’ve been operating 
on two paid positions through last year. 
  As the Mayor said throughout the budget hearings, the budget that we had, we were discussing, 
did not include the transfer to the Creeks & Sewer fund.  We are required to do in wake of the loss of the 
Two Mil levy.  In other funds, I can go over those if you want. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – There was a detailed email sent today so you should have record of that on 
your email.  There was very minor changes to the other funds. 
 
Director Brett – I’ll make sure a copy of that is sent to you. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – It very well may be in my email, I haven’t read that in the last 7-8 hours.   
 
Director Brett – Those essentially were the changes that were made. 
 
Councilman Langman – I haven’t said to much about the budget during the hearings because you sit 
through those presentations and after the tenth one it sounds a bit repetitive.  I would say that the 
administration did a pretty good job as we’ve seen over the past years estimating the actual personnel 
costs, pension costs, etc.  It is always those other catch all items that tend to fluctuate.  I’m hoping with 
the budget presented that as we’ve seen over the past several years, we usually average maybe somewhere 
about 3% of not spending to give us a little cushion, that’s always a very good thing.   
  There are a couple of things that jump out, one being the food contract for the Jail, still waiting for 
a reply from either the Warden or the Police Chief about that and I want to know how we came to that 
particular contract.  That doesn’t affect the budget much but it is $250,000, I would like a response to that.   
  The other number that really jumps out is the carry over, $1.1 million.  Generally in the past, 
having that much carry over would be absolutely a good thing.  But as we recall about a year ago we 
talked about implementing the fees and so forth, it was indicated that we would need all of the fees that 
cover the projected deficit.  While Moody’s might be happy and it is good to have that cushion, that’s a 
tough thing to swallow for the residents considering that they’re going through a pretty tough recession 
right now.  That does concern me going forward.  That brings me to the discussion on what we’re going 
to do with those fees going forward.  It was mentioned at the last budget meeting that if we were to 
change those that would impact this current budget.  I think we need to have more substantive discussions 
on that to see exactly where we stand with those particular fees. 
  Some of the other issues that have come up with the budget just to review is obviously we need a 
transfer from the general fund to creeks and sewers to make up for the levy defeat.  Now we’re funding in 
some sort of way a newsletter to the residents but the newsletter that came out before the election didn’t 
mention that particular issue.  We lost that revenue and now we have to transfer. That is of concern to me. 
  But I think what really disturbs me is we talked last year about looking at long range solutions to 
have we raise money in this city, including the Charter restrictions that we have.  House Bill 920, the 
100% credit that is embedded in our Charter that we can’t change in any kind of emergency.  Should that 
be the way we address our long term items?  I don’t know.  We haven’t really discussed that in any detail 
and we have to discuss that.  The garbage fee is, yes you can do it, but it does rest on a particular segment 
of the population.  That population is being asked to fund our schools and build new schools along with 
the State, etc., and the schools are going to come back and ask for more money.  So, I would suggest that 
if we ourselves can’t make progress that some sort of Ad Hoc committee of business leaders and 
municipal officials take a really hard look at how this community raises funds for its municipal 
operations.   
  This has been on the table for as long as I’ve been on Council.  There’s a letter from Mayor 
Oyaski complaining about the Charter restrictions in saying that well since we can’t change it, we have to 
go out to the residents.  But we need to do this to move forward.  The worst thing we can do is say, 
Lincoln is doing better, UH is here for a full year, which I’m very happy about, other industries are doing 
better, everything is okay.  It is not. We’re still going to be under pressure and we need to take a look 
seriously at those long range matters.  You and I both know that with an election in the Fall we probably 
won’t do anything next fall so here it is another year gone by.  So there’s much to like about the budget, 
but the carry over is of concern moving forward with what we do with those fees.  Those are my 
comments.  Thank you. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – I will welcome Councilman Wojtila and tell you we are on #4.  We did jump 
around, and did complete a couple of other ones.  
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Mayor Cervenik – Some comments.  Prior Finance Director Johnson gave quite a detailed report of the 
effects of the repeal of the Euclid Local Charter 920.  The administration at that time was willing to sit 
down and talk with Council if they want to move forward with that.  But I think if you’d read that report, 
you’re talking about a significant increase in taxes to our residents.  920 restricts the amount of real estate 
taxes that are being paid, not allow us to share in the increase.  If City Council or members of Council feel 
that our residents are willing to increase the real estate taxes based upon the sewer levy and by the way, 
five years ago there was no literature printed on the Two Mil Sewer Levy and it passed 60/40.  Ten years 
ago I think there was one piece sent out and that passed 58/42.  I think some of it is a backlash from the 
economy.   
  I’m willing to go into those discussions with you.  But I don’t think at this moment there’s a 
temperature out there in our community to increase the real estate taxes; whether it be for safety forces or 
anything else.  The $1.1 million increase or addition to the cash balance is for the moment all but eaten 
away by our transfer, although hopefully temporary to Creeks & Sewer.  That $1.1 was there before the 
transfer was entered in.  We have yet to feel the effects of what’s going to happen in Columbus.  We are 
hoping that they are not as severe as first thought of.  There also may be some cost saving measures 
coming out of Columbus to offset some of those revenues.  But, if you want to have an Ad Hoc 
committee, I’d be happy to meet and we can talk about those additions by they’re increases in the real 
estate taxes and the voters are going to have to vote yes.  We suggested the increases in fees over a year 
ago that we felt would get us through at least the next 3-5 years, which we’re hoping the $2.5 million 
decrease in income taxes that we experienced since 2008 will start building itself back up.  In the 
meantime we have also combined a number of departments, eliminated a number of positions to help on 
the spending side.  If you take out the transfer to the Creeks & Sewers and the $850,000 which is really a 
double entry on the bond roll over, we are spending below 2008 levels.  We’re trying to balance it at that 
end of it right now under things start getting better. 
  I agree with you, if you want to start discussing eliminating the 920, I’d be happy to do that.  We 
can revisit, actually it was much longer than a memo from Director Johnson, we spent a lot of time on that 
to really explain the differences.  We can do that. 
 
Councilman Langman – Just to respond.  Some of these things happened prior to the levy defeat and the 
Governor’s election and so forth.  But we always seem to say, well it is not the right time, of course it is 
not the right time.  No one wants to see taxes go up or fees go up, etc.  But we’re the only community that 
has these charter restrictions.  You need to look at that to say, is this legitimately the right way to go.  We 
began those conversations but we didn’t carry them through.  I’m afraid that we’re still very heavily 
income tax dependent, that means Lincoln and the other businesses doing well and they seem to be doing 
better.  Now we have trash fee.  There’s only so much that the residents can absorb as far as that goes.  
The community is shrinking, the census tells us that and there’s less wealth in the community, the census 
is going to tell us that too.  So, nobody is saying raise taxes, but you have to progress from, we can’t 
always say that well it is not the right time.  It is never a great time to do that, but you have to have those 
conversations.  It is not just me, I’m told often that, hey, there’s two votes here and whoever has seven, so 
it is not just me.  I’m waiting to see if in fact leadership pushes us forward.  I’m willing to work along that 
lines just as I was last year and the year before that and when Director Johnson brought that up in 
2004/2005.  Thank you. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – Just a couple of comments, I don’t propose raising taxes, but I propose studying 
the merits of removing House Bill 920.  I also propose studies looking at lowering the income tax for our 
residents.  These are just things that we need to study to determine whether or not they have merit or not.  
There’s no mandate by myself or Councilman Langman, but I think the residents have questions out there 
about our revenue and I think that they should be afforded an opportunity to hear these conversations.  
With that being stated Mayor, I’m one of those council people who would like to talk about House Bill 
920 and lowering the income tax and determine whether or not our residents feel it is a viable thing to do.   
 
Councilman Van Ho – If we were to cut back slightly on the garbage or street lights and lower this 
surplus that we supposedly have, would that affect our credit ratings with the bond rating agencies? 
 
Director Brett – I want to make a couple of comments but first, no I don’t think so.  If anything, what 
Moody’s will look at is pretty much what the city did last year.  You saw you were in a tough situation, 
you know that you’re economy behind you is in recession and you took two rather unpopular moves in 
doing the special assessments for street lighting and doing the fees for garbage.  Moody’s looks at that as 
opposed to a city that’s in the same type of environment in kind of hopes that it will go away and they’re 
going to look favorably upon the city that takes constructive action.  The other thing that they’ll look for 
then is the general revenue, the funds in the cash in the general fund, the cash balances.  I’m sorry I kind 
of lost it there.  Those are some of the things they look at.  Is that all they look at?  No, they’re going to 
look at a host of other things.  They’re going to look at when you have some major firms contributing to 
your income taxes.  They’re going to look at that and they’ll weigh that back and forth. 
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  With respect to repealing House Bill 920 in the Charter or doing any changes to income taxes, 
bare in mind that if you’re doing anything with property taxes with the phase out of personal property 
taxes, you’re impacting primarily your residential taxpayers.  Whereas if you’re making changes to 
income taxes, you’re kind of spreading the expense of running your government over your residents as 
well as your day time residents, the people who are in here from 8:00-5:00 everyday but live somewhere 
else.  That’s one thing to keep in mind that people who come into the city, work for 8 hours, 9 hours, use 
our services, use our infrastructure and then leave, they’re paying a part of the freight.  That’s something 
to bare in mind as you’re looking through these various possibilities as far as impacting revenues, who is 
it actually going to impact. 
  The upside is that with income taxes changing that, on the other hand, is not going to impact your 
elderly population because pensions and such are not taxed.  But again these are all things to keep in the 
back of your mind as you’re looking at options.   
 
President Holzheimer Gail – I will be happy to make that a regular item on our Executive Finance 
Committee Meetings and open to if we have a number of council people and residents who would like to 
serve on an Ad Hoc committee, I think that would be fine. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – I would encourage that we start that talk now.  I encourage the Mayor to put 
together a committee of business leaders and some knowledgeable homeowners as well as members of 
Council to start talking.  Like Councilman Langman says, there’s never a good time to do this, so let’s 
take it on and do what the taxpayers have asked us to. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – I agree with my colleagues, I think we need to talk about this, but right now 
I don’t really believe that the amount of money that we have as a carry over is a safe amount of money.  
We haven’t heard from the EPA yet.  We don’t have any idea what they’re going to tell us what we have 
to do.  I don’t want to spend any more dollars than we have to at this point.  Every penny that we’re 
saving is going to help us to do what we have to do.  I agree we need to start talking about it.  Thank you. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Any other questions on the budget? 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – I am concerned.  Last year we were facing a $3 million crisis and this year 
everything seems to be fine primarily because Lincoln came through, we’ve got University Hospitals and 
because we passed a garbage and a street lighting tax and we have spent it all, everything.  I know that we 
do need about $800,000 guaranteed every year because of union contracts.  If we renegotiate which we’re 
doing this year, we can pretty much guaranty that’s going to happen.  But we’ve basically given the non-
union in this budget, we are giving the non-union workers a 2% plus giving them back 3%, because we’re 
putting in an extra hour.  We know there’s going to be amendments down the road.  I will guaranty you 
Rec is going to come back for more.  Shore will probably want money.  The golf course may need money.  
We may have unexpected retirements where the pay out could be $30,000-$50,000 payouts.  We had a 
couple unexpected last year.  We don’t know what condition the garbage tax will be in when this Council 
reconsiders it.  I think we’re spending to much in this budget and I think we could close down another 
wing of the jail.  We could not give the 2% raise but give the non-union back their 40 hours, they’ll still 
be making more money.  We have to figure out if the Local Government Fund gets cut in the second half 
of the year, we’re going to take another hit.  I think we’re still spending a million more than we spent last 
year and that doesn’t count the $500,000 and it doesn’t count the $850,000 that we borrowed to balance 
the budget last year.  So I think we need to find a way to eliminate a  million dollars out of this budget.  
Just to be safe.  Thank you. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – I will not vote for any budget that takes back those 2% and 3%.  We’ve got to get 
over this mentality that we’re going to balance these budgets based on taking it from our workers.  Our 
workers work hard, everyone of them probably is under paid and I will not vote for any budget that cuts 
that.  Let’s figure out a way to do it, that’s why we need to have the Mayor bring this committee together 
and start brainstorming.  Balancing it on the backs of your employees is not the right thing to do morally.  
It may work instantly but there are just some things I won’t do. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – Director Brett just one last question.  This is something for the audience that are 
still watching because this is late.  If this ordinance is not passed tonight, what are the next steps or what 
is the effect of the city at this point in time?  How will that adversely affect the city on this particular 
budget? 
 
Director Brett – I’m sorry Councilman Gilliham, could you repeat that? 
 
Councilman Gilliham – If this ordinance is not passed by Council tonight, how does this affect the City of 
Euclid? 
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Mayor Cervenik – We need to have a budget passed by March 31st.  If you didn’t pass it tonight, we’d go 
back to the drawing board.  I cannot cut a million dollars out of this budget without reducing safety 
forces, period, simple as that.  That’s what this council wants me to do, vote it down, send it back.  It 
can’t be done otherwise.  We just hired three new police officers tonight to keep our numbers at 97.  We 
will be shortly hiring a number of fire fighters to make up for retirements as well.  I can’t continue to do 
that.  I don’t have the chart in front of me.  Of the million dollars that we’re spending, all but $127,000 
belong to retirements in the police and fire department.  The $170,000 in overtime that was increased in 
the police department, they gave up their holiday overtime for the past two years, that came back into it 
and the pension involved in it.  I believe I did give you all the schedules.  All the increases in this budget, 
the net amount was $127,000 that was unexplainable.  I don’t know where else to cut here.  We are 
spending at 2008 levels.  I expect to spend at 2008 levels again in 2012. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – I’m satisfied that this is a framework.  Councilwoman Minarik you talked 
about amendments, we have the right to vote up or down an amendment.  Every amendment that is 
brought forward is brought for our decision.  So we don’t have to pass amendments, that’s our 
prerogative.  We will continue to have regular Executive Finance meetings.  We will continue to watch 
our spending and we will make changes if we need to.  Council is always welcome to sponsor legislation 
that will direct the administration to cut something or do something and ask for support from Council.  
I’m satisfied that this is a good general budget to get us started, unless there are any amendments. 
 
Councilman Langman – When can we have those discussions on the fees? 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – We can set a meeting.  Do you want it in Executive Finance or it can be just 
an Ad Hoc committee? 
 
Councilman Langman – Given again the Mayor’s comments at the last budget meeting, it is better to do it 
sooner because if we want to change, according to him it will affect this budget.  If that’s true then we 
need to discuss it much sooner rather than waiting until May or June.  Let’s have the conversation and 
make a decision. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – At the very latest we would need approval sometime in August in order to have the 
assessments put to the county, given to the county in a timely fashion so they can continue to be charged 
that way.  I would be much more comfortable knowing much sooner what City Council is doing because 
it will affect decisions.  If I know in March that City Council is going to rescind $2.4 million out of our 
budget, I’ve got a lot of changes to do in 2011. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – We could potentially start on March 14th or March 16th.  Let’s not use 
tonight’s time to schedule that but I am committed to getting moving on that.  I give you my commitment 
to do that.   
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – Do we have any idea of where we are as far as the EPA is concerned? 
 
Director Frey – I’m anticipating mid-March we’re going to have a determination from the EPA in 
Executive Session and then public session where we talk about the Long Term Control Plan and rate 
impact.   
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to close debate, Councilman Van Ho seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilman Langman  moved to suspend the rules, Councilman Wojtila seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Scarniench, Wojtila, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail 
       Nays:  Gilliham, Minarik, Langman 
Passed 4 to 3. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – Madame Chairman, the budget fails.  We need six votes.  It is not an emergency. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – It is the majority of Council present, it passes. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – It won’t be effective for 30 days so we’re still legal, as far as the State goes. 
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President Holzheimer Gail – We’ll ask the Law Director to clarify that.  The understanding is the 
ordinance can pass with the majority of Council present 4-3.  To be an emergency ordinance, which 
means it goes into effect immediately, it would need six votes, which it did not get.  It is an ordinance that 
will take 30 days to become effective.   
 
Mayor Cervenik – Which still puts it in the timeframe of legality of having a passed budget, thank you. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Law Director Frey, you’ll confirm that for us. 
 
Director Frey – I’ll confirm it right now.  It is approved 4 to 3 but the emergency provision fails.  It will 
be effective 30 days from the day it is signed.  
 
  Ord. 15-2011 (237-11)  Inter-Transfer of Funds 
An emergency ordinance providing for the schedule of inter-transfer of funds between all funds.  
(Sponsored by Mayor Cervenik by request of Finance Director) 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved for passage, Councilwoman Minarik seconded. 
 
Director Brett – This ordinance allows for the various transfers to take place between the various funds.  
Primarily the General Fund has some special revenue funds and in one case a special revenue fund back to 
the general fund.  The largest of these is the transfer from the General Fund to the Creeks & Sewer and 
the Waste Water Treatment plant fund to the equipment replacement fund.  $250,000 to the Self-
Insurance fund.  The $262,000 from the general fund to the Recreation Operating Fund.  The rest are 
generally smaller than that. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Director Brett, I don’t ever recall seeing an equipment replacement fund.  So 
my question is, the Waste Water Treatment plant is getting $500,000, there is a fund for equipment 
replacement, is that equipment going to be directly related to Waste Water? 
 
Director Brett – Yes. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – I don’t recall ever seeing it, okay. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – It is transferred every year. 
 
Director Frey – That is actually required funding from the last EPA Consent Decree that we make in 
equipment.  Apparently one of the issues that existed then was we were not making regular repairs to the 
equipment so we were having equipment failures at the treatment facility.  Part of that Consent Decree 
was to require us to make an annual fund dedicated solely to the replacement of equipment.  All the gears 
and screens and all that, correct. 
 
Councilman Langman – Again, the sticking point is the transfer to Creeks & Sewers.  I understand why it 
was needed but we did miss the opportunity, we should have anticipated that folks were upset with us in 
general for passing the fees, myself included.  A better campaign or some campaign then would have 
maybe prevented that, it could have put us over the top. Thank you. 
 
Councilman Van Ho moved to close debate, Councilman Gilliham seconded.  Yeas: Unanimous. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to suspend the rules, Councilwoman Minarik seconded.  Yeas:  
Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Minarik, Wojtila, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail 
       Nay:  Langman 
Passed. 
 
   Res. 16-2011 (233-11)  Seek Funding Waterfront Improve Plan 
A resolution in support of the Administration of the City of Euclid seeking state and federal funding for 
implementation of the Public Improvement portion of the Euclid Waterfront Improvements Plan and 
authorizing the Mayor or his designee to apply for such funding.  (Sponsored by Mayor Cervenik, 
Council President Holzheimer Gail, Councilpersons Langman, O’Neill) 
 
Councilman Langman moved for passage, Councilman Wojtila seconded. 
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Director Pietravoia – #7 and #8 are related.  Most members of Council will recall each year around this 
time we ask for your support in passing a similar resolution so that we can go forward with applications 
for funding, particularly from the federal government.  I sent a note to all of Council indicating the 
feedback we’re getting from the members of Congress is that most of them are not even taking 
applications this year.  Senator Brown has decided to take applications although his staff is indicating that 
if there will be any earmarks, quote, unquote, they will be very far and few in between. 
 Initially we weren’t even going to bring the resolutions but we decided to let’s go for it, we can 
use them for any funding that we apply for related to the Waterfront in #7 and related to Downtown in #8, 
either State or Federal source of funds.  So we would ask Council’s support for both of these resolutions, 
essentially we’ll use them in any applications as part of our package showing that both the administration 
and the legislative body are in support going after sources of funds for these projects. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – I think it would be nice to have all of Council’s names if everyone is in 
agreement. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – Buried in this resolution is something that I think should be fairly eye opening to 
people and that is, I’m presuming it is K&D although it says a private developer has invested $38 million 
in the high rises.  I think we owe them thanks putting that kind of private money into making the city 
slightly better.  I would like to publicly say thanks to K&D. 
 
Councilman Langman – Director Pietravoia, you really weren’t going to put this on here, it is such a 
tradition to have this resolution on here.  We’ve been doing this the past several years, five years or so.  
Can you give us a brief update, where we’re at with JJR and the whole funding process?  We need to have 
this project happen sooner rather than later and quite frankly I’m starting to feel like the Israelites in the 
dessert because we’ve been talking about marinas for over 20 years now.   
 
Director Pietravoia – We did pursue another grant with the assistance of JJR.  We should be hearing in 
about a month about the outcome of that grant.  That was another State grant related to the waterfront 
activity, not the downtown plan.  JJR will likely come back in town in March.  We were attempting to 
schedule a meeting for February and we couldn’t work it out between all the committee meetings and 
budget hearings and their availability so we’re looking at March for them to come back.  We will 
complete the current phase of work that they’re in, probably by the end of spring at the latest.  That will 
include the work with the State agencies from a permitting standpoint.  They have continued discussions 
with the State.  We participated in conference calls with them.  Because they’re out of state, one of our 
challenges is to try to keep costs down, we do some of the work through a variety of conference calls 
rather than in person meetings in Euclid every time.  The work is going forward, we just haven’t had any 
public meetings.  The next trip there will be presentation to Council again and public meetings associated 
with the project. 
 
Councilman Langman – And you said that was coming up in March?  I know the last committee meeting 
we had they indicated around that time. 
 
Director Pietravoia – We haven’t scheduled a specific date yet, but we will work with Council President 
and members of Council to try to determine dates that work both for us as well as JJR. 
 
Councilman Langman moved to close debate, Councilman Van Ho seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Minarik, Wojtila, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
 
  Res. 17-2011 (234-11) Seek Funding Downtown TLCI Plan 
A resolution in support of the Administration of the City of Euclid seeking state and federal funding for 
the public improvements in the Downtown Euclid business district as proposed in the Downtown Euclid 
TLCI Transportation and Redevelopment Plan and authorizing the Mayor or his designee to apply for 
such funding.  (Sponsored by Mayor Cervenik, Council President Holzheimer Gail, Councilpersons 
Langman, O’Neill) 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved for passage, Councilwoman Minarik seconded. 
 
Director Pietravoia – Pretty much the same explanation as the previous item.  We are moving forward 
with the work that was funded through NOACA starting this spring.  We’re working with Director Smith 
to select a consultant to do the next stage of engineering and design for the Downtown improvements.  
This Resolution would allow us to seek funding to actually implement those items that come out of that 
design work.  In this case I feel we have a little bit more time because it will take, Director Smith, correct 
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me if I’m wrong, but I think we’re looking at least a 12-18 month time period for the engineering and 
design work. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – If we could get all of our names on that as well unless there’s any objections. 
 
Councilman Langman – Director Pietravoia for this next phase, do you know what the city match if any 
would be?   
 
Director Pietravoia – For the work that NOACA funded? 
 
Councilman Langman – Yes. 
 
Director Pietravoia – That was a total of $700,000 and $140,000 was local match. 
I believe we had already funded that in our capital budget. 
 
Councilman Langman – We did or we didn’t? 
 
Director Pietravoia – We did because we thought it would go forward toward the end of last year and it 
has taken through this spring to actually get everything in place.   
 
Councilman Langman – Another question, obviously we had adopted the plan several years ago now and 
we were given a rough estimate of what it would cost, etc.  Do we have any updated estimates Director 
Pietravoia as to what the total improvements would cost and what our share of those total improvements 
would be? 
 
Director Pietravoia – In fact that is one of the items that will come out of this work that is funded through 
NOACA because of the higher level of detail and the design and engineering work that will come out of 
it, we’ll be able to get more precise cost estimates as well. 
 
Councilman Langman – My final comment, gosh these things take a long time to do.  You look at the 
Resolutions, 2005, 2007, and the Council President and I both know that we actually started the process, 
you can go back to the mid-90’s with some of the initial studies and some of the KA work, etc.  Is there 
any way to speed this up? 
 
Director Pietravoia – Realistically it has to do in part with our ability locally to fund the capital 
improvements that we’re planning.  As a community and this is true of most communities in northeast 
Ohio right now, it is difficult to fund this level of capital improvements both for the waterfront and 
downtown and do all the other normal routine things that we do every year here with streets and other 
capital needs.  I guess the shorter answer is that it would be difficult to speed it up just because of all the 
demands on the capital funds. 
 
Councilman Langman – That points out to maybe having Mr. Baucco come in and give us an update on 
where our capital monies are, bond retirement fund, etc.  Thank you. 
 
Councilman Wojtila – Director Smith, when do you expect to have an engineer selected and actually have 
them start the design work?  I know this is not part of that, but I share the frustrations of Councilman 
Langman. 
 
Director Smith – I would expect by the end of this week, we’ve gone through the bid solicitation process 
and we’re currently rating.  We had a total of seven consultants submit bids based on the ODOT website, 
it was advertised on the website.  I know a couple of us have completed the rating applications and we’re 
going to have two other people perform the ratings and I would anticipate by Friday we’ll be able to make 
a selection. 
 
Councilman Wojtila – Will you let us know please? 
 
Director Smith – Sure. 
 
Councilman Van Ho moved to close debate, Councilman Gilliham seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Minarik, Wojtila, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
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  Res. 18-2011 (239-11)  Brownfield Loan for St. Robert Asbestos Removal  
A resolution authorizing the Mayor of the City of Euclid or his designee to execute and submit a sub-
grantee application to Cuyahoga County for funding from the USEPA Brownfield Revolving Loan Fund 
for the remediation of asbestos in the structures on the St. Robert Parish Campus property located on Lake 
Shore Boulevard.  (Sponsored by Mayor Cervenik) 
 
Councilman Langman moved for passage, Councilman Van Ho seconded. 
 
Director Pietravoia – After our Executive session a couple of weeks ago, with the feedback that we 
received from Council we have continued to pursue the closing on the purchase of St. Robert’s property 
and also to pursue the identification of grants that might be available to offset some of the cost.  The good 
news is and this is at the expense of someone else that was not able to go forward on a project, there’s 
some funding that has become immediately available as a result of some other projects not going forward 
that it previously applied with Cuyahoga County.  The amount of funds that is available is not a huge 
dollar amount but it is enough to cover the cost that we had identified for the rectory and the convent 
which are the first two properties that we would take down after the purchase of the St. Robert’s property. 
 It is a first come, first serve basis for cities that apply.  It is structured as a forgivable loan and 
there’s no match.  If it would be a private entity it is structured as an actual loan with repayments and it is 
a whole different structure.  They’ve tried to make it easier for communities that are interested in applying 
for these funds. 
 We wanted to get this before Council as soon as possible so we have the opportunity hopefully 
with passage tonight, we have the grant pretty much completed and ready to submit within a day or two of 
passage of this Resolution. 
 
Councilman Langman – It doesn’t specify if I’m reading this correctly, the actual buildings that we would 
apply the monies to.  Do we need to do that?  I’m assuming if we do asbestos remediation in the main 
sanctuary building that building will still be usable then if we wanted to lease that structure out? 
 
Director Pietravoia – If I’m understanding your question, well first of all there’s not sufficient funds to do 
all three buildings, so we would not applying for the main sanctuary at this point in time.  In the future, 
they intend to apply for another round of federal funding.  In fact they’ve already solicited from us for 
input on projects that we could submit that would actually part of that application, so we would include 
the sanctuary in that upcoming round of funding. 
 
Councilman Langman – I saw Director Frey shaking his head no.  Does that mean that we don’t have to 
specify the convent and the rectory as structures we’re pursuing? 
 
Director Pietravoia – I’ll ask Director Frey if he concurs, but it my opinion that we do need to because 
we’re authorizing the grant application.  The application itself will specify very clearly the level of detail 
they require will in essence force us to include that level of detail in the application.  The addresses, the 
exact buildings, the square footage, the type of asbestos, where it is and what the cost is to remove it will 
all be a part of that application. 
 
Councilman Langman – Are we pursuing or exploring ideas of using the main building since we’re not 
going to be ready for it right away I don’t believe. 
 
Director Pietravoia – I’m looking forward to the day that I will be able to spend time looking at the 
potential uses of that building.  Our focus so far has concentrated on all the paperwork and necessary 
actions to actually get to closing and now with this grant application, we want to make sure that we don’t 
miss this opportunity.  Within a week we should have everything in place.  We’re hoping by the end of 
this week to close on the property and this grant application will also be behind us.  Starting in the next 
few weeks we can start exploring potential for tenants or use of that building during the interim period. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to close debate, Councilman Van Ho seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Minarik, Wojtila, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
 
  Ord. 19-2011 (238-11)  Bonds $1,100,000 Refunding Lincoln Electric 
An emergency ordinance to provide for the issuance of not to exceed $1,100,000.00 in principal amount 
of Bonds of the City of Euclid, Ohio for the purposes of refunding Bonds originally issued for the purpose 
of assisting the Lincoln Electric Company, an Ohio Corporation, authorizing a pledge of non-tax 
revenues.  (Sponsored by Mayor Cervenik & All Members of Council) 
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Councilman Gilliham moved for passage, Councilwoman Scarniench seconded. 
 
Director Brett – I spoke to Council before on this issue.  This is a bond that we currently have that is 
returning to the bearers about 8% interest.  It is for the Lincoln Electric, assisting Lincoln Electric on a 
project.  What we have now is the opportunity to sell it, call it in at the next call, basically buy it back 
from the holders and then sell it to a bank for 4.5%.  It will say 6% interest in the ordinance itself, but 
what we do there is it will carry that rate but then prost, that will force the buyers to pay a premium on it 
and we’ll use the proceeds from the premium to pay for ancillary expenses and get some additional cash 
out of it.  What this will end up doing is saving the city about $10,000 a year nominally and $60,000 net 
present value, so $10,000 a year net present value for the next six years.  After all of the costs are taken 
into account.  Again it is time to refinance and that’s what we’re hoping to do here. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – Director Brett, I’ve had a couple of residents with concerns, is there a 
laymen’s way to explain what this exactly is.  They feel like we’re giving Lincoln Electric a million 
dollars right now out of this budget and I tried to explain that this is old, something that was done before.  
If you could explain it in laymen’s terms? 
 
Director Brett – A better way to look at it is instead of saying that we’re giving Lincoln Electric $1.1 
million that we help them with something and they’re actually repaying most of the debt.  But we’re 
paying back a good portion of it.  In any event the best analogy that I can think of refinancing your house.  
If you had Key Bank and your loan was at 6% and then Third Federal offered to refinance it at 5%, you 
would be essentially paying back the entire mortgage to Key Bank and you would be borrowing the entire 
amount from Third Federal and you’d be able to actually in some cases get back more money plus your 
payments would go down.  That’s essentially what we’re doing.  We’re taking it from the people that 
essentially bought the debt or the people that we borrowed money from and we’re calling the debt.  We’re 
saying we’re paying off your debt, our debt whether you like it or not, we’re going to pay you at a 
premium for what we owe you and we’re going to start fresh with in this case Huntington Bank one 
person instead of several and we’re going to borrow money from them at a much lower rate and 
essentially refinance this debt.  So it is not dissimilar to refinancing a house.  You lower your rate of 
interest and your payments go down as a result. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – Do we know how much longer we actually have before this is gone? 
 
Director Brett – Six years, I’m sorry five years, 2016. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – Could we get our bond counsel in and get an overview of our bond situation? 
 
Director Brett – You must have stepped out of the room.   
 
President Holzheimer Gail – We did talk about that and we talked about that as part of our capital budget 
presentation. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to close debate, Councilman Van Ho seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Minarik, Wojtila, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
 
  Ord. 20-2011 (232-11)  Purchase Police Vehicles 
An emergency ordinance authorizing the Director of Public Service of the City of Euclid to enter into a 
contract with Statewide Ford, 1108 West Main Street, Van Wert, Ohio 45891, for the purchase of five (5) 
Ford Crown Victoria Police Interceptors at a cost not to exceed One Hundred Thirty Five Thousand Four 
Hundred Sixty Five Dollars ($135,465.00).  The vehicles will be purchased through the State of Ohio 
Cooperative Purchasing Program.  (Sponsored by Councilperson Wojtila by request of Service Director) 
 
 
Councilman Wojtila moved for passage, Councilman Van Ho seconded. 
 
Director Smith – Tonight I am requesting your authorization to enter into a contract with Statewide Ford 
for the purchase of five 2010 Ford Crown Victoria Police Interceptors.  These vehicles will be purchased 
through the State of Ohio Cooperative Purchasing program.  The base price of the individual units are in 
the amount of $21,784.  Equipment and installation cost per unit is $5,029.  The graphics cost per unit is 
$280.  Overall the total package cost is in the amount of $135,465.  The Motor Maintenance Dept. has 
refurbished the center counsels and cages, which has reduced the overall cost by $1900.  I’d be glad to 
answer any questions you may have. 
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Councilman Van Ho – A lot of Police Dept. have started going to Dodge Chargers.  Is there a reason why 
we haven’t tried those cars? 
 
Chief Repicky – We just test drove the Dodge about a month ago, we had it for two weeks, but they’re 
revamping all the police cars in 2011, in the fall.  We’ve already tested the Chevy Impala, Ford Crown 
Victoria that we’re now buying and it is going out of service and will be replaced by the Ford Taurus.  
We’ve got a committee together and we’re going to make a decision down the road. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – Just one quick question.  I have no problem purchasing police vehicles, when was 
the last time we actually purchased any new police vehicles?  Do you recall what year it was maybe? 
 
Chief Repicky – I believe it was last December.  We only bought four last year instead of five. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – I understand the need for those, I just wanted to make sure because I thought it 
was rather recent but I got a little cloudy.  Thank you very much. 
 
Councilman Gilliham moved to close debate, Councilman Wojtila seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik moved to suspend the rules, Councilman Langman seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call: Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Minarik, Wojtila, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – That completes our agenda, it is only 10:45.  We’ll go to Committee of the 
Whole Public Portion, you may speak to anything for the good of the city. 
 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Mr. Christopher Litwinowicz – 21970 Morris Ave.  Long night, thank you all.  When I made a comment 
saying it was a waste of our time, we can be using this facility to do other legislations instead of having a 
whole organization determine one topic.  They’re not here now, but I am. 
 Budget proposed by the administration that council approved it, correct? 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Yes. 
 
Mr. Litwinowicz – I like to see change.  I like discussion on 2012 fireworks.  I like a discussion in a 
committee on when you turn Channel 21 on, you turn on a TV guide on Channel 20 is government access.  
Channel 21 says public access.  Channel 22 says Euclid Education.  I’m sure that some relations between 
the Law Director in this City and Time Warner, it could be drawn up because that’s how these three 
stations came to us was through Adelphia.  But Time Warner is just a local subscriber.   
 For the best of the city, I wish that the Council would give me authorization to get repaid back but 
do government grants.  They cost money.  To sit there just to fill out the application you have to spend my 
money.  I’ve got to spend my money so I’m helping you guys out.  So if we can do something on that 
we’re there’s a budget where I can spend knowing that I get my money back then I’ll start filing out 
grants.  There’s a whole lot of grants, Mr. Langman, for the lakefront.   
 It is concerning why hasn’t something been done, because nobody has thought about taking bonds 
and extending it through the life, 15 years, 10 years, that’s a lot of responsibility for one council or one 
administration or one department.   
 Army Corps of Engineers, say it might take 20 years.  For this lakefront development to happen 
meaning a beach, we’re going to have to contract and spend money.  If it is not feasible then we don’t 
need to talk about it.  What they’ve done to Lake Shore Blvd. with all the business aspects, I love it.  That 
hard work of the administration, the Mayor, over the last three years, thank you.  Turned around Euclid.  
But for this meeting to happen on one issue of pets, well what about the seventy cents that I stood outside 
and filled out 500,000 signatures along with everybody else and the Governor in the State of Ohio didn’t 
even recognize us.  I’m out of order.  That’s what happened.  It was shunned under the table and a lot of 
hard work was thrown out.  All that had to do was they didn’t fine somebody so we had some people 
come up here from Detroit and be business to the farmers.  Give us some money so we can pay these 
people.  That’s the sad thing we can’t do for employment.  But what you just did is you basically broke 
the lines, so I ask for a referendum or whatever that was, sounding stupid right now, to have Pizza Hut to 
put me on a stupid schedule.  I don’t got employment rights any more.  What is happening in Columbus 
and what is happening in Wisconsin, it will affect us.  As a city, I hope, I know I’m out of order, but I 
hope that we can look into having our own union for our own police department and our own fire 
department because they work hard. 
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President Holzheimer Gail – Thank you, your time is up.  Moving forward with Councilpersons’ 
comments. 
 

COUNCIL MEMBERS’ COMMENTS 
Councilman Langman – I want to announce on March 9th right here at City Hall at 6:30, we will have a 
City Growth Committee Meeting.  We will discuss Resolution that was placed into that committee about 
our inspection process for storefront projects.  I trust that Director Pietravoia your staff will be ready by 
March 9th? 
 
Director Pietravoia – Yes we will.   
 
Councilman Langman- Very good.  That will be right here at City Hall.  The hour is late so I won’t say to 
much about the budget, just that we need to move forward because the folks out there will be watching 
and there are other issues city wide that are coming up so what we do will have an impact on how they 
look at those other issues.  With that I will say goodnight. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – I’m in receipt of an email from a civic leader that seems to be confused.  If a civil 
leader is confused then undoubtedly there are citizens that are confused.  Since there’s a critical school 
levy on the ballot on March 3rd, I have decided to spend my time tonight trying to educate, May 3rd, I’m 
sorry.  I’ve decided to spend my time tonight trying to educate the civic leader and the public on the issue 
of Charter schools.  The purpose is not to attack anyone but to explain the numbers.   
 The reason for saying this is as we all know, so go the schools in any community, so goes the 
community.  If you destroy the public schools, the community will go down not far behind.  This civic 
leader was destroying the public schools in people’s mind by providing incorrect information.   
 There’s a false assumption that the money given to Charter schools does not come from local 
taxpayer money.  The State of Ohio deducts from the monies sent to the Euclid Public Schools 
approximately $6500 for each Charter student from Euclid.  But the State only send Euclid Schools $3286 
per pupil.  That means that approximately $2983 per Charter School student comes from local money.  In 
other words, Euclid voters are subsidizing Charter schools for approximately $2983 per student out of 
money the voters voted for the Euclid Public Schools.  
 Ironically the local money for Charter schools is not dependent on the levy.  Euclid Public Schools 
must campaign for a levy to pass and if it doesn’t must make cuts to balance the budget.  A charter school 
does not have to make any cuts and they will still receive the amount the State sets, taking an even larger 
percentage of the Euclid School’s money. 
 Another misconception is that Charter schools are public schools.  In most instances they are not, 
nor are they Catholic, Lutheran, Baptist or any other religion.  There have been a few that have been tried 
by public schools known as the big eight, Cleveland and other large cities. 
 For the most part they are non-profit and for profit schools.  Most of the non-profits are managed 
by profit companies like Pinnacle Academy on 222 St.  One of the biggest for profit management 
companies is a company called White Hat Management in Akron.  In the package I’ve got available, you 
will find information on White Hat.   
 The biggest concern for voters is that while these schools receive both state and local tax dollars, 
there is no public oversight of these schools.  There’s a belief that Euclid Schools has oversight of the 
Charters.  Euclid Public Schools have no oversight over Charter schools. 
 Someone once said, let’s look at the numbers.  The Charter schools received approximately $7.5 
million in State funds that would have gone to the public schools this year.  The levy that is on the ballot 
will raise about $5.1 million.  I asked the School Treasurer if we would need this levy if we did not have 
to pay the Charters.  The answer was no. There is a misconception that it is less expensive for the Euclid 
Public Schools to have the students educated in a charter voucher schools.  In 2009 Euclid Schools took 
and looked at this is great detail and confirmed that this is not true.  Had these students stayed in Euclid 
Schools, it would have cost $2.6 million to educate them.  The loss to Charter and Ed-Choice that year 
was $5.7 mills.  In 2009 the loss was equivalent to a 3.8 mil levy.  I believe the parents have a right to 
sent their kids to Charter and voucher schools, however the public has a right to know that the money 
voted to the Euclid Public Schools is in effect going to these other schools. Charter and Voucher schools 
do not have to run campaigns or convince voters to support them, that is done by the State.  I hope I’ve 
cleared up any misconceptions regarding the Charter and Voucher schools and how they affect Euclid 
Public Schools.  If you want further information please contact Steve Vasek at 216-797-2915 or Dr. Jones 
at 216-797-2901.  Thank you. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – I did want to congratulate Lt. Kevin Kelly and Sgt. Joel Barron.  
Congratulations to them on their promotions and welcome to the three new police officers sworn in.  I 
was able to attend, Councilman Van Ho had a Ward 8 meeting and our newly elected County Council 
Representative Sunny Simon came and spoke.  While I was only able to stay for part of it, she really 
seems to be jumping in and really interested in the issues that impact her district including Euclid, 
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particularly offered the assistance in any way that she can to help the city if we ever have any issues or 
need information or need to work through some things with the County.  She was able to help with some 
issues in South Euclid and certainly offered to help us as well.  I was glad to hear that and will be working 
with her on a couple of issues that I think are important moving forward. 
 I will let Ward 1 and Ward 2 council person talk about the kick off to the Euclid Avenue Planning.  
Euclid Kiwanis had a Bowl A Thon this past Saturday which was well attended and a lot of fun, so thanks 
to them. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – I tried to let Councilwoman Scarniench do it so she wouldn’t be as long, but she 
said I could do it.  I had a few questions, to Chief Repicky, I was looking at the Police Dept. report and I 
noticed that there were certain issues in the Vice Report that says crime is actually down, specifically 
drug, weapons, property found, counterfeit substances, controlled delivery of narcotics and drug 
investigations unknown substances.  I just want to say thank you because there has been concern about 
drugs in our city and these numbers actually show in the narcotics and vice report that the police officers 
are doing a tremendous job and we’re staying on top.  An example for the public is that drug and weapon 
offenses were at 2009, 283 offenses.  At the end of 2010, at least on December 10th, it was only 8.  That’s 
a huge drop.  I commend your police officers and your administration for doing that.  Thank you very 
much. 
 In regards to a couple of other questions, Director Smith, I just want to say thank you, the water 
leak on Pontiac was addressed.  The brush and things of that nature were actually taken care of, Upper 
Valley as well.  I just have one quick question.  I talked to Asst. Director Bock about the GM Inland 
building and there was supposed to be a new inspector coming in.  Has there been a new inspection of that 
plant in this point in time? 
 
Director Smith – Yes there is, I believe it is set for this Thursday, I apologize I don’t have the date.  Law 
Director Frey is shaking his head yes.  The inspection is scheduled for this Thursday. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – Thank you kindly.  Last Thursday at the Moore Counseling Center, the Mayor, 
the economic development team sat with stakeholders on Euclid Ave. on the south side of Euclid, 
Councilwoman Scarniench was there as well as Councilwoman Kandace Jones and that was a great 
opportunity hear about the particular plans that the Euclid Corridor maybe able to enact once we are 
hearing word about our NOACA grant that has been applied.  We’re looking forward to receiving that 
grant and that will give us the opportunity to develop an implementation program similar to the 
downtown plan which allows us to beautify Euclid Avenue and at the same time bring in all the 
stakeholders to offer their particular information on how they feel Euclid Avenue should present itself.  I 
appreciate the work of the economic development department.  The pushing of Councilwoman Scarniench 
and Councilwoman Kandace Jones, as far as keeping this in the forefront.  I’m looking forward to 
receiving this grant, I’m looking forward to the work being done on Euclid Ave.  Thank you very much 
and with that I’ll close. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – I, too, would like to congratulate Kevin and Joel again on their promotions 
and our three new officers.  I would also like to congratulate Collection Officer John Justus and Bob 
Whitney on their retirement.   
 A couple of public service announcements.  Just save the date, Saturday, April 16th, 1:00-3:00 PM, 
Ss. Robert & William Church is the Girl Scout World Friendship Day.  There will be games, foods and 
crafts.  Admission is only fifty-cents.  Such a deal. 
 The Memorial Park Community Garden.  If you’re interested in having a plot in the garden, 
they’re only $10.  Registration dates are April 9th from 10:00-2:00 and May 7th from 10:00-2:00 at the 
garden site.  If you want any more information call Lorraine at 216-289-8165.   
 
Mayor Cervenik – What kind of plot?  The kind like the cemetery? 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – One of them says, 3 x 4 or 10 x 20.   
 
Councilwoman Minarik – I have a couple of questions, Chief Cosgriff, will we ever, he’s not here. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – He was coughing away.   
 
Director Frey - We sent the Chief home. 
Councilwoman Minarik – He knew I wanted those monthly reports that we haven’t gotten in a year, okay.  
The next thing is, Mayor Cervenik, when we did the reorganization, I’ve got people asking me now, who 
do they contact about the Pond and Garden Tour because they want to get involved in that.  The next 
question, the Spring Fling, that’s been moved to the community center arbitrarily decided upon, so could 
you explain those two then? 
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Mayor Cervenik – I’ll try.  Call Lisa Mayernik on the Pond and Garden.  What we’re doing right now is 
putting together, we have a number of vacancies on the Shade Tree Commission and we need to fill those.  
I tried to contact some members this weekend and I guess a lot of people were out of town like I was.  
We’re going to try again tomorrow because they usually take the lead in both the Arbor Day celebration 
as well as the Pond and Garden tour.  The Spring Fling, I don’t think it was arbitrarily, I don’t think that’s 
the right word.  Kathy Will has combined with a very good event put on by ASNE, which is a senior 
organization, and has moved it to the Lakefront Community Center,  another jewel in our community.  I 
think she’s looking to showcase what the senior programs are doing and number two showcase the area 
down there and get more people involved in Spring Fling and give it a little bit of freshness and we’ll see 
how it goes.  That’s an administrative decision that was made.  I certainly hope your open enough to give 
it a try and see what happens.  I think it is going to be a very, very good afternoon. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Today is February 22 which is George Washington’s birthday.  That’s the man 
that President’s Day was originally named after.  My prop for this week’s meeting, anyone interested in 
George Washington, this is probably the best book on George Washington I’ve ever read.  It is by James 
Flexner and it is Washington the Indispensable Man.  To give you guys, just to spark your curiosity, 
Thomas Jefferson said of George Washington, whose birthday we are celebrating today; his integrity was 
most pure; his justice the most inflexible I have ever known.  No motives of interest or consanguinity or 
friendship or hatred being able to bias his decision.  He was indeed in every sense of the words, a wise, a 
good and a great man.  That was Thomas Jefferson of George Washington, read the book.  Goodnight. 
 
Councilman Wojtila – The East Shore Garden Club’s next meeting is Tuesday March 8th at 11:00 AM at 
the Euclid Public Library where they’ll present a DVD on birds and their importance in the garden.  
Tuesday, March 8th at 11:00 AM at the Euclid Library.  Thank you and good night. 
 

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

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 


