
COUNCIL MINUTES 
June 6,  2011 

The regular Council Meeting was held on Monday, June 6, 2011  at 7:00 PM in the Euclid Municipal 
Center Council Chamber. Council President Holzheimer Gail presided. 
 
A moment of silence was held for Deputy CS&ED Director Bob Gliha. 
 
Members Present:   Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill,  Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail.   
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to excuse Councilman Wojtila.  Councilman O’Neill seconded.  Yeas:  
Unanimous. 
  
Others Present:  Law Director Frey, CS&ED Director Pietravoia,, Finance Director Brett, Service 
Director Smith, Fire Chief Cosgriff, Police Chief Repicky, Mr. Sonnhalter, Clerk of Council Cahill. 
 

COMMUNICATIONS 
Councilman O’Neill moved to receive and approve without objection a transfer of a D5, D6 liquor permit 
from DONV Enterprise, Inc, 21910-20 Lake Shore Blvd. & Patio to 3 Guys Tavern Company, Inc DBA 
Paragon & Patio, 21910-20 Lake Shore Blvd.  Councilman Langman seconded.  Roll Call:  Yeas:  
Unanimous. 
 
Council received the following communications: 
A letter from Senator Nina Turner acknowledging receipt of our Res. 60-2011. 
A notice from the Cleveland Housing Network re:  Cleveland NSP Homes I 
 

COUNCIL MINUTES 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to receive the Council Minutes of May 16, 2011.  Councilwoman 
Jones seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 

ADMINISTRATION REPORTS & COMMUNICATIONS 
Director Frey – Thank you for the honor of Bob Gliha, he truly an important part of this city 
administration.  We will do our very best to fill his shoes through the capable leadership of Development 
Director Frank Pietravoia and will be no easy task.  Bob as the Council President pointed out was the 
consummate professional.  We all came to respect his work and his dedication to this city.  Again, echo 
those comments from the council, our prayers with his family, his co-workers and really all of us who 
benefited from Bob’s wisdom. 
 This past Saturday we had the 200th Street Stroll.  I’m not sure what number event that was but it 
was a wonderful day weather-wise and terrific turnout.  We want to thank that committee headed by 
Sherri Zagorc for her tireless effort to promote the city and particularly E. 200 Street and the business 
community that lives and serves this city from that location.  As part of that, we want to thank our 
Auxiliary police officers and our bike patrol for their efforts and I know we had some of our school 
crossing guards all attempting to make that a seamless and enjoyable event.  Thank you to all who 
participated. 
 We are excited to show off our new message reader board at Bliss Lane and Lake Shore Blvd., 
along with a big part of the downtown beautification work that has gone on there.  It was up and running 
for the Memorial Day event and the graphics are incredible.  We do have some technology issues that 
have to be addressed.  We have to figure out how we are to get messages to that message board in a 
seamless fashion from this facility.  We have a little bit of work yet to do but it is really a terrific looking 
asset to the City of Euclid.  If you’ve not been in the downtown area, I would encourage you to stop by.  
The whole area has taken on just a tremendous new look and really is a compliment to all who have 
worked in creating that vision funding and making it come to fruition. 
 We have started bike patrols in the police dept. in our business districts and other areas as the 
department feels the extra attention is needed.  Those officers are in the new uniforms and on the bikes.  It 
good to have them return to the basic patrol and community policing efforts of the department.  With that 
it is my pleasure to announce tonight’s police awards and turn that program over to Chief Repicky and 
Capt. Doles. 
 
Chief Repicky – I would like to recognize a civilian here that’s been tireless in his efforts to the Police 
Dept. and his time.  If he didn’t help us with all the chores that we do on a daily basis, we would probably 
have to hire two full timers to do it.  I would like to recognize Jim Baranowski for his support to the 
Police Dept.  
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Chief Repicky and Capt. Doles presented the annual Police Department officer, employee and civilian 
awards for the year 2010. 
Civilian Service Awards to:  Robert McIntyre for incident of 3/31/2011; Anthony Hollins for an incident 
of 5/26/2010; Darryl Bradley and Phillip Williams for incident of 8/23/2010.   
Employee Award for Incident of 4/9/2010 to Carol Ruza. 
Physical Fitness Award to Captain Ralph Doles 
Merit of Achievement to Det. Sgt. Robert Pestak (not present) 
Exceptional Service for Incident of 8/18/2010:  Lt. Michael Doyle (not present); P.O. Millard Atchley; 
P.O. John Braun; P.O. Nolan Ellis; P.O. Derek Kocsis; P.O. Jeffrey Krysiak; P.O. Frank Royce, (not 
present). 
Meritorious Service Award for Incident of 12/11/2010 to:  P.O. Millard Atchley; P.O. Donna Holden; 
P.O. David Olszewski.   
Employee of the Year Award to Mary Lou Jost. Director Frey presented Resolution of Congratulations 
84-2011 to Mary Lou Jost on her retirement from the City of Euclid Police Dept. 
Officer of the Year to P.O. Ivan Ivaskovic. 
 
Chief Repicky and Director Frey presented Resolution of Congratulations 83-2011 to Detective Alan 
Bush on his retirement from the City of Euclid Police Dept.  
 
Chief Repicky administered the Oath of Office for Sergeant to Jeffrey Cutwright. 
 
Chief Cosgriff and Director Frey administered the Oath of Office for Lieutenant to firefighter Greg 
Ivanovics 
  
Director Frey –This is certainly a momentous evening and I want to thank all of the police officers, 
civilian employees, residents who put themselves to their community before their personal welfare and to 
our firefighters and their promotions tonight.  I omitted at the outset tonight to mention that the Mayor is 
unable to join us this evening due to a family matter that required his attention.  I assure you that he will 
be fully briefed on the meeting and the proceedings tonight. 
 Finally I want to end with a couple of announcements from the Euclid Recreation Dept.  They are 
now signing up Start Smart Baseball, probably something I should have gone to.  Start Smart Baseball, 
Monday and Wednesday July 11 through August 3rd.  The information is available at the recreation 
department.  Euclid 4x4 Youth Soccer registration and that starts June 11th.  Please contact the Recreation 
Dept. if you have a child interested in either the Start Smart Baseball or the Euclid Parks & Recreation 
4x4 Youth Soccer program.  That concludes the administration reports. 

 
REPORTS & COMMITTEE MINUTES 

Councilwoman Scarniench moved to receive the Executive & Finance Com. Min. of  5/18/11; Parks & 
Recreation Com. Min.:  5/24/11; Safety Com. Min. of 5/24/11; Community Assets Com. Min. of 5/25/11 
and Board of Control Min. of 5/9/11; 5/16/11; 5/23/11.  Councilman Langman  seconded.  Yeas:  
Unanimous. 
 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE FOR LEGISLATIVE MATTERS ONLY 
Ms. Charlene Mancuso – 41 Lake Edge Dr.   In the essence of respecting everybody’s time, the questions 
I’m going to ask on the different ordinances you’re going to be reviewing, can be answered at the time 
they’re discussed so we won’t be doing them one at a time. 
 The first question I have is on the Ord. (318-11), which deals with our new special storefront 
renovations that we’re doing with Sims Buick.  My question is, have we done or revised our contract 
language to now include a project manager so we don’t run into the poor quality workmanship that we 
have unfortunately seen on the Lake Shore Shore Center Project. 
 The next ordinance is (322-11), this is on the certificates of occupancy that are being revised.  My 
question is, how did we come about settling on a $32 amount to be discounted if they go through a proper 
screening process with the city?  Also the language may just need to be clarified under Part D 4, it talks 
about a per unit of 1-3 units discount.  Does that mean if I have one unit or three units it is $32 or is it $32 
for one, $32 for the second, $32 for the third? Clear?  Okay. 
 Under Resolution (309-11) this is the resolution in support of the referendum petitions for the 
repeal of Senate Bill 5.  I congratulate the sponsor on revising his language so that it is much more 
positively referred to.  I would request that each council member sign onto this resolution and you all 
support the resolution for the referendum.  This is truly a bad law that serves only to hurt the working 
people.  To support the referendum allows us to get some real work done. Once this bad law is defeated, 
we can then get to work to get some real changes.  I would ask that you all support that. 
 The next issue is (319-11), this is the contract for police software and I understand where the 
initial money is coming from.  My question is, where will the annual maintenance fee of $30,000 what 
budget will that be taken from? 
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I also have a question about how we went about deciding we were not going to go out for bid if we have 
reviewed several different companies, who made that decision and how was it made, since this is a city 
that should be doing bidding? 
 Ord. (317-11), which is actually a change to how we’re going to collect our emergency transport 
fees.  As I was reading through this, it says the Fire Chief and Finance Director will decide whether a 
person is unable to pay.  My question is, do we have procedures in place so that we can consistently say a 
person is unable to pay?  Or is this done on a case by case basis which I understand having been on 
council is what we used to do?  This maybe a more consistent way if we have procedures in place and if 
we don’t who would be writing them? 
 The other clarification that needs to be made is we talk about outsourcing to collect delinquent 
fees.  Part of that is, how would we select the law firms who will be collecting those fees, are we going to 
go out for bid?  Also there’s not, at least to me, it is not very clear if we have a bill, say I’m billed $500 
and I have a delinquency fee which is $500, which is what we’ve done for some of our delinquent tax 
collection, and we have a law firm who has a fee.  If I as a resident pay you $500 is that going to the fees 
first or is it going to the bill first?  We could end up having a person owing money ongoing just to cover 
fees?  I think that’s it, thank you very much. 
 
Ms. Rosemary Woods – 20671 Trebec.  It is referring to ordinance #9 on the agenda.  I have some 
questions about the ordinance.  Reading it over I see that it refers to USDA licensed facilities for the 
procurement of the animals.  I don’t understand what that really means, if you could explain that.  Also is 
see the adoption fee is $15, I think that is kind of low because the animal shelter is charging $70, I think it 
would be counterproductive to have an establishment charge $15.  Also, is there going to be an adoption 
agreement where the people will come to adopt young animals from the facility.  The last one is regarding 
the sterilization of animals.  Is it going to be early age spay or is it going to be that they will hold the 
animal until it is of age to get it spayed at the right age.  That’s all my questions. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – I do believe it is the intention of the sponsor of the legislation to table that 
for this evening.  There are some issues that still need to be addressed so we need to make sure that your 
questions are answered, probably not tonight but definitely before.  We have your address so we can be in 
touch. 
 
Ms. Maureen Richard – I’ve been a Euclid Police Dispatcher in the Communication Center for 15 years.  I 
would like to say a few words in regards to #13 on the agenda tonight, the Cody CAD system that the 
Euclid Police Dept. and the city is looking at to implement into our department.   
 I’ve worked there for 15 years.  I feel this will bring the future of the Euclid Police Dept. to the 
position we need to be in for the safety and growth of the citizens of Euclid and the department.  The 
integrated system they offer will give us immediate access to all database which at this time we do not 
have on our computer system.   
 The following are just a few of the highlights on the Cody system that I was able to observe.  I 
was fortunate enough to be on the committee and did spend several hours in the City of Willoughby Hills 
that currently has spent several hours with dispatchers, talking and watching them use the system.  
Dispatch worked with officers there, was able to observe it from the officer’s point of view in their mobile 
data systems also.  The enhanced communication with all departments was amazing.  Utilizing the RMS 
system officers and dispatchers have all prior information regarding any person or location immediately at 
the time we get the call or the officer is running the person.  The RMS system will expedite the time 
writing reports, thus allowing our officers more time to serve the citizens of the City of Euclid.   
 The Cody system seamless operation will give us information with easy access for officer safety.  
Having all our systems with Cody will give our mobile units access to all the department database 
immediately.  At this time they don’t have this either.   
 In conclusion the Cody system is the future of the Euclid Police Dept., it will take us to the 
expertise the department needs to be at for the times that we are in today.  I can’t stress enough the 
importance of having all our systems running together.  I have been there for 15 years and just listening to 
the amazing things that our citizens did today and got the awards for, it will just make it that much easier 
for us to help these citizens that need us and this information when they call us for help.  It will interface 
with our Euclid Fire Dept. also which right now we don’t have a system that does that either and we 
desperately need that too for the safety of our citizens. 
 I would also like to congratulate our officers, our fire department, by co-worker Carol Ruza, Mary 
Lou and everybody for their awards tonight too.  Without them, our department couldn’t be where they 
are either.  Thank you for all your support and my experience with this system is awesome and I highly 
support it.  Thank you. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Seeing no other comments, we will move forward with legislation and item 
#1. 
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LEGISLATION 
 
 Ord. 85-2011 (320-11) Bonds/Notes Fishing Pier/Trails Sims Park  
An emergency ordinance to provide for the issuance and sale of bond anticipation notes of the City of 
Euclid, Ohio in a principal amount not to exceed $898,000 in anticipation of the issuance of bonds for the 
purpose of financing recreational facilities of the City in accordance with the Euclid Waterfront 
Improvements Plan, including but not limited to the construction of a fishing pier and walking trails at 
Sims Park, and all necessary appurtenances thereto.  (Sponsored by Mayor Cervenik and Entire Council 
by request of Finance Director) 
 
Councilman Langman moved for passage, Councilman O’Neill seconded. 
 
Director Pietravoia – I’m pleased to bring forward this evening actually the three pieces of legislation at 
the beginning of our agenda.  I’ll talk about all of them briefly as part of my remarks now and we can 
come back to questions on each one as Council considers them.   
The items before you this evening, the three pieces of legislation will allow the implementation to go 
forward of the first major capital project related to the Waterfront Improvements Plan.  Ordinance 70-
2011 was passed by Council at the last Council meeting and that put in place the funds to actually prepare 
the engineering and designs related to the pier and the trails leading to the pier.  The three pieces this 
evening will provide the funding for those items as well as the authority to bid the project, that’s the third 
item on the agenda. 
 I’m pleased to announce as part of my remarks tonight that we did receive notice last week for the 
award of the third grant that we applied to the Ohio Department of Natural Resources toward the pier and 
trail costs.  That grant was for just under $60,000 and we did receive official written notification last week 
that we were being awarded that grant.  That will supplement the two previous grants from the Ohio 
Department of Natural Resources, the Recreation Trails which was for $150,000 and the Natureworks 
Program which was for $100,000; bringing our total toward the capital cost of this project to $310,000. 
 I did want to remark while I’m touching on the grants that the grants do have implementation 
deadlines.  The two previous grants are the end of this year and I believe we have 18 months for the grant 
that was just announced.  We have a little bit longer going into 2012 for the third grant. 
 The first item on the agenda, and I will defer to our Finance Director for some comments as well is 
the financing mechanism, item #1 and #2.  We have split the issuance of two notes that will fund the 
approximate cost not to exceed $1.4 million, plus the grant dollars that I just described toward the cost of 
the pier and trails.  The distinction of these notes from previous notes that council already acted on this 
year is that the language in Section 9 or the ordinances actually covenants the TIF pilots, or the revenues 
coming in from the Tax Increment Financing Districts, the Harbor Town TIF, the Bennington Hamlet, 
and Clay Matthews TIF, those three combined.  I did provide the same handout that we used at the 
council committee meeting, was modified slightly and I’ll explain those modifications. 
 The top portion of the handout illustrates the breakdown provided by JJR our consultant on the 
overall cost for the pier and the enhancements related to the pier including the shade pavilion which is 
part of the project.  You’ll note that they did build into their estimate a contingency of $225,000 and 
they’ve also noted the grants totaling $310,000.  Which leaves us with a balance of approximately $1.327 
million to finance.  These two notes together would provide the financing not to exceed, we rounding that 
up to $1.4 million. 
 The distinction as I mentioned is the bottom half of the hand out explains that we have the revenues 
coming in from the three TIF’s, the first chart that you see there in the middle of the page are for the 
estimates for 2011, which the three TIF’s would bring in a total of just under $175,000.  Going forward at 
the bottom of the page, we indicated that we would not use the full amount of each TIF that is coming in 
annually and we’ve reduced the annual estimate to be on the conservative side.  You see those figures are 
a little bit lower than the figures in the middle of the page.  We’re estimating depending on the interest 
rate that we’ll be able to sell the bonds at, that we will need anywhere from $105,000 to $125,000 of that 
$160,000 total for the debt service related to the pier project and the trails project. 
 One of the question I had in discussing this with Councilman Langman was whether there would be 
any TIF pilots available for other projects.  I did go back and recalculate, we are, depending on the 
interest rate, anywhere from 65-75% of the revenues coming in annually would go toward the pier and the 
trails and the remainder would be available, potentially for other projects, as long as they are within the 
definition of the improvements that can be funded by the original TIF ordinances. 
 These numbers that you see on the chart were updated slightly by our bond agency, Al Baucco in 
particular reviewed everything and he did provide that range that I mentioned earlier, depending on 
interest rate, the annual debt service would be between $105,000-$125,000 and it would be well within 
our original estimate and would fund, not to exceed $1.4 million, slightly higher than the potential we 
were showing when we originally prepared this chart. 
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 One important point and the reason we brought this before you tonight is that we are about to issue 
the notes for the other capital that was approved by council earlier in the year.  We have an opportunity if 
we package these together to save on the legal costs and the cost of issuance, conservative estimate of 
roughly $10,000 could be potentially lower depends on the amount of work involved in the two issues.  
Conservative estimate of $10,000 savings. 
 I’d like to thank the Steering committee members, particularly the members of Council, Council 
President, Councilman O’Neill and Councilman Langman that are on our Steering Committee that have 
helped us get to this point.  Certainly I feel that I should mention our Asst. Director Bob Gliha as well.  
This has been a tough week for us with the loss of Bob.  He was instrumental in preparing these estimates 
and the work that is before you tonight and I think he would be pleased, I feel like he is with us tonight, 
and would be pleased that we are able to move forward hopefully with this project this evening.  Between 
myself and Director Brett, I’ll be happy to answer any questions. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – Director Pietravoia just one question and please correct me if I’m wrong.  I 
thought one of these particular TIF’s didn’t have a 20 year life span, it was a 15 year that was discussed 
previously.  I’m just curious to see whether I am correct or incorrect but I believe that it might have been 
Bennington that had 15 years. 
 
Director Pietravoia – All of the TIF’s had either a 25-30 year lifespan originally.  What we have 
remaining on the two TIF’s that were established earlier is 15 years on the Bennington Hamlet and 15 
years on Clay Matthews.  We have approximately 25 years remaining on the Harbor Town, that was a 30 
year TIF and we’re about 5 years into that TIF.  These notes do take that into consideration.  There’s a 
distinction here and I won’t explain this as well as Director Brett might, but these are general obligation 
bonds but we’re stating publicly as part of the ordinance that we will covenant  the TIF revenues toward 
the debt service on these bonds.   
 
Councilman Van Ho – I would just like to urge all my colleagues to vote for this.  This is the first step of 
a project that will greatly benefit this city and give us a boast. 
 
Councilman Langman- Director Pietravoia, I agree with you, when I see this work, I see Bob, he always 
generated things like this regarding the lakefront and other projects.  It is definitely sad to look at this, and 
yet it is very thorough and that was Bob.  It is very strange tonight looking at this and actually not seeing 
Bob here because he worked on the lakefront for a very long time. 
 Just to broader our perspective for a moment, Director Pietravoia, do we have any idea when JJR can 
give us an estimate as to when we’ll actually be doing some of the beachfront restorations and also how 
come we’re not doing the marina first.  That’s more the audience out there, I’ve been asked that, so 
looking for beachfront restoration and then the marina. 
 
Director Pietravoia – We have carefully crafted an implementation plan based on the funds that are 
currently available through all the resources, with JJR’s help, that we can go after.  So in the particular 
case, the three rounds of grants that we’ve just gone through in the past year, were grants that were 
associated with trails and the pier work that you see before you tonight.  We specifically applied for those 
and fortunately we were awarded those grants. 
 As we work toward the largest project that is part of the Waterfront Improvement Plan which is the 
marina, these smaller projects, the award of these grants and our experience with them and our ability to 
show the state and others, that we have the capacity to properly execute the grants and actually build what 
we will say we will do.  Builds momentum for us and builds support with those funders for the larger 
projects.  I thank you for the question and it was really a conscientious and orchestrated effort to start with 
the more doable smaller scale projects that are fundable through the grants that are currently available.  
We’re hoping with the implementation of this project this year, that will move us toward the reality of the 
larger projects in coming years. 
 As far as the beach restoration, that is the next phase of concentration.  In fact JJR’s current contract 
which is not completed yet, will be finishing the design work for the middle section of the waterfront 
plan, which is the beach restoration.  With that completed which should be done by the end of this 
summer, with that completed, that will put us in a position to start going after grants for that portion of the 
project as well.  That is our game plan at this point with JJR’s advice. 
 
Councilman Langman – So in other words, we’re trying to build momentum with this project, it is 
fundable, doable, not quite lakefront but part of the overall plan and that helps build momentum for the 
larger project.  Any idea of the timeframes when, I know the pier and the trails are coming, we have the 
larger part to do and then are we talking  for example beach restoration, another five years, two years, 
three years, hopefully one year? 
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Director Pietravoia – I would agree with you and I know other members of the committee that have heard 
these discussion would agree that we would like to see them sooner rather than later.  I think it really does 
hinge in large part on the grants that will be available that we can go after and how quickly we can apply 
for and secure additional grants.  If the design work is completed and accepted, if it is completed by the 
end of this summer and then we continue discussions with the permitting agencies, and if grants are 
available in the next funding cycle we could see a potential scenario where over the next year to two years 
we would start implementing the designing the more specific engineering detail for that middle section, 
the beaches, and going forward with that in the next year to two years.  That’s an aggressive and 
optimistic estimate but that is what my hope is at this time. 
 
Councilman Langman – Great, I urge all my colleagues to support all three pieces. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – Thank you to the Community Development Dept. on their diligent work towards 
this project.  I do urge all colleagues to vote for this.  This is really where the rubber is starting to meet the 
road and when we’re going to see some dirt moved.  I just want to comment on how the Steering 
Committee decide to go about the way we’re going with the building of the pier.  We’re going where the 
money takes us basically.  Right now it is the pier and the trails at Sims Park.  Love to have all the money 
at one time and attack it in one big effort but unfortunately that is not happening right now.  What we will 
see is the pier getting started and hopefully by this time next year people are enjoying fishing and sunsets 
on the pier. 
 My question to Director Pietravoia, before we can go ahead with the beaches, is there some leases 
that we’re still working on, or are we completed all the way across to Harbor Town? 
 
Director Pietravoia – I didn’t mean to over simplify the process.  We have continued meetings with the 
area residents and property owners and there is a process where we would either need to acquire or 
establish easements in order to be able to undertake these improvements.  We have started that process, 
we had a good round of meetings a couple of months ago with the residents again.  Since then, a number 
of them have provided the by-laws and other regulations related to the private beaches on the lakefront 
and the ownership and what type of vote would be required, whether it is 100% or majority vote.  The 
residents have assisted us in a great way by starting to provide the information we need to develop those 
easements.  You’re absolutely right, I’m sorry for the long winded answer, but there is a process with the 
land owners. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – I just didn’t want to get to far ahead of ourselves because there is still a process to 
go and a lot of work has been done and we’re going to see the efforts come to fruition from what we’ve 
been doing the last 2-21/2 years with the Steering Committee and brining other agencies onboard.  Again 
I do urge all colleagues to vote for these three pieces of legislation and let’s get the lakefront moving.  
Thank you. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik moved to close debate, Councilman O’Neill seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilman Langman moved to suspend the rules, Councilman Van Ho seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Langman, Van Ho,  
        Holzheimer Gail 
Passed. 
 
 Ord. 86-2011 (321-11) Notes Fishing Pier/Trails Sims Park 
An emergency ordinance to provide for the issuance and sale of taxable bond anticipation notes of the 
City of Euclid, Ohio in a principal amount not to exceed $540,000 in anticipation of the issuance of bonds 
for the purpose of financing recreational facilities of the City in accordance with the Euclid Waterfront 
Improvements Plan, including but not limited to the construction of a fishing pier and walking trails at 
Sims Park, and all necessary appurtenances thereto and providing for the city to purchase the notes into its 
bond retirement fund.  (Sponsor by Mayor Cervenik, Council by request of Finance Director) 
 
Councilman O’Neill moved for passage, Councilman Langman seconded. 
 
Director Pietravoia – The second piece combined with the first one already passed would bring us to the 
total of the $1.4 million not to exceed in debt issued to support the project.  We had to split the notes due 
to an annual limit on our tax exempt notes.  I hope I have explained that properly, looking at Director 
Brett, he might want to clarify.  But we have each year, at least this current year, we had a $10 million 
limit and we were up against that so this had to be split out.  In essence we are borrowing against our 
bond retirement fund and then in 2012 when we start a new limit over, we would re-issue the note and re-
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pay the bond retirement fund.  For a period of six months there is a temporary financing until that limit is 
no longer an issue.  All the other facts remain the same.   
 
Councilwoman Minarik moved to close debate, Councilwoman Scarniench seconded. Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilman Gilliham moved to suspend the rules, Councilwoman Jones seconded.  Yeas:   Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Langman, Van Ho,  
        Holzheimer Gail 
Passed. 
 
 Ord. 87-2011 (323-11)  Bids Construction Fishing Pier/Trails Sims Park 
An emergency ordinance authorizing the Director of Public Service of the City of Euclid to solicit bids 
and to enter into contract(s) to construct recreation facility improvements in conformance with the Euclid 
Waterfront Improvements Plan at Sims Park including but not limited to the construction of a fishing pier 
and walking trails, and all necessary appurtenances thereto, so long as the contract does not exceed 110% 
of the engineer’s estimate. (Sponsored by Mayor Cervenik, Council President Holzheimer Gail, 
Councilpersons Langman and O’Neill) 
 
Councilman Langman moved for passage, Councilman O’Neill seconded. 
 
Director Pietravoia – As indicated in my earlier remarks, this third piece gives the bidding and contracting 
authority to the Department of Public Service for the pier and trails.  I did want to mention, I passed out to 
members of Council slightly updated package from JJR that they used at the May 26th Architectural 
Review Board meeting, at which time they gave conceptual approval to everything that was presented.  
They liked what they saw similar to when Council saw this at the committee level, ARB also agreed that 
the project should move forward and they will come back with more details once the engineering is 
further along. 
  The format of the ordinance is fairly typical of capital projects used by the Department of Public 
Service.  Given that the engineering work is not 100% complete yet, we identified that Director Smith 
would have authority as long as the contract does not exceed 110% of the engineer’s estimate, which is a 
typically way of formatting the ordinance when the full cost and engineering is not yet complete.   
 
Councilwoman Minarik moved to close debate, Councilman Gilliham seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik moved to suspend the rules, Councilman O’Neill seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Langman, Van Ho,  
        Holzheimer Gail 
Passed. 
 
 Or. 88-2011 (318-11) Sims Buick Storefront Renovation  
An emergency ordinance authorizing, empowering and directing the Mayor of the City of Euclid or his 
designee to enter into a Special Storefront Renovation Agreement with Sims Buick GMC, conducting 
business at 940 Babbitt Road, for the provision of a grant in an amount not to exceed $69,600.00, as 
partial reimbursement of the estimated $348,000.00 cost of eligible exterior improvements, plus 
reimbursement of $1,500.00 for necessary architectural design and inspection fees, in support of a 
comprehensive interior and exterior renovation of the Sims Buick GMC Automobile Dealership totaling 
Six Hundred and Thirty One Thousand Dollars ($631,000.00).  (Sponsored by Councilman Van Ho by 
request of CS&ED Director) 
 
Councilman Van Ho moved for passage, Councilman Langman seconded. 
 
Director Pietravoia – I’m also pleased to bring forward this evening the proposed storefront agreement for 
the Sims Buick project.  We have been working aggressively throughout the community to try to advance 
our storefront program and to get more property owners to participate.  We are pleased that Sims qualified 
and are able to go forward with the project. 
Members of Council may recall anytime storefront agreement exceeds $25,000 it comes before Council 
for approval, anything less than that would go through the Board of Control.  That is why this project is 
before you this evening. 
 I’ll let project manager and also the coordinator of our storefront program, Jim Sonnhalter, explain 
the project and introduce our guests.  I would urge council’s support on this important project.  It is a 
significant investment by Sims Buick and a signal not only by them but the corporate level of their 
commitment to stay and grow here in Euclid. 
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Mr. Sonnhalter – Pleased to be working with a long standing Euclid business.  Sims has been here since 
the 1950’s they merged in 1995 with Clay Matthews Pontiac, another long time Euclid business.  They 
currently have 30 employees, $1.4 million payroll and they generated just about $40,000 in gross income 
tax revenues to the city and schools. 
 Before we get started, I would like to respond to citizens concerns and council’s concerns.  We are 
working with the revised storefront agreement that we discussed sometime ago. This agreement contains 
language that does require the applicant to retain a design professional throughout the entire project and 
they’ve done that from start and will continue to do so through the finish.  In fact, once I explain the 
requirements of the project, Sims Buick GMC negotiated a supplemental contract with our design 
professional so they could comply with our program guidelines and do the weekly inspections and weekly 
reports.  The construction documents will also contain the language required from manufacturer’s 
specifications and specifying minimum standards for quality of workmanship.  So I don’t get to bogged 
down in the details, I’d like to introduce Doug Dohr who is a managing member with Sims Buick GMC 
and Kurt Hanson, project architect with TDA Architecture and gentlemen if you’d like the opportunity to 
tell your story. 
 
Councilman O’Neill moved to suspend the rules, Councilman Langman seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Mr. Hanson – I’ll give you a brief overview of what we are doing.  General Motors has required that all 
GM dealerships do a re-imaging program.  They came through, given specific guidelines, they’ve work 
with a firm out of Detroit, MI putting this program together, requirements for the exterior of the building 
and requirements for the interior of the building as well. This will go for the exterior of the building.  
They’re requiring for Buick GMC all have the exact identity.  When you see any of the dealerships for 
Buick GMC they have a new entry feature that will be in front of all the dealerships. 
 This is an overview of the exterior of the building and how it is going to look now.  There’s a new 
aluminum composite metal panel that will be put on the front of the existing canopy on the building.  The 
rest of the building will be painted white paint.  These are the colors that GM is requiring to use.  Give the 
whole building a fresh look, with also providing a new under the canopy, new soffit material, new 
lighting.  Also one of the things too that GM is requiring is new signage on the exterior of the building.  
All the new signs will be LED lighting, more efficient lighting.  Also one of the things we were doing too 
to the outside of the building is redo the landscaping around the front of the canopy, discussion we had 
with ARB and went through proposed a plan, new plantings and stuff that meet the requirements, the 
professional look of the building.  That’s basically about it. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – If this is passed, what’s the start date? 
 
Mr. Dohr – We intend to begin exterior construction and painting and renovation in July.  The front entry 
element and the fascia material and the signage are all 4-6 week lead time items.  Otherwise we’d start all 
the sooner.  The interior, which doesn’t directly affect the renovation grant that you folks are considering 
for us, that will take place in the 4th quarter and 1st quarter of 2012. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – The exterior completion before the snow flies? 
 
Mr. Dohr – Yes sir. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – Once again I would like to encourage everybody to vote for this resolution.  As it 
was stated, Sims has been a long time corporate citizen of this city and they’ve made a commitment and 
they’ve got 30 people working there and I think we owe them whatever help we can give them to put forth 
the new image of the new GM. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – To Mr. Sonnhalter, did this project have to go to ARB and P&Z and has it 
done so yet? 
 
Mr. Sonnhalter – It went before ARB on February 28th of this year and was fully approved and did not 
need to go before Planning & Zoning Commission. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to close debate, Councilman O’Neill seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilwoman Jones moved to suspend the rules, Councilman Langman seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
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  Ord. 88-2011 (318-11)  Amend Code Fees 1761 WebCheck 
An ordinance to amend Section 1761.05 “Fees” of Chapter 1761 “Certificates of Occupancy” of the 
Building and Housing Code of the Codified Ordinances of the City of Euclid to provide a Thirty Two 
Dollar ($32.00) credit against the annual rental inspection fees of 1-3 family rental properties if the owner 
or manager conducts a WebCheck background check of potential tenants.  (Sponsored by Mayor 
Cervenik) 
 
Councilman O’Neill move for passage, Councilwoman Jones seconded. 
 
Director Frey – This legislation was requested by the Mayor to be put on the agenda this evening in large 
part in response to comments from neighborhood associations and long time residents that are rental 
properties, are single, two family and up to three family residential units that we take steps to encourage 
the owners of those properties to do background checks to ensure that the residents that move into those 
units are residents who understand and appreciate the obligation of being a good neighbor. 
 In order to accomplish that, what we are recommending here in this legislation, is that we provide 
a credit, one time per year, of up to $32 per unit, for a web based background check of the tenants.  How 
we arrived, to answer the question that was raised earlier at the $32 per unit.  We right now we charge 
$100 per unit rental inspection, annual rental inspection fee.  The Euclid Police Dept. charges $32 for a 
WebCheck to be done.  We can offer to our landlord the opportunity to get that WebCheck done on a 
perspective tenant once a year for $32 and we would credit that against the $100 per unit rental inspection 
fee.  We believe while it reduces the rental inspection revenue, it will encourage those landowners to take 
citizenship into account, it will be a wise investment improving our properties and quality of life for our 
neighbors.   
 It is simply one time per year per unit of $32, we are not requiring any landlord to use the City of 
Euclid’s WebCheck program through the Euclid Police Dept.  In fact there are 70 vendors in Cuyahoga 
County who will provide that service as does the State of Ohio.  However we think and Ms. Sweeney was 
attempting to verify that $32 is probably the least expensive option that is available and yet a very 
effective way to provide that information to landlords. Again, we are trying this out, we want to kick the 
tires on it and see if in fact it gives us the results that we anticipate but we wanted to try it out on those 
residential units that are most closely impacting our other residential properties in the city.  I’ll be glad to 
answer questions. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – I think you addressed it, but I want to be crystal clear that if a property has 
three units they would be eligible for $32 three times, once per unit per year. 
 
Director Frey – We charge an annual rental fee per unit.  So we would make a credit per unit. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – Do you know or maybe the Chief now that he is back, now how many of 
these checks that we do right now? 
 
Director Frey – I don’t know how many we do for residential purposes.  I know we do a fair number 
because we bring those to Board of Control for business purposes but I don’t know for residential.   
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Chief, do you know how many web checks we do? 
 
Chief Repicky – I know our budget is about $7,000-$8,000 so we’ve done several hundred already this 
year.   
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – By giving the $32 credit, that means the police dept. is not going to get their 
$32 correct? 
 
Director Frey – The police dept. would get their $32, we would credit that against the annual rental 
inspection fee.   
 
Councilwoman Jones – Director Frey, make sure I understand.  If a landlord has a tenant living in a unit 
and it is the same tenant for the five years, they would get the background check for that same tenant each 
year? 
 
Director Frey – That may not make sense, they could I suppose under the legislation we have before you.  
But typically I would anticipate a landlord would do that only when a new tenant applied or moved in.  It 
wouldn’t seem to make a whole lot of sense unless you know of some change of circumstances with that 
tenant that you would do a background check on an annual basis. 
 



Council Minutes  
June 6, 2011 
Page 10 
 
Councilwoman Jones – If a landlord has a tenant that’s been there for multiple years, he doesn’t have to 
do the background check to get the $32 credit.  So how does the city know that this is a new tenant that 
they’re getting the background check for, or they wouldn’t actually apply for the background check?  The 
question I’m asking is, so I see it is not beneficial to the landlord to do the background check for multiple 
years anyway?  But how does the city know that a new tenant has moved in and the background check 
will need to be done? 
 
Director Frey –Other than the requirement and I don’t believe that it necessarily applies to these units of 
notifying the tax department of people who have relocated to the city.  What we are suggesting here is not 
necessarily predicated on us knowing who the new tenants are but to give the landlords the opportunity 
and the incentive to check on the new tenants.  Again, if I was the renter and the background check was 
done for that time I wanted to move into the unit, and there was no indication of any reason to recheck for 
the second year or third year of my tenancy, then the landlord would not do so presumably and would not 
get the discount.  It would be a credit against the rental inspection fee.  If they don’t do the background 
check, they don’t get the credit.   
It is not so much us knowing who the new tenants are as much as it is the incen-tivizing the landlord to 
check their new tenants.  Or, in a circumstance where maybe I’m still in that unit but now I’ve got 2-3 
other people that have moved in, that might cause the landlord to want to check the background again. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – How will this be implemented as rental properties come up for inspection? 
 
Director Frey – We will notify landlords with the annual renewals that we have this program.  If council 
passes, we will notify the landlords with a notice in the renewal packet.  We will of course set out a 
procedure where they will have to establish to us that they have in fact done a background check through 
one of the 70 agencies available to do so in Cuyahoga County. Then we would credit that against our 
rental registration fee. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – I agree that this will help the neighbors either their renters of if they’re property 
owners, to try to attract a better tenant living on a street because in many times, not always, but many 
times we’ve got short term renters that kind of disrupt the neighborhood, we’ve all had problems with 
that.  This may sort some of those issues out.   
 To Chief Repicky, for the audience, can you explain without to much personal detail, what exactly 
a web check is? 
 
Chief Repicky – It is a fingerprint check through the Bureau of Criminal Identification, BCI.  It is 
electronically done and it is usually back in one day. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – Is there any legal challenges to this? 
 
Director Frey – Not that we have been able to locate. 
 
Councilman Langman – Law Director Frey if a landlord owns 20 single family homes throughout the city, 
he’d be eligible on each of those single family homes to get the $32 credit? 
 
Director Frey – He would under this legislation and our point would be to encourage that property owner 
to ensure that in each of those properties he has a quality tenant. 
 
Councilman Langman – We’re prepared in case a property owner did ten and didn’t do ten on the other 
properties?  Let me make that clearer, if he only did ten of his properties, wouldn’t we have the capability 
of administering that; he did ten in this area but he didn’t do the other ten? 
 
Director Frey – Yes, we still have, first of all he’s got to do, he or she would have to get the web checks 
done before the credit would be applied to that specific property’s annual rental inspection fee.  Secondly 
we still have the vehicle to assess, notify and if need by assess for nuisance response to any of those 
properties.  Again, that would be a real clear indicator that would be a good investment to get a check 
done on those tenants if we were sending the landlord notice that they had a nuisance activity at that 
property. 
 
Councilman Langman – This also applies to property owners that are participating in the County Housing 
Choice program? 
 
Director Frey – Yes it would. 
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Councilman Gilliham – One of the things that I have a concern with is if a landlord were to offer tenants 
six moth leases or month to month leases, instead of an annual lease.  If tenant A moves in for six months 
and moves out, we have given that individual a credit, could that landlord come back within that next six 
months and say I have a new tenant I want to do a web check, can I get another credit? 
 
Director Frey – The answer is no, we are making this a part of the annual rental inspection process.  In 
that case where there was a second tenant, certainly we would encourage them to do the web check on 
that new tenant, the one that came in the second six month period, but we aren’t going to reimburse that 
landlord for that. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – If I use one of the secondary or tertiary web sponsored criminal background 
searches and some information were to come up that could be questionable, what do we have in place 
outside of certain things that are pretty much obvious, felony drug cases, with federal housing programs 
domestic violence and things of that nature.  What prevents us from having an individual come into a 
building with a questionable background, even for the $32 credit we could be letting in some individuals 
with some questionable backgrounds. 
 
Director Frey – I’m not sure that we’re going to be able to answer all of those types of scenarios tonight.  
What we are doing is providing a tool to the landlord that they have available to them today, but we’re 
encouraging them through this legislation to use it.  I’m absolutely certain this will not solve every 
residential rental issue that the city faces.  Certainly is not going to address maintenance issues.  We hope 
it has a positive impact on behavioral issues.  No one is sitting here thinking that boy we’re going to do 
this and we won’t have tomorrow or next week a letter that we send to a landlord saying your tenant Frey 
is a problem and you need to do something because the next time we come out we’re coming with a bill.  
That’s still enforced.  I would agree with you, that still has to be part of what we do to enforce positive 
behavior in our neighborhoods. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – My job here is not to poke holes in this, I think this has merit.  But those are the 
questions that I come up with as a former employee of the Housing Authority, I can tell you a lot of tricks 
on how to slip Daryl in under my name, but I won’t go into that today.  But, the reality of it is, the last 
question that I have is, we’re dealing with 1-3 family style homes.  If this were to pass today, what’s 
going to stop individuals who do high volume investments from asking the same question, hey I’m paying 
you $50,000 in income tax and I have 100 units, why can’t I get the credit if I use the web check as well?  
That is something that could potentially be a huge problem budget wise for our police dept.  I hear 
everything you’re saying, I think this has merit, but there are some holes in here, this is not to talk about 
my behavior but I could break these rules.  The reality of it is that I would just like to see a little bit more 
teeth in this one. 
 
Director Frey – We’re not compelling anyone to use the tool that is available to them.  We are 
encouraging those.  As I said at the outset, while we think this is a positive step and it sounds to me like 
you agree, we recognize that it is not comprehensive in the sense that it covers our four families and larger 
residential buildings in the city.  We need to try it.  We need to see if it works.  If it works, if there are 
some other way that maybe at less of a threshold for those larger units, we’ll have to look at that.  If there 
is a real positive impact in that, then it would make sense.  I’m certain that some of those larger residential 
unit owners already do background checks of a sort.  But I guess we need to start some place.  We don’t 
want to start with those large units until we figure out whether this is effective on the smaller units.  
 
Councilman Van Ho – Chief, with the new data base that you’re going to be putting in, if I’m a landlord 
looking at a potential renter, will you be able to match that along with the BCI report to say hey these 
people have had ten incidents where we’ve been called out, so these small landlords will know there’s a 
problem there?  When we get past that third one, you guys get rather expensive and I’d like to see those 
people, those smaller landlords protected if that’s possible. 
 
Chief Repicky – This database will bill every call you get there and every person involved will be entered 
into the system. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – By name, if I’m moving from Bruce Ave. to 222, you’ll be able to track? 
 
Chief Repicky – It will go from Bruce to wherever else you went to after that. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – I just wanted to be clear on that, the city does not get the results.  We will 
not use the results from the web check.  You can keep track of continued problems at a specific address, 
but we’re not, the city cannot take the results of the web check, that is private information. 
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Councilman Van Ho – I know with this new database that they’re asking us ….. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – I just wanted to make sure didn’t think we were. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – It will compress the information on people a lot better.  I’m just asking if we’ve 
had trouble with this person and they’re moving from house to house which happens.  Can we catch it and 
tell the landlord hey this, based on our records, this guy is a problem? 
 
Director Frey – I’m not sure unless the landlord came in and made a request that we would be able to be 
out front and say don’t rent to “x” because “x” has been involved in all of these different activities.  It 
would require the landlord to come in to request the check.  The Chief is indicating the new dispatch and 
RMS system will have greater sensitivity and be able to provide that type of information, but unless the 
landlord came in, we have no idea where that tenant is relocating.  It would require an action by the 
landlord. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – When we put up some type of application that we’re going to have for this web 
check, can’t we add this language in that allows us to do that as standard operating procedure?  We do not 
want any more than landlords want trouble makers in this city. 
 
Director Frey – What we’re encouraging is the landlord to make that check.  We won’t know where a 
tenant is relocating to.  We don’t have that information.  We may find out after they’ve located there if we 
get a police call and we say gee, this guy we had a call six months ago at this address.  But we’re not 
going to know he moved to a new address until after he’s there and we’ve either responded or that the 
landlord uses this tool and does the web check on that individual.  Then we might be able to help them. 
 
Councilman Langman – Law Director Frey, it is my understanding that the administration wants to try 
this to see if it is effective.  How will the council be informed that it is an effective program and what 
timeframe? 
 
Director Frey – We would anticipate starting this, I know we didn’t make this an emergency legislation, 
but we would anticipate having our notice ready to go in 30 days and start notifying those landlords that 
come in at that point for rental renewal applications, we’ll post the information on the city website, we 
will provide it as part of the renewal process.  We will be ready to go when the legislation is effective.  
My sense is it is going to take probably a year to know whether we’ve had a positive impact.  I think 
we’re going to need to solicit that information from landlords.  I think we’re going to have to look to see 
whether our nuisance complaint activity, we’ll have to try to match that.  We’ll know what properties we 
did these background checks.  We’ll know if it is a property where we’re now going out with a nuisance 
letter.  We’ll have some sense of whether this is having a positive impact.  If for instance we do ten 
nuisance letters this month, if any of those properties had a web check, we’ll know that it was not as 
effective as we hoped.  However if those ten nuisance letters go out and none of those properties were 
involved with a web check, we can be somewhat assured that we’re having some impact.  I think we’re 
going to need some time to see. 
 
Councilman Langman – Not to be funny or anything, but I don’t know how many of us will be here in a 
year, so would it make sense to have some sunset language in there?  If people change, different people 
are going to be sitting up here, it might make sense.  Assuming we all do come back, I would like to see 
some update, not just in a year’s time, this didn’t work.  Can we have that assurance that we’ll get updates 
on the progress of the program? 
 
Director Frey – Councilman you can make that inquiry anytime and I’m not being facetious to Asst. 
Director Sweeney and she will be able to let you know whether she has had nuisance letters to any 
property that has been involved with the web check program.  I think putting sunset language in the 
codified ordinances probably unnecessary.  If it doesn’t work, we’re going to come back to you and say 
we’re not going to spend $32 from the renewal fee if we’re not getting something out of it.  All of us have 
a financial incentive to make sure it works. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – It is good to think about it ahead of time how we will evaluate it.  I will be 
happy to work with Ms. Sweeney.  I know they keep annual stats and reports and we can talk about what 
might be most appropriate, certainly the number of web checks and to track that by address which our 
software does have the capability I’m hoping to do.  I will be happy to do that and make sure, it might not 
be quarterly but twice a year ask that report be provided to council. 
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Councilwoman Minarik – Director Frey, I think this is a nice piece of legislation.  It is a service to our 
landlords.  The landlords call me and I mentioned to them, do you know the City of Euclid does provide, 
they typically are looking forward to it.  So I think this is very good.  I don’t know why we need sunset 
laws.  It is a service for the landlords and that’s a large part of our community to help them.  Thank you. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – On this particular ordinance Director Frey, it does say an ordinance to amend, but 
in Section 4, it states that this ordinance is hereby declared to be an emergency measure.  That’s just a 
typo that I wanted to make you aware of, we need to acknowledge the fact that it says an ordinance up top 
and then it says an emergency measure in Section 4. 
 
Director Frey – Thank you Councilman, that’s a good catch.  We did not notice this on the agenda as an 
emergency ordinance.  So if it is council’s desire to amend Section 4 to remove that emergency language 
we can do so now and make this (322a).  To be quite honest with you, we’re not going to be ready before 
30 days anyhow.  There’s no reason to make this emergency.  If we want to amend that to remove the 
emergency language from Section 4 I would wholeheartedly support that. 
 
Councilman Gilliham moved to amend Ord. (322) to remove the emergency language in Section 4.  
Councilwoman Jones seconded.   
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail 
       Nay:    Scarniench 
Amendment passed. 
 
Councilman Gilliham moved to close debate, Councilwoman Scarniench seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik moved to suspend the rules, Councilman O’Neill seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas: Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail 
       Nay: Gilliham 
Passed as amended. 
 
 Ord. (311-11) Amend 1377 Home Occupations 
An ordinance repealing current Section 1377.01 (e) of the Planning and Zoning Code of the Codified 
Ordinances for the City of Euclid and enacting a replacement section to alter the required conditions of 
home occupations. (Sponsored by Councilpersons Wojtila, Langman and Scarniench) TO BE 
REFERRED TO PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION  
 
Councilman Langman moved for passage, Councilwoman Scarniench seconded. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – We’ve been throwing this piece of legislation on for probably the last two 
years, it has gone back and forth between Council and P&Z and we could never get it straight.  When this 
was first introduced we never even thought about daycares as being part of it.  It had to do with home 
occupations.  I had some residents that were concerned with things that were going on in the houses 
around them.  Then once it got to P&Z they started talking about the daycare end of it which was never 
part of it.   
 I think we’ve come up with a compromise and it looks good to me because we don’t want to 
deprive anybody from doing the daycare business, that wasn’t the intent of the change in the ordinance.  I 
would hope everyone would support this. 
 
Councilman Langman – To build on what Councilwoman Scarniench said, we want to place this in 
committee so we can discuss any and all issues about it so that we’re clear.  The last time we tried this, we 
would send it to P&Z, there would be changes and we couldn’t modify them, so we were caught in a 
Catch 22.  This way if we send it to committee, we can discuss all the items in much greater detail than 
we can on the council floor here and then we can come up with something that I hope addresses 
everybody’s concerns. 
 
Director Pietravoia – I just wanted to comment briefly.  We had intended in the notation on the agenda 
would be to refer to committee.  But it does ultimately need to go to Planning & Zoning Commission, I 
think Councilman Langman started to explain that.  The idea would be in discussing this with Councilman 
Wojtila who is not here tonight that it would go first to committee for discussion, try to build consensus 
among members of council and from there, if any amendments were made to the original legislation 
introduced, that piece would go to P&Z with the amendments already in it.  It would help to avoid some 
of the back and forth that we experienced last year. 
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 I just wanted to say that I do thank both members of the Planning & Zoning Commission and City 
Council.  I know this has been a tough discussion at times, but it is an important discussion and both 
bodies put a lot of time into this. The fact is our code in very antiquated as it relates to home occupations.  
If we can’t come to an agreement on the couple of items that earlier were disagreed on, we need to figure 
out a way to separate the rest of it and get the rest of it passed so we can at least bring our code up to date 
for the majority of the home occupation language. 
 I believe Councilman Wojtila would agree, I was going to recommend in order to encourage 
deliberation by full council that this go to Executive & Finance Committee because that’s the only 
committee that has full members.  I would entertain or maybe even suggest that it be a joint committee 
with City Growth, even though you’ll all be here anyway, but it covers us technically as far as referrals of 
zoning code items to City Growth, Planning & Development.  I was going to recommend a joint 
committee. 
 
Councilman Langman moved Ord. (311-11) to Executive & Finance Committee along with City Growth 
Committee.  Councilwoman Scarniench seconded. 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail. 
Sent to Committees.  
 
  Res. (312-11) Reduce landfill by 50% 
A resolution to reduce landfill waste by 50% over the next five years.  (Sponsored by Councilperson 
Minarik) TO BE REFERRED TO SUSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE 
 
Councilwoman Minarik moved for passage, Councilwoman Jones seconded. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Communities and states around the country are taking aggressive steps to slow 
landfill everywhere, Massachusetts, is really big on this; Logan County here in Ohio has a 0% landfill 
goal by 2020.  Personally I believe Euclid is behind the times.  The flat tax that we have imposed on 
residents penalizes people that reduce, reuse, recycle.  But it subsidizes the lifestyles of people who have 
no interest in reducing, reusing and recycling. 
 We’ve begun the process because now we do recycle, we have a recycling program; we have 
shred days, computer recycling, hazardous materials, all these things that the city is doing.  If the Council 
says this is our goal, 50% reduction, then more people will participate in recycling and more people will 
participate in those days.  Adoption of this resolution would pave the way for becoming more aggressive 
in how we reduce it.  Unless there are comments from this council, I will make a motion to send this to 
Wednesday’s Sustainability Committee. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik moved Res. (312-11) to Sustainability Committee.  Councilman Gilliham 
seconded. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail. 
Sent to Committee.  
 
  Ord. (313-11) Pay As You Throw Program 
An ordinance implementing a “Pay-As-You-Throw (PAYT)” Program as of January 1, 2012. (Sponsored 
by Councilperson Minarik) TO BE REFERRED TO SUSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE 
 
Councilwoman Minarik moved for passage, Councilman Langman seconded. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – This Wednesday the President of Waste Zero, a company in Massachusetts that 
specializes in pay as you throw programs, Mr. Mark Darcy, will be presenting a pay as you throw 
program that’s proven effective in numerous communities around the country in reducing trash and 
generating revenue for participating cities.  Part of the reason I’m putting this here now is as I see it 
council has three options and we must chose one of them by June 20th.  We can exceed the $108 per year 
garbage tax which is unfair and again behind the times.  We can eliminate or significantly reduce the tax 
but that would place such a burden on the city that lay offs will occur or we can initiate a pay as you 
throw program where trash now is treated at it is a utility.  People pay for what they use.  Unless there are 
comments from the Council or administration, I will make a motion to send this to Wednesday’s 
Sustainability Committee.  
 
Councilwoman Minarik moved Ord. (313-11) to Sustainability Committee.  Councilman Langman 
seconded.   
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail. 
Sent to Committee.  
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President Holzheimer Gail – To remind folks, that meeting will be this Wednesday starting at 6:30 PM, 
June 8th, at Euclid City Hall. 
 
 Ord. (293b-11) Amend Code 505.23 Pet Shops 
An ordinance amending Section 505.23 “Annual Licensing of Commercial Animal Establishments; Fees”, 
and enacting Section 505.231 “Pet Shops and Pet Traders” of the General Offenses Code of the Codified 
Ordinances of the City of Euclid to create regulations for pet shops and pet traders.  (Sponsored by 
Councilperson Scarniench) (From Safety Committee with a recommendation for passage) 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved for passage, Councilwoman Jones seconded. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – I move to table this until the June 20th meeting.  We worked very hard on 
this piece of legislation and I think it is a good piece of legislation but the pet shop has retained a lawyer 
and has asked some questions.  Between the advocates, the US Humane Society, we’ve got lawyers that 
are looking at what is going on along with our own Law Dept. and hopefully we will rectify that before 
the 20th.  I would make the motion to table until the 20th. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to table Ord. (293b-11).  Councilman O’Neill seconded. 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail. 
Tabled.  
 
 Ord. (307a-11) Amend Code 947.04 Dogs in Parks – First Reading 
An ordinance amending Section 947.04, “Animals and Dogs” of the Streets, Utilities and Public Services 
Code of the Codified Ordinances for the City of Euclid.  (Sponsored by Councilperson Van Ho) (From 
Parks, Recreation and Youth Committee with no recommendation for passage) 
 
Councilman Van Ho moved for passage, Councilman O’Neill seconded. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – This ordinance will allow for dogs to be in Memorial Park only on a 10 ft. leash, 
controlled by their owners.  We have no dog park.  By conservative estimates we’ve got 2,000 dogs in 
this city and that must be a very conservative estimate because I swear all 2,000 are on my street on any 
given day. 
 My point being these people should be entitled to use our facilities, the dog owners the same as 
anybody else.  This will control it to one park.  There will be no dogs on leashes legally in Sims or in the 
park down by the Senior Center or any of our smaller parks. This would allow these dogs, this may or 
may not be, a step until we can find an area for a dog park, that depends on Council, but I do think we 
should pass this at the next meeting so the dog owners will be able to use the park for the summer.  I 
would just urge everyone to consider it.  Talk to whomever they feel appropriate and hopefully we can 
bring this forward at the next meeting, pass it and have a bunch of happy dog owners and happy dogs. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – This is listed as a first reading, so it is your intent to have this be the first 
reading but waive those and vote on it at the next meeting? 
 
Councilman Van Ho – Yes. 
 
First Reading. 
 
 Res. 90-2011 (308-11) Oppose Concealed Carry Laws 
A resolution in opposition of Ohio House Bill 45 and Senate Bill 17, as introduced in the 129th General 
Assembly, amending Ohio’s concealed carry laws to broaden the scope of where and how a licensed 
individual may properly carry a concealed handgun in a liquor permit premises and in a motor vehicle. 
(Sponsored by Councilpersons Gilliham and Van Ho) 
 
Councilman Gilliham moved for passage, Councilman Van Ho seconded. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – This particular bill has already passed in the House and it is currently being 
debated in the Senate.  The concern that I had and Councilman Van Ho had was the basic opposition to 
expanding the scope of concealed weapons in public places.  We have passed a law where individuals are 
allowed to maintain a concealed weapon after they’ve been in lawfully licensed and legally trained.  But 
the initial law prohibited individuals from going into certain places where the propensity for intoxication 
and other activities could incite and individual to possibly use a gun unlawfully at that moment in time. 
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  This particular bill allows individuals who have a concealed weapon that are licensed to go into a 
bar but you’re not supposed to drink alcohol.  The assumption is, when you go into a bar, you will not 
have a drink and you will socialize while you are carrying your gun.  I do not believe that.  I do believe at 
times individuals who are very responsible have lost their temper and committed acts with guns.  Case in 
point was a fireman in Cleveland who lost his cool when a situation became around fireworks.  Euclid has 
had some issues in the past couple of years that reinforce my belief that we should not expand the areas in 
which an individual, though legally licensed should bring a hand gun into the building.   
  Secondly and most importantly, this also opens the opportunity for an individual to have a loaded 
hand gun clearly accessible inside the car on the front seat or on the dashboard.  We’ve seen situations 
where law enforcement officers have lost their lives doing routine traffic stops.  We do know criminals 
will break laws and this is not a cure all to address every need. Laws are written but sometimes they are 
violated.  I feel for the safety issues of our law enforcement officers, I would not want a police officer to 
encounter an individual who does not declare that they have a weapon, that does have a weapon that is 
accessible, possibly loaded and possibly unlocked.  You never know what the outcomes will be. 
  Euclid is a changing city and the reality of it is, in many areas, this might be appropriate, but I 
don’t think even in Cuyahoga County, this is appropriate for our County and I definitely don’t think it is 
appropriate for Euclid. Those are my reasons for bringing this forward. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – I think Councilman Gilliham summed it up very well.  As someone who eats out a 
lot, I really don’t want to have to pack a gun when I go to my friendly neighborhood restaurant to have 
supper with my wife.  What you’re ending up doing is forcing, if we allow legislation like this, you’re 
enforcing or strongly encouraging everyone to start.  We really don’t need a wild, wild west in Euclid.  
This legislation might work well in rural counties, but it doesn’t work well here.  I would encourage 
everyone to vote for this ordinance in opposing of carrying concealed in bars, restaurants, on seat or any 
place else in the car.  I would ask the Chief what his general feeling is, will he feel that his officers are 
safer with or without this new legislation that would encourage carrying concealed almost everywhere? 
 
Chief Repicky – As far as carrying it into a business establishment such as a restaurant and bar, it is not 
going to make the tenants any safer.  If the person with a permit is sitting in the bar minding his own 
business and somebody is intoxicated, the opportunity is there to use the weapon.  Secure it from the 
licensed permit holder and use it in an inappropriate manner.  As far as I’m concerned, keep the law the 
way it is. If the bar owner wants to ban a loaded firearm than so be it. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – I have a little bit of experience with this.  Statistics showed that with the concealed 
weapon carried in the State of Ohio that violent crime has not gone up by law abiding citizens that have 
concealed carry permits.  I have some reservations with allowing a person legally carrying a hand gun in a  
liquor establishment.  As far as having a loaded weapon in a vehicle, I have no issue.  If they’re law 
abiding, law abiding citizens will obey the law.  The criminals don’t obey the law.  You can put as many 
laws out there as you want, they break them.  I understand the intent behind this but I will be voting no on 
this resolution. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – I would like to back up Councilman O’Neill’s statements.  I will be voting no 
as well. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik moved to close debate, Councilman Gilliham seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham,  Jones,  Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail 
      Nays:    Scarniench, Minarik, O’Neill,  
Passed. 
 
 Res. 91-2011 (309-11) Support Referendum Petition for Senate Bill 5 
A resolution in support of the referendum petitions for repeal of Senate Bill 5. (Sponsored by 
Councilperson Van Ho) 
 
Councilman Van Ho moved for passage, Councilwoman Jones seconded. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – This is a resolution to encourage the putting on the ballot on what has been 
commonly referred to as Senate Bill 5, which is the bill that was passed by the legislature and signed by 
the Governor which would severely restrict collective bargaining rights of public employees.  One of the 
speakers tonight called this bad law, I would call it bad law also.   
  It hurts friends and neighbors of everyone up here because it is hurting city workers and it is 
hurting state workers as well as regional workers.  It doesn’t help balance our budget or the State budget.  
It is very simply a union busting law.  The workers and citizens have followed the law and I hope they 
will get our backing that we are behind them in getting this put on the ballot.  Whether we have any 
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disagreement or not, which if we have a disagreement over whether this is good law or bad law, I think it 
is always worthwhile to take it to the ballot.  You’ve heard me say that on everything when there has been 
a question, let’s take it to the voters. This is one more case of that and I would urge my colleagues to vote 
for this so that the people know that this Council is on record as being in favor of taking it to the ballot, 
letting the people decide whether SB 5 is good law or bad law.  Thank you. 
 
Councilman Langman – I’m still uncomfortable with this resolution, but I will vote for it only because the 
initiative underway and I’ve said here in the city I’ve supported folks that have initiated referendums on 
various issues.  It is no different in the state government.  It is the people’s government whether it is at the 
local level, state level or federal level.  I think there is some merit to trying to harmonize and improve the 
current system, I think that’s important.  I also believe that we here on Council have our own issues to 
deal with, we are not experts on the ins and outs of compensation ordinances on the State level.  However, 
again because the people of the State are already underway in attempting to put this on the ballot, I 
support the citizen initiative. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – I’ve worked in two states and city government for over 17 years, sometimes part 
of a union and sometimes not.  But as an elected official I’m sometimes torn between the possible benefits 
of this city saving money that can be used for services, but at the same time I feel that Senate Bill 5 takes 
to much out.  There needs to be a mutually beneficial agreement on how to massage collective bargaining.  
It is beneficial to state and local funding as well as the workers. With that being said, this current version 
is a very aggressive attack on workers. While it maybe beneficial for some local governments, the other 
issue is the city could save dollars but lose jobs.  With that being said, I will support this resolution. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – I have no problem signing the petition for SB 5, the problem I have is all the 
whereas, I disagree with 4 of them.  I disagree with Senate Bill 5 does little to address Ohio’s $8 Billion 
budget gap.  When you’re talking about a defined compensation program that guarantees a set pension 
fund payment every month it does help the budget.  When you’re talking about unions that typically pay 
$125 a month for family healthcare coverage, whereas the unemployed people and underinsured people 
some either have no access or are paying $800 for family care.  When you’re talking about union workers 
that get up to six weeks vacation paid, along with 17 holidays, longevity, all these things that union 
workers, government union workers, we’re not talking the private sector, it will have an impact on 
municipal budgets and state budget. 
  The second whereas, collective bargaining has worked successfully in our community.  I guess 
that depends on what you mean by successful.  If you’re looking at it from a financial standpoint, our city 
needs to come up with an additional $800,000 every year just to fulfill union contracts.   
  The next whereas, I will sign the petition and I’ll tell you why, because the process was flawed.  
That’s why I support the initiative.  And because as Councilman Langman says, everybody has the right 
to put it on the ballot.  But the process is what was screwed up. Both sides typically it is just like the union 
management euro.  When management had the ball, they beat up on the unions.  When union has the ball, 
the hammer, they beat up on management.  Now the Republican legislature got in power and they beat up 
on the unions.  The process was flawed, there was not attempt at compromise.  But there are benefits to 
what is in SB 5, all right.  It doesn’t deny negotiation of wages.  It does save the taxpayers money, but 
there needs to be compromises.  So I will be voting no on this because of your whereas, but I will sign the 
petition because I do think the process was flawed. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – I will vote for this resolution, however there are some things in Senate Bill 5 that I 
agree with and there are things that I don’t agree with.  I believe in the right of the populous to vote up or 
down.  We’ve done it here many times on Council, so I will support this Resolution to get the petitions 
signed and put it to the vote of the population with the understanding that if it is overturned that we still 
have an issue at the State level that has to be fixed, it is not going to go away. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – Not to belabor the point, I would not have voted for this the way it was in 
the beginning.  I will vote for it now.  I have signed the petition but I do agree with some of what is in 5.  
But the way it was done was just totally wrong.  What this does is gives the people of the State of Ohio 
the right to say how they want this to happen and I’m all for that.  Thank you. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to close debate, Councilman Van Ho seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, O’Neill, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail 
        Nay:    Minarik 
Passed. 
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 Ord. (319-11)  Cody Systems Police Dept. 
A emergency ordinance authorizing the Mayor, as Ex-Officio Director of Public Safety of the City of 
Euclid, to enter into a contract with Cody Systems for the purchase of an integrated software system for 
use by the Euclid Police Department.  (Sponsor Councilperson O’Neill by request of the Police Chief) 
 
Councilman O’Neill moved for passage, Councilman Van Ho seconded. 
 
Chief Repicky – For the last 7 years our TAC system is our RMS Cad system for the police department.  
About 2 ½ years ago we wanted to see if there was a better system out there to make the police 
department more functional.  We investigated alternate solutions.  Two and a half years ago we contacted 
OHLEG which is the Attorney General system through the State of Ohio.  We went through training and 
viewed the whole system and unfortunately that system didn’t meet our needs.  We dropped that process.  
About a year and a half ago, regional CAD system was offered through the Cleveland Police Dept.  This 
system offered the use of a high end CAD system through Intergraph and the future promise of an 
integrated RMS offered through New World Solutions.  The switch over to Intergraph was delayed 
repeatedly, concerns over the future availability of the New World RMS and its functionality with the 
Intergraph CAD resulted in the Euclid Police Dept. abandoning this project; that was after a 1 ½  year. 
Although this was promised to be a robust, functional solution, the concerns about when and if the system 
integrated would take place caused to much uncertainty to allow us to continue pursuing this option.   
 Since then, a subsequent search for a comprehensive functional integrated system lead the 
committee to identify Cody Systems as a preferred system.  This system will permit the use of electronic 
incident and crash reporting.  It will enable reports on mobile in-car computers and will reduce the need 
for report processing and copying throughout the record room.  Additional crash report will be submitted 
to directly to the Ohio Department of Public Safety and we will also have the option to use electronic 
citation module which will enable traffic citations to be issued without the use of the expensive multi-
copy traffic citations. 
 There are other numerous department efficiencies which include access to records from the in-car 
computers reducing in-station time.  Tremendous savings on paper from hand written reports.  Integration 
with jail records.  Eliminate the need to re-enter information into a second data base and a property 
management solution that would create efficiency in evidence and property tracking.  There are numerous 
smaller advantages but this system will be a huge step forward for the Euclid Police Dept.  It will also 
integrate with our current safety forces server which council approved through the capital budget, which 
is the Police & Fire Dept., and future growth within both departments.   
 We also looked at Sundance, another CAD RMS system and that unfortunately did not meet our 
needs.  This Cody System will also give us information with easy access for officer safety and also for 
city council and other department use within the city.  Utilizing the RMS system officers and dispatchers 
will have all prior information regarding any person or location immediately.  They won’t have to look it 
up, it will be right on their screen.   
 We had a committee over ten committee members and I would like to thank them.  A couple from 
dispatch you heard from tonight, Maureen and Sharon; Mary Lou from Records and our new supervisor 
will taken over; our IT Specialist; Capt. Savage and Brickman; Lt. Payne; Officers Collins and Beese and 
Sgt. Baird from the Technical Committee and myself.  It was ten plus members of the Department to 
review the CAD RMS for the police dept.  We visited Willoughby Hills several times who have the Cody 
system, they’ve had it for the last 8 years.  Their previous vendor was Tack also, our current vendor.   
 Our current vendor as noted previously has been with us for seven years. They have six 
employees.  Cody is a nationwide company with 35 plus employees which includes nine technicians that 
are available 24/7 service which is very important in the police and fire function. 
 There was a couple of questions mentioned about the annual maintenance fee.  Right now we pay 
$24,000 and the new fee would be $30,000 but that also would include any software upgrades.  Right now 
we have not been upgraded in the last 7 years in our system.  As far as the bid, Intergraph with Cleveland 
alone would cost over a million dollars.  The New World System also $1 million.  I don’t have the exact 
amount for Sundance since they weren’t one of the finalist and OLEG was a free service but it didn’t meet 
our needs for the police or fire department.  I ask Council tonight to please consider this as a move 
forward to the police department and fire dept. for the next five plus years.   
  
Councilwoman Scarniench – Today at Board of Control we approved a contract for the Ohio Association 
of Chief of Police the Advisory Services division.  That contract is $13,500.  One of the things that it says 
it is going to do while we’re looking at everything is they’re going to be checking our information system 
and everything that we do.  I would feel more comfortable and I know a couple of my colleagues also said 
that earlier, if we waited for this until we actually got the report, we’re talking about 4 months from now, 
it’s a lot of money.  I would like to hold off on this, send it to Safety Committee, see how everybody feels 
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about it, until we actually get this report back so we are really doing everything the way they believe it 
should go.  I just don’t want to spend the money that I’m not sure it is going to be right.  I appreciate what 
the Chief is saying, I appreciate what the Dispatcher said, but the fact that we’re doing this is putting the 
cart before the horse. 
 
Chief Repicky – There’s not, in this world today we don’t only drive one car, there’s Chevy’s, there’s 
Ford’s, there’s Charger’s; the same with CAD and RMS systems. We’ve looked at six and there’s 
probably another half a dozen.  The effort that we spent for the last 2 ½ years will not be wasted.  It is 
what the needs for the police department for now and in the future.  To wait 4 more months, we would be 
up and running in 4 months and have this system start generating robust reports that we need for the city. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – To Chief Repicky, can you quantify the financial savings going to this system over 
the system we currently have?  Can you explain the difference in safety to the officer on the street by 
going to this system, as well as the residents? 
 
Chief Repicky – As far as the safety on the street, it is imperative that the officer knows prior to him 
arriving at the scene what previous incidences have happened there, parties involved and that will all be 
readily available to the officer responding.  Right now that is not occurring.   
What was your first question? 
 
Councilman O’Neill – Your answer to that relates to the resident as well, knowing what is happening at a 
particular address, having prior knowledge of what went on there before you exit the vehicles.  Absolutely 
an advantage to the officer.  The first question, can you quantify the savings, you mentioned paperwork 
and other issues, what the financial savings could be by going to the Cody system as opposed to 
remaining with TAC? 
 
Chief Repicky – What you have to look at is by upgrading and putting everything on the computer, it is 
going to give our officers more time to serve the residents, that’s the bottom line. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – Would it save human hours? 
 
Chief Repicky – Definitely.  Unfortunately we would probably reduce some of our record staff.  We’d be 
saving costs as far as supplies and what not. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – Would it reduce the amount of time the officer is in the station and put them back 
on the street? 
 
Chief Repicky – Definitely.  They wouldn’t have to come into the station, they’d be actively visible and 
on the street and be able to complete the report and forward it to the Supervisor. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – Chief Repicky, you mentioned the current software we’ve had for the last seven 
years.  Did the maintenance agreement with that software not include upgrades?  Was there a reason why 
we haven’t upgraded?  Or did the vendor not offer upgrades during that timeframe? 
 
Chief Repicky – We were just advised about a month ago that our current vendor wanted to upgrade the 
system and we sat there probably two weeks prior to that and it should us only upgrading the RMS 
system.  That had not been field tested.  In May, last month he wanted us to switch over immediately and 
I refused to do that since it hadn’t been field tested.  It wasn’t going to improve our officers as far as their 
availability on the road and still be coming into the station.  This upgrade now would apparently only be 
on the RMS side, not on the CAD side from our current vendor. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – What’s the process in switching over to the new system?  Is it a push-pull type 
thing?  Or would we run parallel for a period of time until everything is converted over? 
 
Chief Repicky – It would probably be a parallel system until we get up and running, especially training.  
We have to make sure our server and any other equipment we have to, hardware we have to purchase 
prior to that will be available. Then hopefully within 4-6 months we’d be up and running by itself  We 
would keep our old system in place but not run parallel after we’re comfortable with the new system. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – One of my last questions is, is there additional hardware that’s needed for this 
upgrade like servers or anything like that? 
 
Chief Repicky – With our new server, it should have more than enough data for at least 5-7 years. 
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Councilwoman Jones – Is the server cost included in this cost? 
 
Chief Repicky – No, they were in this previous capital that you approved for the safety forces server, from 
capital for $40,000. 
 
Councilman Langman – Chief Repicky I know we talked on Friday and I said I would support this.  But 
some items have changed between now and then.  Therefore I’m agreeing with Councilwoman 
Scarniench.  If we’re going to approve a contract through Board of Control for $13,500 to evaluate the 
police dept. and how it operates and where we can gain efficiencies, it behooves us to let that process 
unwind.  If we start saying we’ve already put in the work here, we’ve already put in the work there, then I 
don’t know what the value of the contract is.   
 Considering that over the weekend we’re finding out more and more information about the police 
department through the media, the level of trust has diminished somewhat.  I will not support this until the 
contractors, the Ohio Police Chief Association, comes in, does their analysis and their evaluation and tells 
us this is the best way to go. 
 Also, we seem to have a problem with software here in the city.  We seem to have software for a 
little while, then we say it is no good.  We’ve seen that with the Tax Dept. and now we’re seeing it with 
the TAC system.  Finally the email we got today from Mr. Craven, I believe his name is, that gives me 
reason to pause.  I support Councilwoman Scarniench.  I would like to see the analysis done of the police 
dept. before moving forward with any changes.  Thank you. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – In light of the fact that we are going to have this management report, this new 
system will cost $250,000 to install, $30,000 a year.  According to the letter we got, there maybe other 
options available. You’ve been studying the different programs for a year and a half I believe you said, 
waiting four more months, I don’t think is a big deal to wait four more, otherwise what are we paying the 
Ohio Police Chiefs Association for if we’re already going to start making expensive decisions before 
we’ve received their analysis of the police dept.  I do support Councilwoman Scarniench’s idea to send 
this to safety. Thank you. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – If that’s a motion I’ll second it. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – I haven’t heard a motion, but I will accept a motion if I hear one. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved Ord. (319-11) to Safety Committee.  Councilwoman Jones seconded.   
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Any discussion on the motion? 
 
Chief Repicky – Before you vote, we extended our current contract for three months which is August 18th, 
what do we do after that? 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – If it is sent to Safety, there’s more questions than discussion, so I do want to 
make sure we value that.  I would ask that Councilman O’Neill consider holding a meeting and we can 
make the discussion of whether we need to wait four months.  Whether the decisions are contingent on 
each other or whether they can stand alone.  We could hold a hearing, have the committee that went 
through the selection process come in and talk with us.  Maybe that’s one of the early things the Chief 
Association looks at.  That’s only one of their whole work plan.  I could agree to send it to committee, but 
I would like to have that committee meeting sooner rather than later.  I think it has been rare that we have 
not had a special council meeting over the summer.  I think that would be a possibility as well. 
 
Director Frey – We’ll ensure the Ohio Chief’s are sensitive to the contract extension with TAC and make 
this a first priority in their review. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – Before we set a date on a Safety Committee, it would behoove us to wait and see 
or try to get a time when the Chief Association have completed their assessment.  I don’t think we should 
have the meeting until that is done and we can review that material, if this goes to Safety Committee. 
Either TAC or Cody representatives have a chance to come and talk to us.  I don’t have a problem sending 
it to committee, but we should not have that meeting until the Chief’s assessment is done.  Somebody is 
going to have to tell us when that is and then we’ll set the date for the committee. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – That would be your prerogative as the committee chair. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – Chief Repicky, you mentioned that you extended the contract until a date in 
August for the current vendor.  When did the contract run out or when will it expire without the 
extension? 
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Chief Repicky – Technically it expires May 18th, but I extended it to August 18th.  To implement the new 
system there’s a tremendous amount of training.  If we’re not going to stay with that system, why would 
we waste time, spend all the time and money on training and then switch to another system. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – Even if this was approved, you’re saying from today’s date or say the end of May 
or the end of June until August, that would be enough time to get the training in?  Even if the contract 
runs out with the current vendor, is the product available to run unsupported?  Can you still run the 
product, you just don’t have the vendor support? 
 
Chief Repicky – I don’t think you can run a system and that’s one of the issues with our current vendor is 
support service.  We just can’t seem to get the service here when there’s an issue.  That’s another problem 
we’re having with the existing vendor. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – How often do we have issues? 
 
Chief Repicky – Last Wednesday we had a call, we had four calls in a row and one of them vanished into 
thin air off the computer.  The week before that we had a call that appeared from three years ago.  That’s 
some serious issues when we’re getting calls that either vanish off the computer or re-appear from prior 
years.  I can’t let my dispatchers or officers on the road suffer through that. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – I appreciate the work the committee did on doing this investigation and I 
appreciate the speaker who came up earlier talking about the importance of the new product.  I would 
have just wished that we would have had more notice than the May date and to make a decision now.  
There are some questions that came out from some emails that came out yesterday and today that brings 
up some other questions that may not be able to be answered tonight. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – There is a motion and a second to send to Safety.  If any of these issues, 
unless you don’t want to send it to Safety, let’s hold those issues until the Safety committee. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – I’m going to vote no in sending it to Safety Committee for a couple of reasons.  
First of all, our people have made the decision of what works for them.  I have been down the road of 
consultants coming in from outside to try to lead us to the Promised Land at RTA several times and they 
weren’t any better than our own internal people. 
 The second this is, these people are going to be in many instances laying their life on the line 
based on computer information and if our present system isn’t working, then we ought to get it out of 
there, get it out as fast as we can.  When the Police Chief’s Association comes in, they can look at this and 
that’s a given they have to work with that particular system.  As far as the letter today, I wish I had $5 for 
every time I awarded a contract to somebody or was in the process of awarding and got a complaint letter 
from a competitor because I’d be a very rich man right now.  I just write that off.  If the present system 
that we have, even modified up, was going to be so great, why didn’t them come to us and modify it 
months or even a few years ago.  If we’ve been living with this thing for seven years and we’ve got 
problems with it now, let’s get rid of it, let’s move on and get a new system in here.   
 I know myself when I ask for just simple things from housing about housing and people creating 
nuisances it takes a lot manpower to get simple information like that.  From what I understand in talking 
with the Chief a few times, this will combine all of our information into one place so we’ll be able to 
protect the officers, we’ll be able to get information.  That’s why I’m going to vote against extending it, 
let’s award it.  These people have spent a year and a half and ten of our people have said this is a good 
system, I trust their judgment.   
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Seeing no further comments, roll call on the motion to send to Safety 
Committee. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, Langman, Holzheimer Gail 
       Nays:  O’Neill, Van Ho. 
Placed in Committee.   
 
 Ord. 92-2011 (317-11)  Ambulance Billing 
An emergency ordinance amending Section 1 of Ordinance No. 80-1991, passed by the Council of the 
City of Euclid on February 19, 1991, regarding collecting the approximate actual cost of emergency 
transportation service and other emergency services provided by the Euclid Fire Department personnel.  
(Sponsored by Mayor Cervenik) 
 
Councilman Gilliham moved for passage, Councilwoman Scarniench seconded. 
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Director Frey – Just as we have done with the utility services and tax payments where we have addressed 
legislation that allows us to charge the cost of that collection to the delinquent payer, so do we want to 
add that to our ambulance billing process.  Those individuals that are delinquent in their payments, that 
the city will be able to collect through the efforts of an outside collection firm, both the delinquent amount 
and the cost of the recovery will be born by the person who owes the city those funds.  This is sound 
business so that our collection is the maximum amount we would be permitted to get in that case.  Right 
now with the ambulance billing if we sent an ambulance billing matter out to the collection firm and they 
collected the full amount, we would only get a portion of that because a portion of that would go to the 
firm that is doing the collection.  This is a process we took under the tax department initially and then 
added it to the sewer utility charges and we think it makes sense to add this to the ambulance billing.  It 
doesn’t make any other change in that process.   
 To the question that was asked earlier, I don’t know, I know we have the authority to waive the 
collection of ambulance billing in cases of financial hardship.  I believe that authority rests primarily with 
the Finance Director to make that determination.  Obviously there are several individuals in the Finance 
Dept. that work on these collection matters and I can’t tell you sitting here tonight what the criteria is that 
is used in determining what is a hardship and what isn’t.  We can certainly ask for that information to be 
sent by email to city council. 
 This simply will move the cost of collection onto the person who is delinquent in their payment.  
Right now our collection activities have been sent to Weltman Weinberg.  They have for several years.  
At the time we started to use Weltman Weinberg reviewed a number of firms that provide collection 
services.  We felt the resources available to Weltman were superior to those of other firms and opted to 
use them.  In our discussions with our Finance representatives, we may in this case look for a firm that 
specializes in medical collections.  We don’t have a vendor that we are prepared to send ambulance 
delinquency to.  In fact we would be looking at somebody who specializes in collection on medical 
matters.  I’d be happy to answer questions. 
 
Councilman Langman – Law Director Frey, did I understand you correctly, we currently don’t have 
criteria as to how we would waive delinquent balances? 
 
Director Frey – We probably have criteria, I don’t know sitting here what that criteria is to be able to 
report it to you.  The discretion is with the Finance Director to make that determination and I’m happy to 
ask those individuals in the Finance Dept. that handle these to provide to me that criteria in which I can 
then pass onto Council.  Yes it exists, I don’t know what it is. 
 
Councilman Langman – We will get it sometime this week? 
 
Director Frey – Sure, I’d be happy to. 
 
Councilman Langman – Just to clarify, since we are going to retain a firm to actually collect the 
delinquencies, they take their cut first? 
 
Director Frey – We don’t have anybody doing ambulance collection now. On the sewer delinquencies and 
other, we have false alarms from the police department and we send some property damage cases where 
the city has had a loss and we’ve not been able to collect from the individual causing that loss.  We’ve 
sent some of those cases.  What happens is, if the debt collector collects $100 of that debt, a percentage 
goes to the debt collector, a percentage goes to the city until the city is made whole. 
 
Councilman Langman – So each dollar collected there’s a percentage division? 
 
Director Frey – Yes. 
 
Councilman Langman moved to close debate, Councilman Van Ho seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilman O’Neill moved to suspend the rules, Councilwoman Minarik seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed.  
 

CEREMONIAL RESOLUTIONS 
 Res. 82-2011 (314-11)  Lt. Golden   
A resolution of congratulations to Lieutenant Patrick Golden on retiring from the City of Euclid Police 
Department after thirty five years of service.  (Sponsored by Mayor Cervenik and Entire Council) 
 



Council Minutes  
June 6, 2011 
Page 23 
  Res. 83-2011 (315-11)  Det. Al Bush 
A resolution of congratulations to Detective Alan Bush on retiring from the City of Euclid Police 
Department after twenty six years of service.  (Sponsored by Mayor Cervenik and Entire Council) 
  Res. 84-2011 (316-11) Mary Lou Jost 
A resolution of congratulations to Mary Lou Jost on retiring from the City of Euclid Police Department 
after thirty four years of service.  (Sponsored by Mayor Cervenik and Entire Council) 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved for passage, Councilman Gilliham seconded. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Minarik, O’Neill, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – That completes our legislation and brings us to the committee of the whole, 
public portion.  This is where you may speak to anything for the good of the city.  Please state your name 
and address for the record. 
 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Mr. Paul Ramsey – I’m recently new to the area, I just purchased the Animal Medical Center in Euclid at 
24100 Lake Shore Blvd., back in December 2009.  This is my first council meeting.  One of my clients 
asked me to speak about the ordinance that was brought up and then tabled until June 20th unfortunately.  
There’s a few things I had some questions and some reservations about, to bring a medical perception into 
this.  I for one have some reservations about pet shops selling pets just like everyone else here probably 
does because you do have that distorted view that you get puppy mills, blah, blah, blah.  It is true, it is a 
situation that we’re concerned about and worried about in this issue. 
      There are some issues that I would bring up between now and the time you discuss it because of the 
fact that, you know it is well laid out and it is very much, the goal is very good overall.  The last thing you 
want to do is have puppy mills.  If you’ve ever been to one or ever seen one or stuff like that, I don’t 
know if you’ve ever seen that, it is not good at all, or seen pets from that area.  
 A couple of questions I had real quick because I’ve got time limits here is the option c, where they have a 
licensing fee.  I have a groomer at my vet so I would not oppose at all to paying $100 fee for that for the 
groomer.  My question would be, where would that money go to?  There’s no information in the 
ordinance about that, where it goes to, how it is collected.  The one question also about Section 2, 
providing for sterilization of dogs.  My question would be, or cats and whatever prior to sale.  It is a good 
idea to do that and I’m sure, I’m not sure how much history you have, a lot of the humane societies have 
tried to do that before, they make them sign, but there’s never really been any real teeth in that.  My 
question with that would be, how would you enforce it?  How would you oversee it?  There’s really no 
statement in there of how it would go about because the fact is I’ve seen a lot of humane society, it is 
probably why a lot of the humane societies do the early spaying and neutering which is now become 
under question whether that is good or bad for the pet from a medical standpoint.  The reason they do that 
is they really have very poor success rate with getting people to come in and have their pets spayed at a 
certain time.  It is a good idea, I just don’t think it is realistic, unless there’s a lot of teeth behind it, which 
I don’t know if there is or not.  Based upon what I read, it doesn’t seem to be that way. 
     One of the big question and concern I have is the return of an animal.  Due to the fact that I think it 
might be a little far reaching to ask for a warranty.  I know what the goal is and I understand it, trying to 
decrease heritable traits, to try to ensure that the animal doesn’t come from a puppy mill since they are 
typically inherent for more heritable traits.  The one question I would have about that is, with your 
research and stuff, that a year background or a year of congenital defects.  A lot of times it may put an 
unfair burden on the pet shop for this because of the fact that a lot of times you can have O certified hips, 
or pen certified hips, I don’t know if you’re familiar with that term at all, but that’s where they try to 
certify the breeding the stud and the bitch about if they’re hips are going to be fine and have problems.  
But as you guys know from high school biology and that you have randomization of genetics.  Even 
though you have excellent hips, you still might get a hip dysphasia in the dog and we won’t know that 
until 6 months, 8 months a year or two years down the road.  Trying to put a timeline on when they can 
have heritable traits, the puppy for all intensive purposes looks healthy and normal when they sell it at 3-4 
months of age, but then they find out a year later that they had hip dysphasia going on, it might be a little 
unfair to the pet shop that exact that back.   
     The other thing that concerns me a lot more is what happens with the returned pets?  Then it becomes 
they are either supposed to return it to the pet shop or do they turn it to a shelter or rescue group and we 
already have a problem, this is what we’re trying to address is there’s an overburdening population in the 
shelter and rescue organizations.  My fear is that some how they’re going to get lost in that shuffle.  Most 
owners that I know when they have breeders guarantees, they usually want to have the pet anyway, 
they’ve become attached to it, they love the pet and all those other fun things as well.  That’s one thing 
that I would be concerned about. 
 



Council Minutes  
June 6, 2011 
Page 24 
       The main thing is, summing this up, the goal is very, very good.  I applaud you for thinking ahead.  It 
is a little tricky because the freedom of being in the United States have your right to freedom, have your 
right to shop, but there should also be some limitations.  It all comes down to oversight.  How are they 
going to enforce a lot of these things?  That is the one question I have, who has the time to go in and do 
routine checks.  The other thing I would say also, we should also from the humane society standpoint and 
shelter standpoint, if we’re asking this of the pet store, we should also be able to have the same thing at 
our shelters as well.  They should hold ourselves to the same standards, same thing with air flow change, 
temperature.  I think those are all excellent points.  One thing also is any situation, look at both sides of 
the issue.  If we turn around and look at the same perspective we’re asking the pet shops to do this, we 
should also, and if we’re not doing it already, do the same thing at our shelters and that too, just because 
that’s the fairest way to handle a situation.  That’s all my time.  Thank you very much. 
 
Mr. Mike Doyle – 300 E. 222 St.  I have lived in the city for the last 50 years.  I recently went to a 
motivation seminar at Quicken Loans Arena.  Lou Holtz, a renowned Notre Dame Football coach was one 
of the speakers.  He stated the most single thing he could contribute to his successful career was he always 
did the right thing; no matter what the consequences, no matter what the risk, do the right thing. 
     Council I am here to do the right thing.  I’m a member of the Political Action Committee for Euclid 
FOP Lodge #18.  I would like to make Council aware of some problems this city is facing.  Council 
received an email on Thursday, April 21st and May 5th around 6:30 PM addressing some issues that led to 
the tragic event that occurred next door.  Before the healing process can occur, the wound needs to be 
cleaned and dressed.  In this case, the problems need to be addressed.  If this doesn’t happen, infection 
will occur and there will be no healing, only a build up of more frustration and emotional rage which will 
only result in more tragic events next door.  The problem is bigger than we can handle.  This is a cry for 
help to prevent more tragedies from occurring.  Council needs to take its head out of the sand and deal 
with these problems.  If Council doesn’t, the problem will get worse and the events I fear that will occur 
will happen.  This will also affect the citizens and businesses of this great city that the men and women of 
the Euclid Police Dept. are so proud to serve.  So Council, do the right thing. 
 
Mr. Larry Germovsek – Hi, I was asked to come here, I’m the former President of the FOP Lodge 18.  
Most of you know me.  Larry Germovsek, 116 E. 200 St.  I still live in Euclid.  I retired about a year ago, 
most of you know that.  I was asked to come here to represent FOP Lodge 18 because unfortunately active 
members are probably in fear of retaliation for what I’m going to say tonight. 
     Recently there was a vote taken at our FOP Lodge 18 meeting and it extended for 24 hours.  It was a 
confidence vote, or a no confidence vote for Chief James Repicky.  At that time, 95% of the members of 
the Fraternal Order of Police Lodge 18, voted that they have no confidence in his leadership or as a chief. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Mr. Germovsek, I just want to interrupt you for a minute.  We do have rules 
that state personal … 
 
Mr. Germovsek – You know what then, maybe I’ll just take this to Channel 19, 5, 3, 8 whoever else wants 
to listen to me.  We seem to have rules when it governs what you don’t want to hear, okay.  So I’m done 
delivering my speech. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – We hear issues, don’t make them personal please, towards a person. 
 
Mr. Germovsek – Okay.  We won’t make it personal.  I delivered what I needed to deliver tonight.  
Council, FOP Lodge 18 has met with the Mayor, he actually showed up at one of their union meetings 
and they had an impromptu meeting.  So I’ve been asked to ask all of you, if you would like to meet with 
FOP Lodge 18 and discuss any of these issues, the door is open and they’re more than welcome to meet 
with you in a public forum.  If you want to meet them, you can contact FOP President Curt Eyman.  You 
can contact me, some of you have my phone number.  Maybe, just maybe we can do something about this 
problem.  Thank you. 
 
Mr. Scott Lynch – 320 E. 208 St.  I’m here tonight with an announcement that I would like to kindly 
invite the Council and the administration and the citizens of Euclid to some to Shore Cultural Centre on 
June 15 for the first day of a seven day program on non-violence seminar.  This is the fourth non-violence 
program we’ve done in northeast Ohio and it is featuring a very prominent, global person, Swami Shree 
Sheyam yogi of India.  He doesn’t come anywhere else in America, he just comes here to northeast Ohio.  
This seven day seminar on non-violence has a focus on  meditation which is a practice of Gandhi. 
   I’m really interested in this topic and I’m honored to be able to announce this tonight as we honor all of 
the police officers because the violence that they face and the problems in the community they face 
everyday, as a community we’re indebted to them.  What being indebted to them really means is that we 
as a culture have to start counting for these failures, why is there violence in the community.  The real 
way to do that is to increase people’s quality of life.  That is what the focus of this seminar is about.  It is 
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a free program.  It begins June 15th at the Shore Cultural Centre.  It is two classes everyday for the full 
week.  We’ll be at John Carroll University during the weekend and on the 23rd there’s one lecture at 
Cleveland Marshal College of Law on non-violence and injustice and administration of the law.  It is a 
really unique opportunity to have it here in Euclid and I think it is important to address these problems on 
the front end.  We can do legislation that does little pieces but until we start getting into the core of these 
issues, then real solutions aren’t going to happen.  I’m very honored for all the work that you all are doing 
and thank you for your time. 
 
Mr. Warren Wallace – 24430 Mavec.  First of all I want to say we’re neighbors to the 14th or 12th most 
crime ridden city in the America, which is Cleveland.  Euclid doesn’t rate on that chart at all.  That means 
the police department is doing an outstanding job as a whole.  Thank you to the Euclid Police Dept. for 
keeping us safe. 
     I want to speak on Ord. (322-11).  This basically is just a waste of time.  The city is going to lose 
money, $32 come on now, if somebody come up to one of us and we live here in Cuyahoga County and 
we have rental property in Ashtabula, Summit County, and someone says we’ll give you $32 to do a 
background check and keep these residents out.  We’re going to take the $32 which the city loses, if the 
person is qualified, shows a history of paying rent, can pay the rent and they’re willing to put up a month 
and the last month, we’re not going to keep them out.  The only thing this ordinance does is have the city 
lose $32, that’s all it is going to do.  Now we just passed an ordinance that’s totally have the city lose that 
extra revenue.   
     Second of all, as far as having someone do a background check on where they can live at.  How can 
you tell somebody where they can live because of what they did in the past?  I mean really.  Because 
somebody made a mistake, they paid their debt to society and now we’re telling them, you really can’t 
live here because of what you did in the past.  That’s up to the justice system to decide that.  We shouldn’t 
just automatically assume because somebody had this something criminal in the past that they’re going to 
come here and do it now.  Most of it doesn’t even happen by the people that is renting these properties.  It 
is happening from the people they bring here, their friends.  
      This is just a total waste of time.  A friend of mine was talking about, this is really going to affect 
Black people because that is who is moving to the city right now.  It is not to many Whites moving here.  
Why now?  Is it because someone is running for election that they want to sponsor this and tell the White 
community, hey I’m protecting you?  What is it about?  From my experience and from a Black man, the 
only way we can control this crime and I’ve gotten up here a million times and I’ve said things that White 
folks would never ever come up here and say about the ignorant Blacks in this community.  The only way 
you can control these ignorant Blacks coming in here, is from a decent, intelligent Black person standing 
up and speaking out from decent Black leadership.  Example, if a White cop shots a Black drug dealer 
with a gun, they’ll be ready to burn this city down. They’ll call racism and everything else.  But if a Black 
cop shoots this ignorant Black drug dealer with a gun, what leg do the Black community, the ignorant 
part, have to stand on?  The only way we can control this crime is for Black leadership in this city to stand 
up and say we won’t take it any more.  They won’t have a leg to stand on.  But coming up with these 
ordinances and telling the people $32, not only are we losing money, it is just a shenanigans.  It is 
something that if it were viable it would have came up a long time ago.  Why come up at election time?  
Why scare the White community?  We all know what it means, come on now.  It means that we’re going 
to keep these Black criminals out here.  That’s all it means.  It ain’t going to work because everybody 
knows they’ll take that $32 that the city will lose and still put them right back in these apartments and 
these homes. The only way to fight this with this ignorant Blacks that are coming to this city and it is not 
all Blacks that is doing it, but the Black ones, is through a Black strong man to stand up and say we’re not 
going for it.   
 
Mr. Joe Udovic – 21371 Naumann.  Last week the Cleveland Tea Party Patriots have met and we 
discussed a couple of very interesting issues that I would like to bring up this evening.  One of them 
directs more to Councilwoman Jones, so I’ll start with that one real quickly. 
      I’m not to sure if the City of Euclid is familiar but the Cleveland Tea Party Patriots is doing something 
called Adopt a School program.  This is encouraging from what I’m understanding, according to Ralph 
King, Congress passed a constitutional appropriations act in 2005 for public law to encourage educational 
studies in school to have our youth learn the American Constitution.  From what I’m understanding the 
school is getting federal monies.  I’m a little bit behind on this because the letter was supposed to be sent 
out in May and here is where I need Councilman Jones’ help because she has a lot of contacts with the 
youth of our community. 
      The purpose of this from what I’m understanding from Ralph King very quickly is, we have or the 
Cleveland Tea Party is in possession of DVD disc and workbooks that we can give to a school and adopt 
them. From what I’m understanding and I’ll hand this to you in a minute.  Basically we need to adopt a 
school, send 3 letters to a School Board Superintendent and principal of a local media of your community 
and help your school implement this program by visiting a specific net.  If you would like to hand this to 
her? 
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     I think it is a very important program.  As we heard a couple of speakers say, the City of Euclid has 
issues with youth and maybe this is a great way for students to learn what it is to be an American citizen 
and re-educate themselves in learning the Constitution and what our founding fathers, what their vision 
was of this community. 
     Another thing we were talking about at the last meeting, is called Patriot Walk Day.  I would like to 
create this with the help of the city council and administration.  As everybody knows, we do not have a 
fireworks program anymore.  In place of a fireworks program we would like to do is create a patriot walk 
day.  What this would be is and I’m hoping council between now and the next meeting will at your 
neighborhood committee meetings, you’ll get the word out for me, this would be a lot easier.  Basically 
what I would like to do is on 4th of July, let the residents of Euclid go to somebody in their neighborhood 
that they never met before and forma social network group. From the administrative side, this would be 
great to promote on our message board, like the new one we have on 222, the one in Ward 3 and in Ward 
2 on Euclid Ave.  This is creating a link between all the residents.  For years, and I’ll say in the ballpark 
of 8-10 years, this city has been divided.  We’ve been divided by the Department of Justice, we’ve been 
divided politically.  Here is a way we can bring the community back, establish a network.  The stronger 
the network, the stronger the community, the stronger the values of this community can become once 
again.  I would like to create flyer for this program for July 4th and I’m hoping Council will support me by 
mentioning this to the neighborhood associations.  If someone on Council wants to help create this flyer 
with me, I would very much appreciate it.  Bring it to the next meeting, you can print them up, pass them 
around your community to businesses and to the residents and then go into the neighborhoods. For 
example, let’s say Councilman Van Ho.  You’re not going to go into your neighborhood and say I’m Greg 
Van Ho running for office.  My name is Greg, give them your contact information and get to know 
somebody you’ve never met before.  You’re creating a network link amongst the whole community.  
Thank you very much and we’ll see you next week.   
 
Mr. John Gurry – 22425 Seabrooke Ave.  I wasn’t planning on talking tonight, but I just want to thank 
you for voting for SB 5, give us a chance to put it on the ballot.  It is very important to my family because 
we have educators, and I know some police and firemen.  Just want to tell you thank you very much. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Seeing no further comments we’ll move forward with Council Members’ 
Comments. 
 

COUNCIL MEMBERS’ COMMENTS 
Councilman Langman – To the administration and Chief Repicky, last night again I saw on Channel 19 a 
news story about the Euclid Police Dept.  Various memos were pointed out that the Council I don’t 
believe has.  So, number one, I would like the city council, if those memos truly exist and I’m assuming 
that they do since they were on the news, I want to see those memos.  Because the way the news story was 
reported, does not jive with what was represented to the community in the Mayor’s April 21st statement. 
Can that be done Law Director Frey or Chief Repicky? 
 
Director Frey – I don’t know what the story was on Channel 19, so I’ll have to get that information to see 
what it is that they referred to.  If those are public documents that were referred to, certainly we will send 
them to you. 
 
Councilman Langman – You understand my frustration Law Director Frey, we are finding out 
information via the media that the Council has no knowledge of.   
 
Director Frey – Again, I haven’t seen the story.  I will look at, I’m sure they archive their stories and I 
will try and figure out what it is that they’ve referenced as documents.  If they are public documents, I 
will disclose them as quickly as I can.  I believe Council has received the documents that were requested 
by Ed Gallek from Channel 19 sometime ago and I’m not aware of any other public documents that have 
been turned over to them that you haven’t had.  I’ll confirm that by watching the archived news clip.   
 
Councilman Langman – Well you understand my surprise when I saw the news story and basically what it 
says is that the property room has not been inventoried in over two years.  Does that not violate State law 
Director Frey? 
 
Director Frey – I don’t know the answer to that question Council member.  Again, there is no document 
that I’ve ever seen that’s been turned over to Channel 19 that reflects an audit or inventory of the property 
room. 
 
Councilman Langman – That wasn’t my question.  I simply asked you, if State law requires … 
 
Director Frey – I don’t know the answer to your question. 
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Councilman Langman – Please research that.  I’m also looking for now a timeline.  Based on these 
memos, of when the memos were issued and written and when in fact the request  was made to the 
Sheriff’s Dept. to investigate the irregularities as was stated in the news conference of April 21st.  I want 
to see that document that was sent off to the Sheriff’s office initiating the investigation.  Again, from what 
the news story reports, these issues were brought up at the end of 2009 and then again in March of this 
year.  That item was brought up by the now deceased Detective Sgt. Kevin Blakeley.  So, I’m not sure 
what the story is, but the city council is not being included in on the full story and quite frankly I’m 
getting a little tired of seeing these items on the news and us being in the dark about it.  Thank you.   
 
Councilman Van Ho – First of all I would like to extend condolences to Bob Gliha and his family.  I 
guess the best way you could describe that man is he was a good and decent man who I never heard 
anybody have a bad word for.  When you live in a political world, that says a whole bunch for you when 
people don’t bad mouth you. 
      My question is to Director Smith.  Have we come up with any ideas on the curve on 240th because as 
the Chief and I were walking down the street during the 200th Street Stroll, a gentleman who lives on that 
corner came up and there was another fender bender.  I’m not to worried about the fender benders but 
there are a lot of children right around that general area.  I’m more worried that somebody is going to 
come around there and one of those kids is going to get hurt.  Speed bump, something needs to be put in 
there because passively telling them 25 isn’t doing it.  I’m not finding fault with you guys, you’ve taken 
one step, let’s take the next step and figure out whether we put in the bumps like they have down at Dead 
Man’s curve, or speed bump or something but we’ve got to make it so that people are going to pay 
attention and slow down.  Other than that, I will say goodnight to everyone. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Given the comments that we heard tonight and we do take them seriously.  
We do have rules that prohibit comments that are personal in nature, similarly we have comments that 
don’t allow for personal attacks and we don’t allow for political advocacy for individual candidate.  We 
do take the comments that we hear seriously.  I think it is important the community, residents and I’m 
sure the police dept. does know already that we have today at Board of Control there was approved to do 
an organizational evaluation of the police dept.  I don’t know if Law Director Frey, if you could 
summarize it generally?  I do have it in front of me but I hesitate to read through the bullet points.  I don’t 
know if you could provide a general summary.   It did come up in conversation through the discussion of 
the computer software system and I think it is important for the community to understand what it is that 
will be happening. 
 
Director Frey – I’ve highlighted a number of different items.  First, the Chiefs will look at the city and 
agency’s vision and mission.  The service philosophy to conform to the expectation of the community.  
The scheduling and deployment of officers.  Organizational effectiveness.  Training.  Labor management 
relation.  Civilian and sworn staff effectiveness.  Citizen complaint processes.  Internal affairs 
investigation.  Disciplinary process.  Public information issues.  Fleet management.  Management 
information system.  Leadership styles.  Coordination supervision.  Crime prevention activities.  Mutual 
aid agreements.  Multi-jurisdictional task force matters.  Promotion and career development.  Strategic 
recommendations.  Those are all of the areas that the Chiefs Association intends to review in the police 
dept.  As the Mayor elude to, we hope to have a similar strategic evaluation of the Fire Dept. once this is 
completed with the Police dept.  Again in an effort to make sure that we are organized and approaching 
the safety services in the most professional manner that we can. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – It is important to also note that this process will include conversations with 
personnel, with council, with the administration, so there will be plenty of opportunity for input.  We will 
take the recommendation seriously.  It is a step that will be a good move, we’ll move forward and if there 
are changes that need to be made, we will find that out and be able to make the changes.  I am always 
open and willing to talk with anyone about issues that they don’t feel they can bring to the council floor, 
as well as most of the council members I’m sure would offer the same.  We look forward to those 
conversations. 
     I would like to announce a couple of upcoming meetings.  Euclid City Council by Charter is required 
to redraw our ward districts based on census population.  Because the census was just done in 2010 and 
the number is available in 2011, then we are required to do that now.  We will be having a work session.  
We went through a search process, talked to a couple of firms that do this service, help communities to 
look at the data, look at the maps and redraw ward boundaries.  We will be having a meeting.  We chose 
NODIS, the Northern Ohio Data and Information Service which works out of the Maxine Levin School of 
Urban Affairs at Cleveland State.  Council will be having a work session with them tomorrow at 4 PM to 
look at the data, look at some different scenarios, discuss the ward boundaries.  No formal action will be 
taken at that time.  It is open to the public if people want to be there.  We do anticipate that a 
recommendation will come back to certainly an Executive & Finance public committee meeting here at 
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City Hall on Wednesday, June 15th at 7 PM. Tomorrow, Tuesday, is public as well, and then hopefully 
action sent to, for the action at the June 20th meeting.  We will obviously continue with eight wards.  Our 
objective is to have as few changes as we can, understanding that our ward boundaries have changed more 
recently than some other communities and follow the traditional guidelines of making sure they’re 
compact, follow natural borders or main streets.  We will be working on that starting tomorrow, Tuesday, 
June 7th at 4 PM.  Another meeting on Wednesday, June 15th at 7 PM.  Anticipating that the final ward 
boundaries would be acted on the June 20th meeting. 
      We also will have and I need to confirm with the Mayor and Finance Director.  We have two pieces in 
the Executive & Finance Committee. I would anticipate a meeting Monday, June 13th on the garbage fee 
and lighting fee, or possibly following that meeting on June 15th.  We had talked about keeping both days 
open.  I know some will have issues but we will do our best to work around that.   
      I mentioned some comments about Bob Gliha earlier.  I won’t repeat everything I say, but I think it is 
particularly fitting that we moved ahead on the lakefront development tonight and particularly fitting that 
we saw the piece on the turbine go up today.  Bob worked very hard on many, many projects and those 
are two very visible ones.  Again, my sympathies to his wife, Mary and son, Pat and his wife Carlie.  Also 
to the staff that have worked so closely with him, council, administration and the residents who did come 
in contact with Bob.  He was a great guy, good friend and colleague.  We keep him in our thoughts and 
prayers.   
 
Councilman Gilliham – Just a couple of announcements and some comments.  On June 8th, the Indian 
Hills Neighborhood Association will be having their general body meeting at the Indian Hills Elementary 
School starting at 6:30.  The Ward 1 meeting that was scheduled at the Euclid Central Middle School on 
the 9th has been cancelled due to a speaker conflict and we could not get out of it.  The Euclid Villa 
Association will be meeting on Tuesday, June 14th 7PM at the Euclid Public Library. 
     Director Frey, I just wanted to direct this to you because you’re standing in for the Mayor and this is 
not to pass blame, this is just some of the obvious that have existed so far.  Since I’ve been on Council, I 
remember last year we had a major issue with some of our playgrounds and some of our city lands not 
being mowed or not being groomed properly and we received numerous emails and also the threat of a 
petition directed at particular city staff.  We were able to avoid that situation.  This past year, this past 
couple of weeks, the week of 5-23, I sent in a list of homes that I shared with residents of homes that were 
in violation of grass that needed to be cut.  The 31st of May, I sent an additional list saying that the six 
inches now become two feet.  I’ve also requested some attention be addressed at the Upper Valley and 
Euclid entrance of Indian Hills, just weed whacking so I could get individuals from the neighborhood to 
come down and beautify that area. Well they’re angry and I’m a little bit angry.   
     I’ve looked at the fact that since I’ve been on Council, I’ve seen resident’s homes in my ward flood 
more than once due to rain and once they were cleaned out, no more flooding.  I look at individual’s 
streets that have never been put on the list to be paved and they’re complaining they’ve been here 35 
years, 20 years, 15 years, and the street has not been touched.  I also look at the issue of senior programs 
being cut and we’re challenging our recreational facilities.   
    I personally believe I don’t need two years to figure out that something is awry.  As councilman, I look 
for solutions to address that.  Now a resident once to lower the income tax and he has challenged Council 
to give their opinion.  I started saying December 6 of last year, that we need to discuss it.  There hasn’t 
been much dialogue.  But today I’m not going to be a councilman, I’m just going to be bold and put it out 
there that Director Frey, I would like for you to draw up legislation to lower the income tax to 2.6 and I’m 
willing to talk to anybody from the public about why.  Bottom line is, with those numbers presented by 
the resident which Mayor Bill Cervenik said was quite accurate, lowing the income tax to 2.6 will give 
the city an additional $2.1 million in the general fund and will return about $2 million to this community 
for taxpaying citizens.  With that $2 million we in our position to look what we can do to address these 
reoccurring problems.  When residents are saying that their backyard has been flooding since 2006, that’s 
a problem.  When residents are saying that the insurance company has told them that if they receive 
another flood, they’re not going to have their home insured.  That’s a problem.  When residents leave a 
house and move into an apartment to let the house die because they don’t want to lose the ability to insure 
themselves.  That’s a problem.   
     With that being said, I know that I requested it in an email but I’m publicly stating that I would like to 
see on the June 20th agenda if possible, legislation to lower the income tax to 2.6.  I know there are many 
questions that need to be addressed and I hope Director Frey can do that.  That is my opinion, that is my 
resolution to this problem.  We would have additional money and it would not cost the residents a dollar 
out of their pocket.  It would increase their lot. 
     The last comment I have is this, I’ve kept quiet about the issues at the police department because I was 
waiting for some answers.  What I saw tonight was the whole is greater than the parts.  So when the 
retired officer basically stated that if any council person wants to meet, I want to meet because I want to 
hear what is going on.  It is very uncomfortable for me to live in a city where an officer feels compelled to 
harm himself or to kill himself.  That’s not a good environment for anyone to work in.  It is very 
discomforting for me to hear that 95% of a staff has some issues with their administration.  That is very 
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uncomfortable for me.  Lastly, it is very uncomfortable to feel that officers who work in this city, who 
protect us, are uncomfortable speaking because of the fear of retaliation.  I will be asking questions and I 
will go public, private, whatever it needs to be, but I want to hear from the whole who is serving us and 
protecting us.  With that, those are my final comments. 
 
Director Frey – If I could respond briefly.   Councilman, Mr. Beck’s request on the income tax have sent a 
series of questions to Calfee Halter.  I anticipate having an opinion from Calfee Halter and be able to 
review that.  As I promised to him, we would sit down and discuss the legalities of that request.  I am 
more than happy to invite you as the sponsor of the legislation to that same conversation.  I believe there 
are some legal impediments to what is being suggested but I need to get and review the opinion from 
Calfee before I can have that conversation. 
      I want to also inform you that one of the grass cutting contractors that we had from Stow has asked to 
be relieved from their contract.  We have replaced them with a former contractor who has done a good 
deal of work that is based in, I believe in Wickliffe.  They have picked that up.  We know that we are 
behind in getting the grass cut.  It is a frustrating situation.  We’ve had a few solid days of no rain so we 
should be making a good deal of progress this week on being up to date with the grass cutting and we’re 
going to continue to look and if we have to add an additional cutting outfit to get us there, we will do so. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – Thank you Director Frey and I know that you are seeking the information 
regarding those legal questions and I would like to be part of that discussion as well.  Thank you very 
much for your responses. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – You can talk with him at the end, the floor is Councilwoman Scarniench, 
please. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – I just wanted to say some happy things today because going to the wake 
today was very hard.  There were a lot of people there, a lot of people have known Bob for many years.  
I’ve probably known him for about 25 and he’s one of those people that no matter what you asked him, he 
had information and he gave it to you and you could ask him the same thing five years later and you got 
the same answer.  You knew he was trustworthy and honest and he knew what he was doing.  He did love 
his job.  He absolutely loved his job.  He loved this city.  His neighbors will miss him because of all the 
Christmas lights, they will probably be very dim this year.  His family will miss him, his Mom today, it 
was heartbreaking to see that because nobody wants to watch you bury your own child.  I’m going to kind 
of keep this light, so I want to thank some people. 
     First of all Sherri Zagorc for the 5th 200th Street Stroll.  It was wonderful as always, we had a great 
time, talked to a lot of people so thanks Sherrie.  I want to thank Scout Master Tom Cartwright because he 
did something I forgot to do this year and that was to organize the clean up for the cemetery.  Because of 
illness I just totally forgot about it and it got out of my hands.  Tom took it over and we had scouts and 
I’m going to tell you who:  Boy Scout Troop 143, Boy Scout Troop 167, Cub Scout Pack 143, Girl Scout 
Troop 1570 and 987.  All came out on Saturday and helped to clean and the surprise was our Euclid 
Cemetery was great, we didn’t have to do anything there.  Parks Dept. was able to get it all cleaned up. 
We’ve got our new rails in, thank you Director Smith, they look wonderful.  I’m proud to say the people 
who reside in that cemetery are enjoying a very nice view now.  We ended up going down to St. Paul’s 
and we cleaned there.  The kids through the muck and all the dirt and mud, filled a city dump truck with 
trash and leaves and things because our church has let it go because they can’t decide who is in charge of 
it.  To those kids, those scout leaders, all the adults that were out there, thank you very much.   
 
Councilwoman Jones – I also would like to extend my condolences to the Gliha Family on the passing of 
Bob, he will be greatly missed. 
     I would like to thank Memorial School and specifically Jessica Jacobs and Sue McGinn for inviting me 
to the Career Day that was at Memorial School this past Thursday.  It was a great event.  I was speaking 
to at least three grades of 4th graders and they were very well attended in their classes, they were very soft 
spoken when they asked their questions, even though if you see them on the playground they may have 
louder voices.  They came up with some good questions and I was able to share with them what I feel my 
responsibilities as a council person is and just overall general information about city government.  I do 
thank them for inviting me to that.  It was a great day and I look forward to another one. 
      For those of you who didn’t have the opportunity to attend the Imani Health Fair last month, there is 
another one coming, another free health fair, Saturday, July 2, 10-2:00 PM.  It will be held at the Jesus 
House Cleveland, 1465 Dille Rd. in Euclid.  If you have questions, call 216-789-8404.  That’s another 
opportunity to get your blood pressure checked, glucose checked and some other health issues checked 
out as well.  Take the opportunity for the free health fair. 
     I also want to thank Sherri Zargoc and the committee for the E. 200th Street Stroll.  We were blessed 
again with another nice sunny day.  I look forward to next year’s event. 
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     I also want to say thank you to the speaker who came up and shared the information with me on the 
Adopt A School program.  I will read that over and contact him if I need to or move it forward from there. 
     There’s another program in Euclid that we have the Recreation Dept. is looking for mentors.  There are 
other organizations and groups that have mentor programs, but there’s not just one program that is going 
to fit everything.  There’s not just one program that is going to cover all.  So this is just another mentor 
opportunity for youth.  All of you will recall the many important individuals who have supported, 
motivated and encouraged us during our youth and adult lives.  These mentors have served as coaches and 
advocates.  Much research is available and points the tremendous benefits on mentoring.  In an effort to 
bring such a relationship into Euclid, the Recreation Dept. has launched a Euclid mentoring program in 
association with Euclid PAL.  If you would like to be a mentor of our youth, contact Mac Stephens, the 
Recreation Program Manager.  Contact him at 216-289-8230.  Don’t think that you can’t be a mentor or 
you may not have time.  I would say call them and find out what he is looking for to find out, you may be 
able to spare a couple hours a week and maybe that’s all they’re looking for.  We have a lot of youth that 
need some mentoring and there are other programs out there as I mentioned, but there are a lot of youth 
that we need to cover.  Please give it an opportunity to make that available or share that with someone 
else that may have the time to mentor a youth. 
     There were some emails sent regarding trucks parked in parking lots.  I’m not sure Director Frey or 
Director Pietravoia, maybe one of you can answer this, is it legal for semi-trucks to park in Euclid?  There 
have been some semi-trucks that are parked in parking lots where they shouldn’t be.  I would like for that 
question to be answered if possible. 
 
Chief Repicky – I just received that email today and you noted on top, the police department wasn’t 
notified.  It would have been nice if the sender sent it to us first so we could handle the issue.  There is no 
parking of semis in the city, so we will address both of those areas.  They have already advised the Patrol 
Division to check on those. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – Going forward, if a resident has that concern, they can contact the police dept. and 
let them know the location. 
 
Chief Repicky – Just call the main number and leave us the information of where they are at. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – Thank you very much and I think that’s all I have for this evening and I’ll say 
goodnight. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – I’m confused about what is going on in the Police Dept.  In the statement from 
the Mayor on April 21st said, a few months ago during a transfer of assignment of duties to the Police 
Dept., it came to the attention of the incoming supervisory officer.  Chief Repicky, I have asked you who 
the property room manager is, I have not gotten a response, it has been over a week.  Based on what 
Channel 19 aired last night, it almost leaves me to believe that Sgt. Kevin Blakely was in charge of the 
property room, based on the memo that they talked about.  If that’s the case, I’m confused because 
obviously then was he the incoming supervisory officer that found the irregularities?  If so, why was he 
being investigated? Who was the property room manager that found the discrepancy of this property logs, 
Chief? 
 
Chief Repicky – As far as who’s in charge of the property room, that’s right now is being re-evaluated 
due to the retirements, recent retirements. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Who was the property room manager? 
 
Chief Repicky – Lt. Payne.  Prior to that it would have been Lt. Zevnik.  
 
Councilwoman Minarik – So when Lt. Payne came in, he was the incoming supervisory officer that saw 
the discrepancy and the records that lead to the investigation?   
 
Chief Repicky – That’s under investigation, I can’t reveal that information. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – You can’t even say who the incoming supervisory officer was? 
 
Chief Repicky – No. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Okay.  Next question I have is, was Sgt. Blakely charged with anything?  The 
reason I ask is because according to the Mayor’s statement he said he wanted to set aside some rumors, 
these are the facts and then he immediately implies that Sgt. Blakely was tied to this property room 
problem.  So I’m just curious was Sgt. Blakely ever charged with anything?  Because the Mayor says he 
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was uncooperative with the Cuyahoga County Sheriff.  That is not privileged information is it?  We are 
the city council, if there are problems we should know.  So that’s another thing that I’m confused about.  
If he was charged with anything, why didn’t Sgt. Blakely ever have FOP representation?  
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Councilwoman Minarik, I just want, we have the same rules for Council 
members as well about individual … 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – I’m not attacking anyone …. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – It is not an attack.  Personal, comments of a personal nature. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik- What was the personal comment of a personal nature? 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – You’re talking about a specific person. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Kevin Blakely?   
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Yes. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – I’m reading from the Mayor’s statement. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – I just don’t want this to turn into, we certainly are able to have these 
conversations, the public council floor is not a forum for comments of a personal nature …. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Madame Chair with all due respect, I’m trying to find some answers and it does 
sound like you don’t want us to ask any questions. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – That’s not the case whatsoever.  There is decorum on a council floor and I’m 
happy to discuss that with you. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – So I’m not allowed to ask questions about Sgt. Blakely?  Or about the Mayor’s 
statement to the press where he basically threw Sgt. Blakely under the bus?  Okay, nor am I allowed to 
ask questions about the property room.  Can I ask, I have a minute twenty-three, my understanding is that 
the property room records a report has to be made to the Attorney General by March 1st of every year.  
Chief Repicky, when was the last time we had a report sent to the Attorney General by March 1st?  Have 
we ever had reports sent under you time? 
 
Chief Repicky – I’ll have to contact Lt. Payne tomorrow to check into that. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – As Chief, you don’t know either.  You designate someone and you designated 
him, okay.  Since I can’t mention Sgt. Blakely any more, I’m done.  Goodnight. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Councilwoman Minarik, that’s not fair.  I’m trying to hold both council and 
…… 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Madame Chair what’s not fair is that when I’m asking questions, when I’m 
confused about because Channel 19 is here and we’ve got problems in our police department, I want to 
know, the Mayor basically says that an officer of the Euclid Police Dept., okay, what was not cooperating 
with the Sheriff’s Dept., I just simply want to know if he was charged with anything?  If he was, did have 
FOP representation?  If he wasn’t charged with anything, why did our Mayor make this statement to the 
press?  I’m not impugning, I’m not attacking, I’m confused because Channel 19 seems to know a heck of 
a lot more than our city council knows and you won’t let us ask questions.  Thank you. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – That’s not the case.  There are rules for the council floor.  I’m happy, let’s 
not take the time right now, I will be happy to talk to you. 
 
Councilwoman Minarik – Can I at least get the answer to whether Sgt. Blakely was formally charged with 
anything?  Is that against the Council floor rules? 
 
Director Frey – There have been no charges made in connection with the Sheriff’s investigation.  The 
Sheriff’s investigation is not complete.  I don’t know the extent of the Sheriff’s investigation and won’t 
know until they completed and released that information to us.  There have been no charges made against 
any individual at this point in time.  
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Councilwoman Minarik – Thank you. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – Thank you to Sherrie Zagorc for the 200th Street Stroll this year.  It was a nice day 
and I’ll add my voice to all the accolades given to her.  On behalf of the family of Bob Gliha, I don’t 
know if everybody knows it but Bob is married to my cousin, so it hits close to home with Bob.  I had the 
pleasure of working with him for the last couple of years since I’ve been on Council and got to know him 
even better than I did and he will be sorely missed.  His legacy will live on in projects that will be done 
throughout the city and with things that are still pending that he has worked on.   
     Also sad news, on Memorial Day, a long term resident of Euclid, one of my old neighbors, Bill Frank, 
one of the founding members of Euclid Vets passed away.  He was 88 years old and something I didn’t 
know about until after he died because he never talked about it, he was a recipient of 5 Bronze stars in the 
European Theater during World Ward II.  Condolences to his son Bill, his daughter Cheryl, who is a 
Colonel in the United States Army and his daughter Karen.  He was buried today. 
    One of the questions was somewhat answered to Chief Repicky, there’s no date yet for the Sheriff’s 
release of the investigation?  Just to reiterate what the Law Director said, am I correct to understand that? 
 
Chief Repicky – At that time, it is still an ongoing investigation. 
 
Councilman O’Neill – I would caution, with what you watch on TV on who and who is reporting and 
what they are reporting, many times things are reported on TV that don’t necessarily are exactly the truth 
and we take out of that what we want to take out of it and we run with it as its gospel.  I kind of reserve 
comment until I hear what is completed from the investigation.  I would like to hear from the FOP what 
they have to say.  I don’t want to rush to any judgment until I have all the facts.  With that I’ll say 
goodnight.  One more thing, there was a resident who called and didn’t leave her name, where she lived, 
but she did complain about a water condition.  I don’t know if it was where they were flushing possibly 
the Fire Dept. might have been flushing the hydrants and stirred the water up.  When you call, please 
leave your name, speak clearly and leave a phone number, contact number, otherwise I don’t know who 
you are, I don’t have that enhanced phone number popping up on my phone.  Please speak clearly, leave 
your name and phone number.  Thank you. 
 

ADJOURNMENT 
Councilwoman Minarik moved to adjourn, Councilman Gilliham seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Attest: 
 
 
 
 
_______________________________ ________________________________________ 
Clerk of Council   President of Council 
 
 
 
 


