
COUNCIL MINUTES 
May 7, 2012 

The regular Council Meeting was held on  Monday, May 7, 2012  at 7:00 PM in the Euclid Municipal 
Center Council Chamber. Council President Holzheimer Gail presided. 
 
Members Present:    Gilliham (arrived 7:10), Scarniench, Jones, Lynch, McLaughlin, O’Hare, Langman, 
Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail.   
 
Others Present:  Mayor Cervenik, Law Director Frey, Finance Director Malone, CS&ED Director 
Pietravoia, Service Director Bock, Fire Chief Cosgriff, Police Chief Brickman, Recreation Mgr. Stephens, 
Mr. Castelletti, Clerk of Council Cahill.. 
 

Communications 
Council received a memo from CS&ED Director Frank Pietravoia regarding HOME  fund contracts. 
 

Council Minutes 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to receive the Council Minutes of April 16, 2012 .  Councilwoman 
Jones seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 

ADMINISTRATION REPORTS & COMMUNICATIONS 
Mayor Cervenik presented Miss Poppy Anna Noelle Hogrefe with Resolution 48-2012.  Miss Poppy 
Hogrefe performed the National Anthem and then distributed the poppies. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – Sitting to my left, many of you have already met Tom Malone, our new Finance 
Director.  I for one am very relieved to have him here.  He’s been here for a little over a week and I can 
tell you that I have all the confidence in the world with his experience and his knowledge of running a 
Finance Dept. and making the City of Euclid,  putting it in an even stronger financial state.  I’m glad to 
have you here and I hope you’re sitting next to me for a long time. 
 A couple of interesting items, Briardale Greens, if you noticed in yesterday’s  Cleveland.com’s 
golfer’s ratings of golf courses, Briardale Greens was chosen as the golf course with the best putting 
greens in Cuyahoga County.  That’s very awesome because they went up against some really good golf 
courses and golf clubs.  I congratulate Billy Casper Golf and Pat making the promise come true that they 
told us, they would restore the golf course. 
 We also received notification today,  that we will be receiving our sludge line grant in the amount 
of $3.1 million.  We will be able to start that project shortly.   
 Our tax collections for the month of April were over budget by a little over $100,000.  Through 
the first four months of this year we are approximately $918,000 ahead of last year’s collections.  
Certainly the economy from our examination of the economy is picking up, but it is also through a lot of 
hard work the Tax Dept. is doing to keep working on delinquent tax collections.  As I talked a few 
meetings ago, we are going to be examining at our next Executive & Finance Committee Meeting about 
beginning to have the reserves put in for Worker’s Compensation, retirements and hopefully self-
insurance as well, at some point.  This is all good news that we’ll be able to do that.  
 We had our Ethics Training this past Thursday.  We had a person in from the Ohio Ethics 
Commission and put on three different programs.  As you all know last year we passed and adopted one 
of the toughest ethics policies for municipalities in Cuyahoga County.  This is part of the adoption of that 
policy.  We explained to everybody what it means and what you can and cannot do and what you should 
be aware of.   
 Also I know a number of Council people have been interested in this.  I talked about Deloitte 
Touche, accounting and consulting firm, hopefully getting them into the city to do a study as was 
suggested to me by Attorney Anthony Coyne from Mansour Gavin, he was very helpful.  They are 
coming in tomorrow to discuss with us what steps they can take.  If they take on the job, they will be 
examining our revenue structure, different ways we can create review, compare us to other communities, 
give us examples and ideas and look over the whole financial well being of the City of Euclid.  We will 
know more after the meeting tomorrow.  They are working actively in Cleveland right now.  Tony Coyne 
seems to think that with a little bit of push, they will be happy to do that study for the City of Euclid as 
well.  It will be a very nice thing, it has taken quite awhile to get this done and get them in here but 
they’re very busy people. 
 Also this Thursday we will be meeting with the architects on the jail. T he head architect is Norm 
Cassini.  We are going to go ahead with the drawings as Council has hoped for and see if we can’t speed 
that up because we have some serious capital problems on the existing jail. 
 This Friday, Euclid Chamber of Commerce has Breakfast with the Mayor.  Please all feel free to 
come on Friday, May 11th at Hilltop Village.  The doors open at 8:30 and I will be explaining to people 
some of the very good things that are happening in the City of Euclid. My Directors and other staff will be 
there to answer questions, as well of their department.  It is another way we’re trying to get our 
information and communication out to the public.  Please feel free to come by. 
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 New President of the Euclid Hospital, Dr. Froimson started May 1st.  Director Pietravoia and I will 
be meeting with him next Monday to talk about ways we can continue to work together.  This is an 
exciting appointment, the new President of the Hospital is actually a medical doctor and in the long run 
that will help us and help the hospital in viewing the care that they need and want to give to our 
community.  We welcome him on board. 
 Two Fridays ago we toured the schools with Dr. Jones and Ken Klickinger.  They are all in 
various stages of building and construction.  Some are farther ahead than others.  I can tell you from what 
I saw when these schools opened this fall, you’re going to be amazed at what we did and the voters are 
going to be proud of the fact that they supported the bond issue along with the fact that the State of Ohio 
paid for 41% of these school buildings.  They have green technology that you wouldn’t even think of.  
They have teaching technology, everything is open, glass, natural light.  It is going to be very exciting for 
the students.  I don’t know which school it is going to be but I’m going to be at one of the schools when 
the kids from 4th grade walk into their 5th grade school and they see the big difference.  The community 
has made an investment in our children and I think it is going to pay off. 
 Mount St. Joseph, the grand opening of their newly built nursing home is May 22 at 4 PM.  I took 
a ride through there last Sunday and was very impressed.  Just going up Chardon Rd. there used to be the 
large brick wall.  It has been replaced by a very nice fencing, like we have on Lake Shore Blvd.  Very 
nice landscaping and the building itself is very stunning.  If you haven’t already, you all will be getting 
invitations and more investment going on in the City of Euclid.  Mac Stephens has an announcement. 
 
Mgr. Stephens – During the month of May we’ll have late night registration until 7:00 on Tuesday; 
Monday-Friday registration from 9:30 until 5:00.  You can come in and register for all our summer 
programs, get your pool passes, we also have some new programs offered this year such as water polo.  
Come into the Euclid Recreation Dept. or if you have any questions, call 289-8114, option 8.  Or 
cityofeuclid.com and click on the Recreation link for more information.  Thank you. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – That ends our reports and communications. 
 

REPORTS & COMMITTEE MINUTES 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to receive the Police Report of March, 2012; Executive & Finance 
Minutes of 4/11/12; Housing & Building Minutes of 4/11/12; Housing & Building Minutes of 4/11/12; 
Safety Committee Minutes of 4/4/12 and 4/25/12; Community Assets Minutes of 5/2/12; Board of 
Control Min. of 4/9/12; 4/16/12; 4/23/12.  Councilman Langman seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE  FOR LEGISLATIVE MATTERS ONLY 
Ms. Jackie Griener – Current President of the Euclid Citizens Police Academy Alumni Association, 
which I’ll refer to from now on as the Alumni Association, so we’re not here all night.  I’ve come this 
evening with other members of my group to support the resolution sponsored by Councilwoman 
Scarniench.  As most of you know the Euclid Police Dept. run the Euclid Citizens Police Academy which 
allows citizens and those who work in Euclid to come and learn about the police dept. through a 10 week 
course that teaches who they are, what they do and how they do it and why they do it that way.  Upon 
completion of the course, the graduates can then join the Alumni Association.  It is the mission of the 
alumni association to act as ambassadors for the Euclid Police Dept. and we do this in several ways.   
 First we recommend the course to all Euclid residents who would benefit from a better 
understanding of one of our most valuable safety forces.  I’d like to thank those of you who have already 
taken this course, I know the Mayor and several council people, Madeline has just completed the course, 
thank you very much.  I recommend to everybody that you take this course, it is really wonderful and 
you’ll understand the Police Dept. much better. 
 Second we raise money to help the department with items that may not be covered in their current 
budget.  Specifically we have a vest reimbursement program that helps our newest officers pay for their 
critical body armor.   
 Finally we volunteer our time to help the department where hiring is also not in the budget.  The 
Annual Bike Auction is one such function in which we provide the manpower and work the event at no 
cost to the Police Dept.  We’d like to see the proceeds get channeled back to our police officers by way of 
our association’s vest program so we can help our officers with more cash to help pay for these vital body 
armor.   
 These vests range in price from $850-$1200 and each officer only receives $1,000 for the 
uniforms, equipment and body armor when they’re hired.  This doesn’t begin to cover any of this and the 
rest of it comes out of their pocket.  If there are no new hires in one particular year, we open up the vest 
reimbursement program to veterans, as long as they’ve been on the force for at least three years and we 
have a pool and we offer the money to them.  This would be a huge help to our guys and that’s why we 
recommend our group gets that money through us, thank you very much. 
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Ms. Rose M. Allen – 26241 Lake Shore Blvd.  I’m vice-president of the Euclid Citizens Police Academy 
Alumni Association, also known as alumni association.  I’m also asking that Council support ordinance 
nine because the volunteers and some others that you see sitting here do most of the work with getting the 
bicycles prepared and getting them auctioned off and set up.  A lot of effort goes into that.  If the city had 
to pay for it, it would cost a lot more, but it is done voluntarily.  The organization does do everything we 
can to support the police department in ways the city cannot support the department.  I’m again asking 
that Council support ordinance nine and the proceeds be allowed to go back to the Euclid Citizens Police 
Academy Alumni Association in order to continue to support the body armor vest program.  Thank you. 
 
Ms. Diane Marsh – 19301 Renwood.  I’ve come today because I find myself in an interesting position. 
I’ve recently found out that there is a potential program available for the City Rec, so you’ll have to 
forgive me, I don’t know all the details, but the program ….. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Ms. Marsh, is this something that is on the agenda? 
 
Ms. Marsh – I believe it is, I could be mistaken but it has to do with corporate program to fund recreation.  
Thank you. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Okay, go ahead, I just wanted to make sure. 
 
Ms. Marsh – No problem, as I said I’m not very well versed on this, I found out about this recently.  
Basically I would encourage council to consider seriously allowing commercial sponsorship of our 
recreation programs.  The reason for that and as I say I find myself between two places.  I think 
sometimes corporate agenda can be a problem in certain situations.  But I am also aware and grounded 
that with all the current expenses, you’re not going to find many programs being privately funded or 
completely city funded.  Someone such as myself has a great deal of difficulty financially affording 
programs for my child.  Currently it is a football program that I’m looking at.  I became aware that there 
is a soft drink company that is willing to share some of the funds or produce funds for the program.   
 I also think it is important to promote health.  I’m a nurse of 33 years, so I find myself also being 
in support of one of the people who is very concerned with health like my Councilman.  But I’m kind of 
reminded of a situation that goes back to our forefathers and that is, when the Declaration of 
Independence was agreed upon there were some issues revolving around slavery.  If I’m not mistaken and 
I’m not going to speak to which one, I’m not a history major, but I remember that it could have torn our 
young country apart before it even began.  Sometimes we have to realize that change, no matter how 
exuberant we are about it comes slowly.  When it comes to health issues for our children, we have to 
remember that we have to keep them active before we can even consider all the health issues.   
 Health choices are still maintained and managed by the parents.  If there’s a possibility for 
receiving financial sponsorship, we need to take that into consideration. We need to maintain programs 
and build programs to keep kids moving and there’s nothing to keep us from making good healthy 
choices.  There are great choices at McDonald’s, that’s still a choice.  There are great choices in vending 
machines.  That is still parental involvement and education.   
 We need to not perseverate over details, come to a meeting of the minds.  If ultimately our goal is 
for young men and women to be well provided for in the rec in this city and keep moving and keep active 
and have good programs, we’re going to have to take into consideration corporate sponsorship.  We really 
have to look at it and we really have to step along with other communities that have done the same.  
There’s nothing to keep us from further educating our kids as well about what those healthy choices are as 
well.  Thank you. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Seeing no other comments we’ll move forward with legislation. 
 
 

LEGISLATION 
Ord. (055-12) Rezoning 26190 Lake Shore Blvd. 
An ordinance rezoning 26190 Lake Shore Blvd.,  P.P. 645-20-077 from U-8 (Office Building) use to U-2 
(two-family) use district and further amending Ord. No. 2812.  (Sponsored by Planning & Zoning 
Commission) 
 
Councilman O’Hare moved for passage, Councilman Langman seconded. 
 
Director Pietravoia – This is a second reading and we will have a public hearing on this zoning change on 
May 21st meeting. I’d encourage anyone who is interested to plan on attending or get us comments prior 
to the May 21st meeting. 
 
Second Reading.  Public Hearing May 21, 2012 
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Ord. (085-12) Amend P&Z Code 
An ordinance enacting two new sections related to establishing and consolidating zoning lots within 
Chapter 1321 and Chapter 1323 of the Planning and Zoning Code of Title 13 of the Euclid Codified 
Ordinances.  (Sponsored by Planning & Zoning) To Be Referred to Planning & Zoning Commission 
 
Councilman O’Hare moved for passage, Councilman McLaughlin seconded. 
 
Director Pietravoia – We’re bringing forward a proposed change to our zoning code that’s a result of 
some changes that recently occurred at the State level in the Building Code.  We used to be able to use the 
Building Code to encourage and facilitate when a new development occurs for the owner of that 
development to consolidate if there are separate lots.  The Building Code is no longer a vehicle that we 
can undertake that consolidation through.  We’re proposing to make a change in our local code to 
facilitate that. 
 A good example was the project not too long ago at the Wendy’s on 222 in our downtown 
location.  The Wendy’s was on about 5-6 separate parcels.  We were able to work with the owners 
through the building code process to consolidate those lots.  Without that process available we need 
something in our own zoning code. 
 This is a fairly simply change in terms of the actual verbiage.  It does need to go to Planning & 
Zoning since it is part of the zoning code.  We’ll discuss it with them and report back to Council and ask 
Council to take action at that time. 
 
Councilman O’Hare moved Ord. (085-12) to Planning & Zoning Commission.  Councilman Langman 
seconded.   
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Lynch, McLaughlin, O’Hare, Langman, Van Ho, 
Holzheimer Gail. 
To P&Z Commission. 
 
Ord. 49-2012 (083-12) HOME Program 
An emergency ordinance adopting the revised City of Euclid Cuyahoga Housing Consortium HOME 
Program Funding Plan dated May 7, 2012 (Attachment A) as approved in concept by the Cuyahoga 
Housing Consortium and authorizing the Mayor and/or his designee to take all actions necessary to 
obligate and expend the HOME funds in accordance with the Plan.  (Sponsored by Mayor Cervenik) 
 
Councilman O’Hare moved for passage, Councilman Van Ho seconded. 
 
Director Pietravoia – About every two years we go through a process of reviewing the federal funds that 
we receive in the HOME program.  These are separate from our block grant dollars and we receive them 
as a member of a five member consortium at the county level.  The dollars come to the County and then 
they’re distributed to the members of the consortium based on a formula. 
 In 2010 we undertook a similar process where we reviewed all our dollars available from previous 
years, as well as the most recent dollars, in this case it is the 2011 fiscal year dollars that have become 
available to spend.  We look at how the funds are allocated and how it might make sense to redistribute 
them given how the programs are operating. 
 What you have before you this evening would become our most recent funding and budget 
allocation for the HOME program.  Marty Castelletti is here who is the manager of the program and 
attends all of the consortium meetings.   
 I would like to go over the Attachment A that’s shown on the back of your legislation.  We had a 
very successful operation thanks to EDCOR and Karen Tomsic in her efforts with our down payment 
assistance program which has been in place since 2010.  We presently have used the majority of the 
funds, I think we’re down to about $30,000 of the initial allocation.  If I’m not mistaken Marty that 
$30,000 will be allocated to two loans that are in process.   
 Given the success of that program, we’d like to allocate an additional amount.  We had some 
funds that were remaining from 2008 that had never been programmed, it is shown as item A about 
$92,000.  Then new dollars coming in for fiscal year 2011 of just under $150,000.  We’re recommending 
given the success of that program that we allocate that entire amount of $242,000 toward the down 
payment assistance program. 
 Item #2, are funds remaining funds that were allocated in 2010.  We have about $202,000 still 
remaining and they’re under contract between EDCOR and the County that will expire on December 31st 
of this year.  Those funds have not moved as quickly as they have in the past, just given the economy and 
the difficulty in finding applicants that can actually meet all the requirements of the loan program.  
 The County has asked that we leave those dollars in that program for at least the rest of this 
calendar year until that contract expires and then working with the consortium we could consider 
reallocating anything that remains at the end of this year into one of the other programs if we deem that 
appropriate at the time. 
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 Item #3, is the dollars that we allocated in 2010.  These are new dollars, fiscal year 2011 in the 
amount of $50,000.  The last time we did this we allocated enough funds to rehabilitate four of the houses 
that we acquired under the NSP program.  We’ve just about expended or obligated all of those dollars.  
What we found through this process with the consortium is that we are eligible to use these funds for 
carrying costs and maintenance of those properties until they are completely rehabilitated.  Even once 
they’re done, until they’re sold, things like mowing the lawn, paying for basic utilities, etc., we can use 
the HOME funds to do that. We’re recommending a basic allocation of $50,000 that would cover those 
maintenance and carrying costs for those four houses. 
 Finally item #4, the County allows and the HOME federal program allows a small percentage of 
the funds to be used to pay our staff cost to administer the program.  We have a little bit of funding left 
from the last allocation of about $2500, that’s Item A on number 4.  New allocation, as you can see the 
numbers are going down, we have about $8,000 for fiscal year 2011.  But combining those two, that 
would give us about $10,500 that we’ve already budgeted actually when we presented our budget to 
council to go toward paying staff costs for Marty and others that are working on the HOME program. 
Marty I think I gave your entire presentation, I apologize.  Marty can help answer questions now. 
 
Mr. Castelletti – As Director Pietravoia mentioned, we do review periodically this program and it seems 
our down payment assistance program is the most successful program at this time.  Having mentioned too 
the housing low interest loan program seems to be a little more stagnant, that just shows a need for us to 
come back every so often and reallocate these funds to the programs that are the most successful. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – Item #2, the low interest loan rehabilitation.  Director Pietravoia had talked about 
having some issues with the economy and things of that nature.  With this $200,000 that we have 
currently in there, are we having difficulty with attracting people that are credit worthy or is it equity in 
the homes; what are the conditions that would label this program being stagnant? 
 
Mr. Castelletti – It is a combination of both of those problems.  We have issues with people being under 
water or not having equity in their homes, as well as credit issues that they have to get through the 
underwriting which is a typical bank doing the underwriting.  If they have these issues then they don’t 
qualify for the loans and that seems to be the most common problem right now. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – There are some programs out there like HELP program and things of that nature.  
If individuals were to go to some type of credit counseling and things still didn’t pan out under normal 
income credit requirements, is there any flexibility in this program based on them completing a creditable 
credit counseling program, based on them completing requirements and possibly filing at a bank under 
normal standards and then having to come to Euclid.  Is there any flexibility in that being possible? 
 
Mr. Castelletti – It is currently not part of the program but it is something we could definitely look into.   
 
Director Pietravoia – One of the challenges with the HOME funds unlike the block grant dollars, under 
the HOME program you have to do a comprehensive inspection and correct every code violation on a 
property.  If someone just wanted to do windows for example, using these dollars you’d have to correct 
any code violations on the whole property before we could fund the windows.  That’s not the case with 
the block grant dollars, it is not as strict in that requirement.  There is a substantial amount of money in 
the revolving loan fund for EDCOR that’s funded with block grant that supplements these dollars.  These 
have always been a set aside additional funds on top of the block grant dollars. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – Is there any appeal process directed to maybe loosen some of the stringent 
requirements?  Or that is something that is just etched in stone that has been going on since the beginning 
of this consortium? 
 
Director Pietravoia – Unfortunately these are federal regulations.  Unless we could convince at the federal 
level to change those regs that comprehensive approach under the HOME program isn’t likely to change 
in the near future.   
 
Councilman Gilliham – It just says rehabilitation loan.  There is nothing that he can utilize this to appeal 
to the federal government maybe for new construction if someone where to qualify for that on some of 
these empty lots that we have?  Is there a criteria to appeal that if a person is creditworthy? 
 
Director Pietravoia – That is an area that we can explore with the HOME dollars.  They do allow new 
construction.  The challenge has been right now in this economy especially again you’re providing 
housing for low to moderate income individuals, so you’re trying to produce a new home at a price point 
that could be afforded by a low to moderate individual it is has been difficult.  Not too many communities 
are funding new construction with HOME dollars right now because of that.   
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Councilman Gilliham – Understood, thank you. 
 
Councilman McLaughlin – Director Pietravoia, does the HOME program dictate that you allocate a 
certain percentage of the dollars in any particular way?  Do we have to give a percentage into 
rehabilitation, to loans, to assisting programs?  Or are those all up to us to decide how we spend the 
money? 
 
Director Pietravoia – I’ll ask Marty to add to this if he has any additional comments.  It is my 
understanding that as long as we are using the dollars for the programs that are eligible under HOME 
program, that we can determine locally how we allocate the dollars.  In fact in the past, almost the entire 
allocation was used for the item #2.  Until very recently, the last couple of years we started the down 
payment assistance which has really helped us to move some dollars that haven’t been spent for a number 
of years. 
 
Councilman McLaughlin – Number 1, the down payment assistance, Mr. Castelletti, do we have any idea 
what the success rate is with our down payment program?  We’ve been doing this for several years now, 
are people still paying their mortgages, still in their houses? 
 
Mr. Castelletti – As far as I know, up to this point we’ve had 100% success rate.   
 
Councilman McLaughlin – How many years has that been going on? 
 
Mr. Castelletti – It has been two years now. 
 
Director Pietravoia – The first loan was in July 2010.  Presently with the two that are under review, the 
last one if it is approved will be the 41st loan that’s provided from the program in just about not quite two 
years.   
 
Councilwoman Jones – A couple of questions I had were already answered, I do want to say that Mr. 
Castelletti if you want to do a little advertising how dos someone contact EDCOR or whomever to find 
out more information about the down payment assistance program? 
 
Mr. Castelletti – We have all information out on our City of Euclid website.  We do put out pamphlets, 
brochures that are available to the public.  They start will calling Karen Tomsic of EDCOR and initially 
she does the intake and takes the initial application.  The number is 216-289-4625.   
 
Councilman Lynch – I just had one comment I wanted to stay that the stricter credit requirements that are 
in place right now is actually a great protection.  Let us not forget that people find homes who weren’t 
necessarily qualified and weren’t able to pay for it down the line, is a good thing.  When I was speaking to 
people in the real estate industry, they don’t really feel this down payment assistance program has any 
down side, because it is qualified people who are going to be able to get the credit to buy the home and 
now the city just adds a little incentive to perhaps bring them here when they may go somewhere else.  I 
think that’s a good protection and well spent investment. 
 
Councilman O’Hare – Mr. Castelletti, we have nearly $150,000 from 2011. Was that in the down 
payment assistance program also?  Or was it unrestricted or in a different bucket? 
 
Mr. Castelletti – That is part of that fund, actually we had around $199,000 for fiscal year 2011 and 
$149,000 of that is going to the down payment assistance program. 
 
Councilman O’Hare – 41 houses fell into this program in a two year period.  About what is a typical down 
payment assistance payment? 
 
Mr. Castelletti – I would have to say on average it is around $12,000-$13,000 and the maximum is 
$14,5000 or 17% of the purchase price of the home, whichever is lower.  17% of the purchase price of the 
home, capped at $14,500. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – First of all I would like to say to Karen in EDCOR, thank you for the job that 
you’ve done year in and year out trying to make our neighborhoods a little bit better.  Then to Marty, I 
think one of the things that nobody has really heard is we’ve not only taken some of those houses, bought 
and rehabbed them, but they’ve been sold.  How many have been sold to date Marty? 
 
Mr. Castelletti – Today we sold three NSP homes. 
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Councilman Van Ho – We’re doing that and I know that he’s busily working with a committee to get a 
program to attract Veterans as they come home from Iraq, Afghanistan and other places.  I think that’s a 
good move in the right direction to not only help the Veterans but bring in responsible residents into the 
city. 
 
Director Pietravoia – I neglected to report there’s an additional ten down payment loans provided under 
the NSP funded program, in addition to the HOME funded down payment.  We’ve done a total again with 
the tremendous work done by Karen, we have processed over 50 loans and put 50 individuals or families 
into owner-occupied single family homes in the City of Euclid in a two year period.  It is a great track 
record so far. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – I think sometimes we are our own most quiet enemies because I keep reading the 
paper.  There was a thing that Lakewood was doing all these wonderful things in the paper, I believe it 
was last weekend, and we’ve been doing them for years every single one of the things that they had come 
up with we had been doing for years.  We just need to get that out.  We’re here to help and we want good 
reliable residents in this city and we’ll do the best we can to make that happen. 
 
Councilman McLaughlin moved to close debate, Councilwoman Scarniench seconded. Yeas:  
Unanimous. 
 
Councilman Lynch moved to suspend the rules, Councilman McLaughlin seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Lynch, McLaughlin, O’Hare, Langman, Van Ho, 
Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
 
Ord.  50-2012 (074-12) Coca-Cola Vending Recreation 
An emergency ordinance authorizing the Manager of the Recreation Department of the City of Euclid to 
enter into a five (5) year agreement with Cleveland Coca-Cola Bottling Company (Coca-Cola) for the 
installation of various vending machines and provision of Coca-Cola products on City property, which 
includes Briardale Greens Golf Course, C.E. Orr Arena, Lakefront Community Center, Forest Park 
concession stand, Memorial Park concession stands, Service Garage, and all city pools. (Sponsored by 
Mayor Cervenik) 
 
Councilman O’Hare moved for passage, Councilman Langman seconded. 
 
Mgr. Stephens – This proposal was made by Coca-Cola, but we also sought out proposals from Pepsi and 
Cotton Club as well.  After reviewing, Coke and Pepsi chose to submit proposals.  I’ve been working with 
both companies for almost a year.  We were under contract with Pepsi up until May 2011.  Since that time 
I’ve been trying to convince companies to submit a proposal to help offset some of the costs associated 
with operating some of our recreation programs. We’ve been under contract with Coke prior to our 
current Pepsi contract.  Based on the numbers that were provided by both Pepsi and Coke, I felt it was in 
the best interest that we go in the direction of Coca-Cola.   
 
Councilman Lynch – After speaking to members of the administration and some council members and 
hearing the voices from the residents, I am going to be supporting the legislation tonight but I still wanted 
to voice two of my concerns.  My reluctance to support the corporate sponsorship of the Rec Dept. with 
Coca-Cola company is a number of cities including Boston and New York have banned or limited sale of 
drinks such as these.  The Cleveland Clinic has made a policy that these types of refreshments would not 
be sold.  My major concern had been just setting an example for especially the youth in our city.  The 
habits that you form as a child carry with you as an adult.  If you’re regularly consuming these things 
which sometimes children can handle but we’re even seeing an earlier onset of Diabetes from children.  
Then you get into adulthood and your activity is less and you’re consuming this same things that you 
learned to remember and enjoy as a child and it creates a big problem. Obesity, diabetes, heart disease, is 
a tremendous epidemic in our country.  It is the most important quality of life issue in our nation.  To just 
pass it by without consideration, I think would be neglecting our duties as council. 
 The reason I decided to support the legislation is speaking to others, our rec department is in 
tremendous need.  The service that it does for the most needful of our city which is our youth, I don’t 
want to limit or hamstring in any way.  The fact that this relatively small $13,000 a year approximately is 
what we were looking to have this contract.  The fact that that little amount of money created so much 
stress in our Recreation dept. has really made me see that we need to reconsider some of our priorities and 
some of our funding mechanisms for the Recreation Dept. which again serves the most needful of our 
city.   
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 For that reason I’m going to be discussing and requesting that we reconsider the 1984 recreation 
level which is well outdated.  I think Councilman Gilliham put it well during the budget hearings that the 
money he made in 1984, on 1984 dollars would not get any of us anywhere.  I wasn’t around in 1984 so 
that gives you somewhat of a sense of how long it has been. This is an issue that I’m going to press with 
some urgency and I just want to make those comments heard.  Thank you. 
 
Councilman Langman – Director Stephens  can you give us some idea projections of what we would 
make on the actual sales of the beverages at the various locations? 
 
Mgr. Stephens – If we meet the projections that are stated in the proposal over the course of five years, 
this proposal will basically provide a little over $75,000 to the Rec Dept.  That’s based on moving 
roughly 2,038 units per year. Currently we move just a little more than that under Pepsi proposal based on 
the numbers that were given to me through Pepsi.  One of the agreements with Coke was that we would 
encourage the users of our parks and anytime we have a festivals or tournaments that they do order 
product through Coke so we can easily meet the projected numbers. 
 
Councilman Langman – I want to clarify also the numbers.  The $13,000 is spread over the 5 years, 
correct? 
 
Mgr. Stephens – Correct.  It is $7,000 in year one; years 2-5 it is $1500.  That does not include, we 
receive a 40% commission on the primary products and then a 25% commission if we happen to have 
Minute Maid or something like that in a vending machine.  That also does not include an 8% rebate so if 
an outside user group holds a Memorial Day tournament for example at Memorial Park, the Recreation 
Dept. would receive an 8% rebate on the product that is ordered.  Whereas, with Pepsi they offered a 4% 
rebate.  
 
Councilman Langman – Are these figures broken down per location within the park, or is it just taken as 
an aggregate Memorial Park versus the ice arena, etc.? 
 
Mgr. Stephens – I had to submit numbers to Coca-Cola for example, I had to get numbers from Pepsi and 
Pepsi they give us the numbers, they’re supposed to give us the numbers monthly of what the vending 
machine here at City Hall does per month.  Or if we set up a vending machine at Briardale Greens for 
example, Coca-Cola will provide a print-out each month so we can basically monitor how many units are 
being produced at each location.  The idea is if one location is only producing 10 units a month and 
another location is producing 200 units per month, obviously we could remove the vending machine at the 
location that’s only doing 10 units per month. 
 
Councilman Langman – What were we doing prior with the Pepsi contract dollar-wise, do you have those 
figures? 
 
Mgr. Stephens – I don’t have those figures in front of me but I do know Pepsi was very reluctant to even 
present us with a proposal because our numbers were not meeting these projections.  Primarily again in 
the past we weren’t encouraging our users in certain locations to utilize Pepsi product or even monitoring 
their usage of product to make sure they were utilizing Pepsi product.  Both companies would require that 
we order product directly from the sales rep that they provide.  What was happening was some of our user 
groups, they would go to Sam’s Club for example because they could get it for a few pennies less.  What 
I’ve encouraged all of our user groups to do prior to even having an agreement in place, is we offer all of 
our user groups a major discount or no fee at all, in return I’m encouraging those groups to at least order 
product through our beverage supplier so that we can continue to get funds to offset costs, help improve 
fields, help improve our recreation infrastructure, etc.  It also allows us to offer those fields at our 
facilities at a cost that typically is well under what we should be charging. 
 
Councilman Langman – I’ve heard that certain areas are more of a Coke town or a Pepsi town.  Have we 
done any surveys of what the users of our facilities would prefer, Pepsi or Coke? 
 
Mgr. Stephens – I will say this.  Coke is a local supplier.  Pepsi is not a local supplier.  Currently we have 
issues with some of our vending machines with outdated product and when we call to get it replaced or to 
get refunds, we don’t get a call back, we don’t get the product replaced.  Over at Briardale Greens, they 
currently utilize Pepsi.  I know they’ve been having some issues with just getting a call back to address 
whether it is a malfunction or maybe they’re not getting enough product.  Prior to me even talking with 
Pepsi and Coke I did contact Pat Kirn the Manager at Briardale to see if there would be an interest in 
possibly switching over if that’s the direction that we took.  He told me that Casper nationally utilizes 
Pepsi but within a municipality agreement they do tend to go with whatever agreement that municipality 
takes. 
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Councilman McLaughlin – Mac I’m a Coke man.   
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – Me too.  I did talk to Mr. Stephens earlier because I do have a concern about 
Briardale Greens.  My question is and I want to make sure this gets answered, because Briardale Greens is 
an enterprise fund, anything that goes on inside of Sticks still stays there, correct?  Can somebody answer 
that? 
 
Mayor Cervenik – For the most part yes.  We have sort of changed the total operations with an outside 
person operating it.  Yes, any revenue they generate stays in the golf course fund. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – This one machine that we’re going to put up is primarily going to be for the 
volleyball, when the kids are there, correct? 
 
Mgr. Stephens – Coca-Cola asked that we would consider putting a vending machine under the pavilion 
that’s nearby the volleyball courts that we had installed. Primarily so that if we’re going to have 11-12-13 
year old kids playing sand volleyball this summer, I felt a little more comfortable giving them access to a 
machine that’s just 10-15 yards away from the volleyball court versus going into an establishment that 
will be serving alcohol. 
 I also wanted to speak to the product that is being sold within Sticks, nothing changes from that 
standpoint.  The revenue that is generated will go to them.  But Coke does want to include those numbers 
to help us meet the projections as stated in the proposal. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – Would it be feasible and I understand all that and it is a good idea about the 
kids, can those machines be shut off when there aren’t kids out there playing?  I just see that it is going to 
become something that everyone will be using instead of walking into Sticks and buying something from 
in there.  Is that possible at all? 
 
Mgr. Stephens – I think that’s something we can consider but after having a lengthy conversation with 
Councilman Lynch regarding some of the issues related to health, one of the things that I talked to Coke 
about was with that machine in particular, most of the facings would offer water and/or PowerAde, the 
things that the kids are typically going to want to drink after being in 80-90 degree weather.  I don’t 
foresee any issues with possibly shutting the machine off once the volleyball courts close each night. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – Mr. Stephens I’m kind of asking a question related to Councilwoman 
Scarniench’s question.  I would not want the machines to be turned off.  The reason being is the 
agreement is to make income.  I understand Councilman Lynch’s concerns and Councilwoman 
Scarniench’s concern but my only concern is that these individuals have access.  I pray and hope the kids 
don’t take away from Sticks that most of the sales and revenue is from adults.  I honestly feel that if we’re 
going to make a get-go of this to accrue the maximum dollar.  When I talked to you earlier you had 
expressed that there was an analysis of what could have been done better and what things have transpired 
that could possibly help this meet your monthly quarterly annual goals.  I think it is imperative unless 
there’s something wrong with those machines as far as attracting the wrong crowd or vandalism that they 
remain open as long as they can.  It is not to go against what Councilwoman Scarniench is saying, she 
makes a very valid point but I think in some areas we could still maintain the revenue for Sticks and still 
keep these open.  It just requires a meeting of the minds and some management. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – Mr. Stephens thank you for going through with this agreement and getting this 
contract agreement with Coke.  I do agree with keeping the machines open because there are golfers who 
may not necessarily go inside of Sticks for refreshments, whatever, but they want to get a can of bottled 
water or whatever to take out on the course with them.  Yes they can go inside for the refreshments.  If it 
comes to that we see there’s an issue with people not going inside of Sticks then maybe we can look at the 
option of turning it off at certain hours.  I wouldn’t want to turn it off and then someone come up and 
want something out of a machine that is not working.  That to me is going to discourage someone for 
using the machine when it is outside and available.  Thank you for the efforts that you put in for this 
contract. 
 
Councilman Langman moved to close debate, Councilman O’Hare seconded. Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilman Lynch moved to suspend the rules, Councilwoman Jones seconded.  Yeas: Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Lynch, McLaughlin, O’Hare, Langman, Van Ho, 
Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
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Ord. 51-2012 (060-12) Amend Code Emergency Elevators 
An ordinance amending Section 559.07 “Emergency Use of Elevators in High Rise Apartments” of 
Chapter 559 “Safety” of the General Offenses Code of the Codified Ordinances of the City of Euclid to 
clarify that elevators shall be functioning at all times and especially for emergency purposes.  (Sponsored 
by Councilperson Jones by request of Service Director) (Recommended for passage by Safety 
Committee) 
 
Councilwoman Jones moved for passage, Councilman Van Ho seconded. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – This was heard in the Safety Committee and Director Bock do you have any 
remarks. 
 
Director Bock – This is just updating our current ordinance which required elevators but not necessarily 
that they have to work.  To simplify it we’re asking them to maintain them, make sure they’re working so 
that our safety forces have access. 
 
Councilwoman Jones moved to close debate, Councilman Gilliham seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to suspend the rules, Councilman Lynch seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Lynch, McLaughlin, O’Hare, Langman, Van Ho, 
Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
 
Ord. (084-12) Police Communications Narrow Banding 
An emergency ordinance authorizing the Mayor, as ex-officio Director of Public Safety, to enter into a 
contract with B&C Communications to supply replacement equipment and services to convert the City of 
Euclid communication system to narrow banding in an amount not to exceed $175,000.00.  (Sponsored by 
Councilperson Jones by request of Police Chief) 
 
Councilwoman Jones moved for passage, Councilwoman Scarniench seconded. 
 
Chief Brickman – I had a conversation earlier today with Safety Committee Chairman Councilwoman 
Jones in reference to this legislation.  I also spoke with our radio consultant Dave Reichelt and he would 
like the opportunity to present this matter at a Safety Committee meeting next week. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – Thank you Chief Brickman.  We will have a Safety Committee Meeting, Monday, 
May 14th at 6:00 PM to get the presentation for this ordinance.  If it is favorable, it should come back to 
Council for a vote on the May 21st meeting. 
 
Councilwoman Jones moved Ord. (084-12) to the Safety Committee.  Councilman Gilliham seconded. 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Lynch, McLaughlin, O’Hare, Langman, Van Ho, 
Holzheimer Gail. 
To Safety Committee 
 
Ord.  52-2012 (075-12) Byrne Grant 
A resolution authorizing the Mayor as ex-Officio Director of Public Safety of the City of Euclid to accept 
the 2010 Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Sub-Grant in the amount of Thirty-four Thousand 
Dollars ($34,000) through an agreement with the City of Cleveland for electronic equipment for police 
vehicles and station dispatch center and record room.   
 
Councilwoman Jones moved for passage, Councilwoman Scarniench seconded. 
 
Chief Brickman – In 2010 we learned that we along with other communities including the City of 
Cleveland were recipients of the Edward Byrne Memorial JAG grant and as such we had contemplated 
using the funds for the shared CAD service that we had been looking to get into an arrangement with the 
City of Cleveland.  Since we are no longer doing that, the money is still available for our use and being 
administered by the City of Cleveland, we have proposed to them a list of different technology upgrades 
that we at the Police Dept. feel would be extremely beneficial for moving forward. Those include the 
mobile data terminals which are essentially the in-car computers. They provide a communication link to 
our CAD system in the police station and enable officers to communicate back and forth without using the 
radio system.  Additionally they’re able to make queries through LEADS and NCIC, do warrant checks, 
update license plate information on vehicles using that technology.   
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 There is also an element of this grant, we wish to use the funds for the camera and digital recorder 
for our property room.  This was part of the recommendations by the Auditor who came in and also 
involving the OACP report.  Final element of this would be to upgrade some of the desk top computers 
that we have in our current Record Room to get them compatible with our current system.  Currently the 
technology that we use is at a point that it is not going to be compatible with upgrades that are taking 
place on LEADS so we’re going to have to have new operating systems and the thought was to use this to 
upgrade some of the equipment at this time. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – The Resolution does not indicate there’s a match, is there a required match? 
 
Chief Brickman – That is correct, there is no match required. 
 
Councilman Langman – Chief Brickman, something about the property room, I know we toured the main 
property room about six months ago.  Do we still have a separate Narcotics property room? 
 
Chief Brickman – We do have a separate room for the narcotics property.  We’ve also done some 
reconfiguring that had been recommended by the Auditor for our existing room and we’ve done some 
technology upgrades so that bar coding is now in place for all the property that is in there.  Separate 
locker features is now in place.  There’s not community lockers. 
 
Councilman Langman – The camera would be for the main police property room? 
 
Chief Brickman – It would be.  That is the locker that officers, even if they have narcotics evidence place 
it in there.  The access to the narcotics locker room is extremely limited to only a few officers and 
concerns for the general use aren’t at the same level as they are in our narcotics. 
 
Councilman Langman – So what you’re saying is you feel you don’t need cameras, the bar coding and so 
forth would take care of that property room?  My question is you’re camera-ing the main property room.  
You still have a separate property room for narcotics that the Detectives use that has limited access.  Will 
you eventually be camera-ing that property room? 
 
Chief Brickman – At this point in time it would be nice if we have the funding available to do it.  I don’t 
know that we have the same security risks associated with that one because just to even get into the office 
there’s only a few people that are permitted to do so and there’s a fob system so whoever gets access to it 
can be identified. 
 
Councilman Langman – You would like to have it done but it is not a priority? 
 
Chief Brickman – Correct. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – Chief Brickman you mentioned acquiring desk tops.  Did you look into lap tops 
instead of desk tops?  With the technology nowadays there’s mostly going to lap tops since they are more 
portable than desk tops can be.  
 
Chief Brickman – We have actually not.  The recommendation we had, they’re permanent working 
stations in our Record Room and they’ve function with the desk top application on there.  We weren’t 
considering going with lap tops.  We thought we would get better longevity, the computer systems we 
have had have held up for an extremely long period of time, hence the need for the updates. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – So you’re just updating the software existing? 
 
Chief Brickman – We’re going to get new computers. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – For the mobile data terminals, these are replacing existing or adding to cars that 
we don’t have them in? 
 
Chief Brickman – There are several of the mobile data terminals that we have right now that are in a state 
of disrepair, they’re not totally functional.  In fact the use of our crash reporting module cannot be used on 
our existing MDT’s .  We are going to be replacing some of them but we will also be adding a couple. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – How many cars currently have them and how many don’t? 
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Chief Brickman – We have a multitude of patrol vehicles.  Typically most of the cars that are on the road 
do have access to them but not all of them do.  We’re looking at systems by which they might be 
interchangeable from one car to another.  For instance, supervisor’s cars don’t typically have mobile data 
terminals in them.  With that being said, we’re in the area of 12 mobile data terminals.   
 
Councilwoman Jones – With this grant? 
 
Chief Brickman – Prior to that.  Some of those are in disrepair right now.  We have a few that are going to 
have to be replaced and then we’ll add a couple of additional ones to that. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – You mentioned some that can be interchangeable between vehicles, is that the 
type you’re looking at to purchase with this grant? 
 
Chief Brickman – It is, in part we wanted to get mounts for supervisors vehicles so that if there is one 
supervisor working, he’d be able to take the mobile data terminal, if he wasn’t on duty and someone else 
was using another car, it would be able to be used in that vehicle. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – Can we look at this or possibly other grants to get all of our cars are not dashboard 
equipped are they? 
 
Chief Brickman – They are not. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – Can we look at that?  If I was a patrolman out there on the street, I would really 
prefer having dashboard cameras in there with the way allegations are made against policemen and I think 
we owe them that. 
 
Chief Brickman – I understand your concern.  This is the 2010 JAG grant.  We will be bringing before 
Council the 2011 and 2012 JAG grants which are formula grants.  The third grant is one we specifically 
earmark to try to get three additional camera units for police vehicles.  That should be on the legislative 
schedule in the very near future. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – Will we have all of our cars equipped with that if we get three more? 
 
Chief Brickman – We will not.  Again it gets back to some of the older technology that we had is no 
longer usable.  We do have multiple cameras that have been removed from the car, not repairable, cost 
prohibited to repair, different issues associated with it.  It will get us going in the right direction in terms 
of total system upgrade, but it is not going to have every vehicle. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – Can you give us at least by email if nothing else, how many still need cameras?  
To me that would be almost as important as the mobile data terminals. 
 
Chief Brickman – I will do that. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – I was just asking a couple of questions, how much does it normally cost for a 
mobile camera to be in a car to assist officers? 
 
Chief Brickman – Last year we received two of them through University Hospital our partnership with 
them and they were approximately $5,000 for each of the units. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – In a perfect world, if you had your wish list, the patrol cars, would you like to 
have all of the patrol cars to have them? 
 
Chief Brickman – I would.  It would be real nice because it would be very good to see for multiple 
reasons, it is an officer safety issue.  Also it is a quality control issue.  If an officer is out on a stop and a 
complaint results from that, you’re able to actually take a look, have a recording and you can analyze 
what took place. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – Based on your numbers, how many patrol cars would need, let’s just say brand 
new mobile cameras?  Is it 12, is it 15 cars you would like to have? 
 
Chief Brickman – If we could have an additional 10, we can pretty much assure that every vehicle that is 
going to be on the road, every patrol vehicle that is going to be on the road is going to be equipped with 
an operational camera system. 
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Councilman Gilliham - $50,000 plus or minus the cost of inflation maybe $55,000 somewhere in that 
area? 
 
Chief Brickman – Approximately. 
 
Councilman Gilliham moved to close debate, Councilwoman Scarniench seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Lynch, McLaughlin, O’Hare, Langman, Van Ho, 
Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
 
Res. 53-2012 (086-12) Food Service Vendors Jail 
A resolution to authorize the Chief of Police to solicit proposals from food service vendors to supply daily 
meal service to the Euclid City Jail and to award a contract for a period of one year, with a renewal period 
of one year, through the Board of Control. (Sponsored by Councilperson Jones by request of Police Chief) 
 
Councilwoman Jones moved for passage, Councilman Van Ho seconded. 
 
Chief Brickman – Earlier this month I have a letter dated May 3rd, it was sent from the General Manager 
of Business Enterprise for the Cleveland Sight Center.  Cleveland Sight Center has been the contractor for 
our jail meals for several years.  In fact through an informal bidding process just last year they were 
awarded a contract it was just four months and they’ve been on a month-to-month basis.  We received this 
letter and they had indicated that they are going to be ceasing their food service operations.  They’re not 
just abandoning our contract, but they’re stopping that whole direction for the company effective June 30, 
2012. 
  With that being said we actually have sent letters out to multiple area food establishments and also 
one institutional food establishment that being Aramark asking if there’s any interest in bidding on new 
contract for jail meals.  We really have no complaints with the current vendor but based on that 
circumstances that the developed with their business we’re going to have to go a different direction with 
this. 
  I have also received some emails or communications from Council asking that we invite additional 
members so we have reached out to them and we will try to get as many people interested in the bidding 
process as possible. We will also be communicating with the Law Director on the specifications to make 
sure that everything is as it should be.  When we do actually go out for the bids, we have a meeting where 
prospective bidders will be able to take a look at our facility and have an explanation on the actual jail 
food process.  The Warden is going to be participating in that and that’s going to be conducted tomorrow 
morning at 10 AM at the police station. 
 
Councilman Langman – Can we have that list and whether those vendors that were sent an invite actually 
respond? 
 
Chief Brickman – I did indicate in an email that I had sent last week several of the vendors that had been 
invited to attend the meeting, there was a couple add-ons, I’ll make sure the list is updated and I will also 
based on the attendance in the meeting let you know who did participate. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – For someone who maybe didn’t get the announcement that we were looking or the 
solicitation, could you tell them again when that meeting will be? 
 
Chief Brickman – It is a pre-bid meeting, is going to be tomorrow at 10 AM at the police station.  If 
someone is interested in bidding on the jail meal contract and they have not attended the meeting, we can 
still get them a bidding packet.  We are not going to be asking for the return of the bids until the 18th of 
May.  There will be a 10 day period for any prospective bidders to put together information and present 
that. 
President Holzheimer Gail – If people have questions, who should they contact? 
 
Chief Brickman – They can contact Warden Jail Clinton.  You can call the regular police station and ask 
to be transferred to her office. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – Chief, do you know off hand the last few times that we actually gone out for 
bid how many people responded? 
 
Chief Brickman – I know last year we had more than one bidder, but I honestly can’t tell you the exact 
amount that submitted bids. 
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Councilwoman Scarniench – For some reason I recall that we always had an issue with getting people to 
want this contract. 
 
Chief Brickman – We have reached out to multiple vendors who really didn’t have an interest for various 
reasons.  It is rather intensive in terms of it is 365 days a year regardless of the weather.  Somebody has to 
be there in order to provide these meals.  A lot of facilities aren’t either willing to or don’t have an interest 
in participating in that type of operation.   
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – What happens on July 1st if we don’t have somebody in place, how are these 
folks fed? 
 
Chief Brickman – I do believe we will have.  I don’t think that will be the scenario. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to close debate, Councilman Lynch seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Lynch, McLaughlin, O’Hare, Langman, Van Ho, 
Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
 
Res. 54-2012 (081-12) Bike Auction Proceeds Citizen Police Academy 
A resolution directing that the proceeds from the annual bicycle auction be directed to the Citizen Police 
Academy Alumni Association to be earmarked for vest replacements for Euclid Police Officers. 
(Sponsored by Councilperson Scarniench) 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved for passage, Councilwoman Jones seconded. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – I think Jackie kind of summed up everything very nicely.  A few years back 
I did participate, it was the first year I was on Council, I did help with the bike auction.  I’ll tell you it was 
the most exhausting day I ever spent because that happens over a short period of time and it is very 
strenuous manual labor that goes on.  These folks have volunteered their time.  They volunteer their time 
for everything.  Without them we could never really got our PAL Night at the Races off because they 
came in, they always helped and that was always for nothing.  After attending just one meeting of the 
Alumni Association, it became very evident to me that they need more funds.  I figured this was a great 
opportunity to do that.  Especially over the last few years we’ve had to hire quite a few new officers.  
We’re going to be doing that again very shortly.  $200 doesn’t go very far when you consider all they 
have to spend to get their uniform in order.  Unfortunately those vests are probably the last thing they 
think about.  This is just one of those ways that we can help the officers and the alumni association give 
back more to the community.  Thank you. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – Is this money being earmarked for the vest replacement for our actual police 
squad? 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – What it is is when we hire a new police officer, they come in and that’s who 
gets the money.  As Jackie said, if there’s no new hires this particular year, then they do a grab bag kind 
of a thing to help other officers.  Those vests are only good, Chief correct me if I’m wrong, they’re only 
supposed to be good for like 5 years and they have to be replaced again. That money goes to help 
whoever is on duty at the time.  It is primarily for the new officers that are coming in. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – Chief Brickman, the bullet proof vests that our officers use, I believe they’re Tier 
2 vests correct? 
 
Chief Brickman – Officers purchase their vests individually.  They have to be on an approved list.  If they 
were going to be in-part reimbursed through a grant from the federal government which takes me to 
another point.  Last year we do not have a mandatory vest policy in place.  It was one of the 
recommendations by the OACP that we in fact do that.  I have had conversation with Mayor Cervenik 
about the possibility of at least trying to get that in place so a grant can be obtained.  If we can get the 
grant, a very substantial amount of money will be available to every officer for partial reimbursement for 
their vest, it would cover at least half of it. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – I guess I’m confused.  The current police officers do not get reimbursed for 
purchasing a vest while they’re an actual officer with the City of Euclid. 
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Chief Brickman – There is a clothing allowance, or an initial draw that is received by officers that are 
hired.  However, although it is a considerable amount of money, the cost for police equipment is very 
high. Vests should be the first thing they’re thinking of when they go out there.  With that being said if 
they don’t buy a vest, there is no policy that we have in place that requires to wear a vest or purchase a 
vest.  It is something that I’ve worked with the Mayor on to try to get it into place. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – There’s no actual policy in the police department mandating that they actually 
buy a vest? 
 
Chief Brickman – That is correct. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – Thank you. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – Is there any chance we could get together with other cities such as South Euclid, 
Mayfield, Lyndhurst and get better prices on these vests if the vendor was going to have a chance to sell 
several hundred as opposed to 100? 
 
Chief Brickman – Several officers did take advantage of State pricing that was in part because of an 
association with the Cleveland Police Dept.  They bought very high quality vests at a greatly reduced 
price.  Individual officers have taken advantage of that. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – If I could go a little farther on the possibility of instituting mandatory wearing of vests 
so we can obtain the grant.  It would be my intention to propose to city council that not only would this 
city or the officer take advantage of that grant, but just as we purchase turn out gear for the firefighters 
and if the gear wears out we purchase turnout gear, I would like to do the same thing for the police 
officers.  One of the most important articles of clothing on a police officer is his vest.  I know there are 
some officers that maybe don’t feel they should use it, but I would like to make it mandatory and make it 
very real for them to be able to afford one and us pay for it.  We would take an initial hit the first year this 
goes into place with Council’s approval.  But after that, we would purchase “x” number each and every 
year and I think it is the right thing to do.  At that point you may want to amend this legislation, I’m not a 
big fan of pigeonholing or allocating program money to a certain organization or to a certain program, but 
we’re not talking a lot of dollars here and the important thing is we get our police officers wearing good 
vests and to be safe. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Thank you for bringing this forward Councilwoman Scarniench and thank 
you to the alumni association for their hard work and continued effort to help our city. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to close debate, Councilman Van Ho seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Lynch, McLaughlin, O’Hare, Langman, Van Ho, 
Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
 
Res. 55-2012 (082-12) Reject Tow Bids 
A resolution rejecting bids submitted by various vendors for the towing of junk, abandoned, impounded 
vehicles or vehicles that otherwise must be removed at the direction of the Euclid Police Department and 
authorizing the Chief of Police or his designee, the Chair of the Council Safety Committee and Council 
member Van Ho to interview and grade potential vendors and recommend one or more tow vendors for 
contract with the City of Euclid.  (Sponsored by Councilpersons Holzheimer Gail, Gilliham, Jones, 
Langman, McLaughlin, O’Hare, Scarniench, Van Ho) 
 
Councilwoman Jones moved for passage, Councilman Van Ho seconded. 
 
Director Frey – This legislation before you this evening is a second choice to an email that the Chief sent 
today, I’m not sure that all of council was able to open or review that to resolve the tow vendor issue 
presently before the city.  We received bids for a number of towing vendors, a couple of them were 
completely compliant with the bid specifications, a couple others were not.  One other vendor has some 
outstanding issues with the State that I believe would prohibit that vendor from being under contract with 
the city for this service.  The Chief has outlined in his email on option that would have this council reject 
the bids that have been submitted and to maintain the current contract system with the two tow vendors, 
which frankly is working at a very satisfactory level for the city, for the balance of this year and then go 
out at the end of 2012 with a new bid process, looking for vendors for 2013 and beyond. 
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 The second option would be to reject the bids as we would under the first option and create this 
Ad Ho Committee to review qualifications from any vendor who would be interested in providing service 
to the city.  Obviously a vendor who was not compliant with the bid specifications would not be 
prohibited from being part of that process.  But the vendor that has issues with the State would likely be 
unable to contract unless those issues have been resolved at the time.   
 There are two options that I see as viable options to get us past the point we are now where we are 
continuing on a month to month basis with the two vendors that we have towing vehicles for the City 
Police Dept.  I think the best or cleanest approach would be to reject the bids in either case with the first 
option being just to extend the agreement through the balance of this year.  We are a little over a quarter 
of the way, approaching a third of the year being, we’ve actually completed a third of the year, we’re 
quickly moving on.  It may just be the easiest approach is to reject the bids and maintain those two 
vendors under contract with the city.  If Council does not have a majority interested in taking that 
approach, then I would recommend that we reject the bids and form this Ad Hoc Committee to review 
interested vendors for potential contract with the city. 
 
Councilman Lynch – Before the discussion gets underway, I just wanted to state for the record that I’m 
going to be abstaining from the vote this evening and continue to refrain from taking part in the 
discussion.  My father, Mr. David Lynch, is an attorney for one of the vendors.  Although I’ve been 
advised that the Ethics Rules, the line is really direct financial interest, so technically I would be able to 
vote and take part in consideration of this legislation.  But you’re free to set higher ethical standards than 
what’s legally required.  So in the interest of public trust, I’m not going to be taking part in the 
consideration of this.  Thanks. 
 
Councilman Lynch exited the Council Chamber. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – Director Frey, the one vendor or two vendors that were completely compliant.  If 
we were to reject all bids, are you confident those particular vendors who were compliant, if they were to 
threaten litigation, we could defend our stance? 
 
Director Frey – I am.  We reserve the right to reject any and all bids in the initial bid submission. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – You actually have the right to, even if there’s threatened litigation, we are 
covered by the fact that we have the right to reject all bids, correct? 
 
Director Frey – Yes sir. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – Thank you. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – Director Frey thank you for that explanation.  What I would suggest, what I would 
like for us to do is that we reject the bids, put the Ad Hoc Committee together and let the Ad Hoc 
Committee decide whether we review the other prospective recipients or we move onto the rest of the 
year with the contract that we currently have now.  That would be the Ad Hoc Committee making that 
decision to go forward with other vendors, or go ahead with the contract that we currently have or don’t 
have until the end of the year and then go out for bids again. 
 
Director Frey – Certainly is an option Council can consider. 
 
Councilman McLaughlin – I would be in support of the first option of just playing out this year and going 
out for a contract next year.   
 
Councilman O’Hare – It is a question, if we vote for this, what are we voting for?  Are we voting just to 
reject all bids and then what’s the procedure for deciding the fork in the road afterward? 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – The legislation before us authorizes the rejection of the bids and the creation 
of the committee including Councilwoman Jones as the Safety Chair, Councilman Van Ho and Chief of 
Police or his designee. 
 
Director Frey – If there’s an interest in just continuing with the current two vendors that we have, what we 
would do is amend this legislation and just reject the bids and substitute for the committee, if that were 
the choice, substitute for the committee just the expressed statement that we would continue with those 
two vendors through the balance of the year. 
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Councilman Langman – Law Director Frey in our prior Safety Committee Meeting, the attorney for one 
of the vendors made several statements about what the Council, he insinuated what the Council could do, 
what it couldn’t do and I asked for your opinion on that and I’m still waiting for that opinion.  When can I 
have that opinion please? 
 
Director Frey – I can tell you that Council has the authority to reject any and all bids because we put that 
in the bid specification.  I respectfully, I will accept any outside individual’s comments about what our, 
what we ought to do and what is required of us.  We expressly reserve the right to reject bids and we can 
do so with or without cause.  It is a unlikely event that a vendor would choose to challenge the rejection of 
a bid where such a right is reserved.  I think they would be frankly wasting their time and efforts to do so.  
I am very confident that we can take that approach, either in extending the current contract or forming this 
committee or as Councilwoman Jones has suggested, forming the committee and let it determine whether 
extending the contract is an appropriate course and those are very safe options for the city.  I cannot say 
that we would not ever get challenged on that kind of a decision but I am not aware of a successful 
challenge where such reservation of right has been reserved to reject the bids.   
 Certainly I think it would be a different matter if we were to reject a single bid or several bids and 
not be able to establish the basis for the rejection of the bid.  If we said we’re going to reject anybody’s 
bid who starts with the letter Q.  It would certainly be arbitrary and subject to challenge.  If in this case we 
opt to reject all the bids, no one is at a disadvantage to the other vendor.   
 
Councilman Langman – Under the umbrella of your explanation, can the council be the one that 
determines which bid to accept? 
 
Director Frey – I think Council can be under our Charter be the one who makes that determination.  The 
specific question or point that was raised at that prior meeting was we had indicated in the bid 
specifications that the bids would be awarded through the normal process.  The challenge was, is Council 
authorizing or awarding the contract the normal practice.  As I have indicated to this council at the time, I 
can think of only a single incident in my eight plus years here where that has happened.  But there have 
been many times where this council has waived for legitimate reasons, either emergency situations or 
state pricing issues, have otherwise waived competitive bidding.  I think there are a number of cases that 
we would rely on to establish that there’s a fair amount of latitude under our charter.   
 I’m not going to tell you that I think it’s the best practice.  I think the best practice is what we have 
in our codified ordinances and that’s the use of Board of Control.  This Council has determined in this 
case that they want to deviate from the use of the Board of Control as it typically handles the receipt of 
bids, their evaluation and awarding process.  Again, I think there’s enough latitude in our Charter to 
provide for that.  But as we have seen in this process, it is cumbersome at the very best.  There’s a reason 
why the Board of Control exists for that purpose.   
 Yes I think you have the right.  Yes I think we are safest and if we’re going to reject bids, reject 
them in their entirety and then take some new process in awarding the contract either an extension of the 
current or an award of a new contract to a vendor. 
 
Councilman Langman- Thank you Law Director Frey.  Madame Chair, I support the current resolution 
except for the last whereas.  I think there should be something in there where after the review is done by 
the Ad Hoc Committee that it comes back to the council for our review and then it can go to Board of 
Control if that’s the appropriate compromise.  We should take a look at what recommendations develop 
through the Ad Hoc Committee.  Thank you. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – I agree with Councilman Langman and Councilwoman Jones, send this to the Ad 
Hoc Committee.  We’ve kicked it around for a couple of months at this point.  Let’s send it out there and 
see if we can get a quick decision that’s backed by sound thinking and then bring it back to the Council if 
need be or whatever the recommendation would be that the Council should at least be appraised of it.  If 
that is to kick all of the bids out and go until the end of the year, that’s certainly one option.  The other 
one, there’s probably a dozen different options.  As far as rejecting all bids, you can do that for just about 
anything.  I’ve been sued a couple of times on it and have not lost.  I think we can be reasonably assured 
that even if we were to get sued, it would be a one day thing and out. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – I want to make sure your recommendation is to adopt the current resolution 
that would create the Ad Hoc Committee. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – As written.  If Councilman Langman would feel better if there was something in 
there that it comes back and Council approves whatever the committee recommends.  I think we just need 
to get on with it and this is the quickest way to do it. 
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President Holzheimer Gail – I agree we need to get on with it.  I feel like setting up this Ad Hoc 
Committee which includes two council members.  We typically don’t approve them ourselves, council, 
unless it is very unusual circumstances.  I would trust Councilwoman Jones and Councilman Van Ho and 
the representative from the Police Dept. to make that decision. The other place it gets vetted is through 
Board of Control which Council is a member of.  Rather than bring it back to Council, I would prefer that 
we authorize them with our input, we’ve had how many committee meetings on this already.  I think 
there’s obviously very differing opinions among council and I think that’s what’s created, we have not 
reached a consensus.  I would be in favor of authorizing them to do it through that Committee with our 
input, open input, and also the Board of Control. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – Director Frey, as far as this authorize review committee, is this a normal practice?  
Or is this based on these existing circumstances that we have been dealing with for the past few months? 
 
Director Frey – This is not the normal practice by any stretch of the imagination.  It is a way to 
compromise this matter to a resolution. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – I guess my reasoning for it is this, this was carefully written and if I vote, if I 
wanted to scrap all the bids and didn’t want the Ad Hoc Committee and let the vendors operate and we 
just review this and renew it in 2013, I don’t have that option here.  My option basically is to vote for all 
or nothing.  The fact that this particular legislation, this Ad Hoc committee is not necessarily typical 
concerns me because, as you stated before Council approving contracts is not typical either and still we’re 
pushing this as a possible resolution.   
 So for me to be satisfied, I would not want to see the Ad Hoc Committee, I would like to see it be 
just as clean, simple.  We are able to refuse the bids and then the Safety Committee, Council member Van 
Ho, Councilwoman Jones and the police designee could meet and talk about this but not form a formal 
committee.  I think it is sort of bureaucratic.  With that being said I won’t support this legislation because 
I don’t feel we need an Ad Hoc committee to make a decision over a towing contract that has not ever 
been used before and I don’t understand the need for adding another level of government to discuss 
something that obviously we’ve been doing for quite a few years without this Ad Hoc committee. Those 
are my comments. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – I want to make one other suggestion.  I think we’re mixing a couple of 
different issues on the same resolution.  There’s a larger issue that several council members and I think 
we should address, and that is when we have issues with contractors, what are the consequences.  There 
was action with one of the vendors, there were consequences and then they came back.  What are the 
consequences of their actions?  I think a separate item might be, do we want to build into all bidding 
processes going forward consequences that may state, you may not submit bids for a period of time after 
an infraction that we would have to spell out what those would include.  That’s a separate issue.  I think 
we’re getting bogged down on this particular issue.  Maybe the cleanest thing to do tonight is to reject the 
bids and take out any reference to the committee.  We’ll reject the bids but council members can figure 
out what we want to do going forward.  We do have the option to extend the contract.  We have not had 
issues since the beginning of the year.  We’re spending a whole lot of council time on this issue.  I realize 
there are issues that are important to people, I don’t want to diminish those, but I want to move on with a 
resolution to this.  I think we’re muddying it. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – I have no problem with rejecting all these bids.  I do have a problem with 
sending it back to Board of Control.  That’s been part of the issue.  We’ve been doing this for five months 
now and to me this is just another stall tactic to keep going on.  It was very evident when all of this was 
coming out that there were some serious problems.  I in good conscience could not go on with the way 
things are.  I have no problem with the Ad Hoc committee, but I do want this to come back to council.  
This isn’t setting a precedence because as I stated at the last meeting, we’ve already done this. We had an 
Ad Hoc committee that sat down and reviewed everything for the golf course and we make a 
recommendation.  We came back to Council and Council voted on it and we have Billy Casper.  It is not 
like this would be the first time we’ve done this.  This needs to be over with.  
 I would make a recommendation to make an amendment to that last Whereas that would say, the 
contract shall be awarded by City Council. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Motion to amend to have City Council authorize.  Councilman Langman 
seconded.  Any discussion on the amendment? 
 
Councilwoman Jones – I don’t know if this is related to the amendment or not but Director Frey, I do 
have a question.  Out of some of the discussions with this topic in general came out is some of the 
responses that came back from the bid requirements and specifications that came back is it didn’t meet all 
the requirements that were needed.  Is there a process when bids are accepted, to go through those bids to 
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make sure they do meet the requirements before they go on any further? Is that in place or is that 
something that needs to be put in place? 
 
Director Frey – Typically most of our contracting Councilwoman is in the area of frankly public service.  
Frequently we have our city engineer reviewing those bid submissions.  There is a very rigorous process 
to determine whether bids are compliant with the specification.  I would agree that is an area in non-
public service contracts that we would do well to adopt a similar process done internally and make sure all 
of the requirements we listed in the specifications are in fact part of the bid submittal and if not, raise the 
question before we contemplate an award as to whether or not we can consider vendor A or vendor B.  I 
think we can do a better job in that bid review before we get to the point of award. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – Is that a policy that has already been started to be put in place? 
 
Director Frey – It certainly is one that I am particularly sensitive to given this circumstance where we had 
brought to our attention in the case of the one vendor issues with the State and in the case of a couple or a 
single other vendor that there was a provision in the bid requirement that was not complied with.  Again, 
I’m fully aware of the fact that Board of Control can waive some irregularities and others cannot be 
waived and those bids in fact have to be rejected.  Today at Board of Control we accepted bids for the salt 
supply for the city’s requirements.  One of those vendors did not bid or provide pricing information for 
year two.  I would need to look at the bid specifications to determine what was it they were required to 
provide.  Was year two optional or were they required to provide specifications for year two.  I think 
today at Board of Control I indicated that we would have to review that to see if it was a compliant bid 
and could be considered.  I think we can do a better job.  It is dependent on the Directors and Chiefs in 
their specific area to go through that bid review process before bringing back a recommendation for 
award. 
 
Councilman McLaughlin – What I don’t understand is why we would bring it back to Council.  I’m not 
going to get any more involved in reviewing towing contracts.  If this Ad Hoc committee wants to take on 
the responsibility of recommending the towing service, or whatever the recommendation is, when it 
comes back to Council I will most likely vote with their recommendation.  I would conceive to say that if 
we’re not going to just review all bids and go with the current contracts for the rest of the year that if it 
goes to Ad Hoc committee, that’s where it resides and then goes onto Board of Control. 
  
Councilman Langman – Over the course of discussion on this issue early on we talked about excluding 
folks from bidding and we were told we couldn’t do that, so all that were interested were allowed to bid.  
My sympathies lie with Councilwoman Scarniench in that our officers visited one of the vendors and 
found serious violations.  As I said in a meeting very early on, I think the issue is do we feel the 
punishment for lack of a better term was sufficient, I do not.  So, if this does not come back to Council for 
a review, I will vote no on the entire thing.  I’m not just going to bargain away my vote without some 
final say so.  Because I feel the issues are important and while we can make changes to prevent this is the 
future, I think the seriousness of the matter demands that we take action now on this type of situation.  I 
don’t want this to drift along for the rest of the year, I would prefer that we support this resolution with 
the amendments that we made and then we can go forward.  But the matters revealed by our own officers 
were serious and I feel that there should be some additional sanctions for that particular vendor.  It is 
nothing new, I’ve said it in the past, and I’m going to sit by it.  Thank you. 
 
Councilman McLaughlin – Chief Brickman this incident that we were talking with this one vendor, did it 
not open up some inequities in our own accounting in the Police Dept.? 
 
Chief Brickman – You are correct.  I don’t know if you were sitting on Council at the time but I did 
explain that we had some severe deficiencies associated with the junking process.  We’ve identified those 
and we’ve tried to take measures to correct any further problems of that nature.  I also, without 
minimizing what was done, because what was done was wrong, but there was certainly contribution on 
our part for neglecting cars for an extremely lengthy period of time.  I had also explained to Council that 
the cars that were junked value was significantly lower than monies that were owed to the vendor for 
storage and for the towing fees associated with the impounding of the vehicles at their place.  And that 
they have accepted any civil liability that may come from the process that they deviated from. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – Law Director Frey, is there any State code that allows for debarment of a vendor; 
other than the responsibility and responsiveness clauses? 
 
Director Frey – I know you’ve asked that question before and I’m not aware of that provision.  I know it 
exists in the federal arena.  If there are some criminal convictions a vendor can be prohibited from 
contract.  As this Council is well aware, if there is a finding for recovery against a vendor, then the 
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governmental units are unable to enter into a contract with that vendor.  Outside of that, I’m not aware of 
a specific State provision. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – Somebody brought up the fact that we’ve been working on this for five months.  
The average federal debarment of a contractor for anything of this nature would be a year or less.  You’ve 
really got to screw up before the feds give you more than year.  I think we ought to do something and just 
get on with this thing. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Agreed.  There’s a motion and a second on the floor to amend to require this 
decision to come back to Council. 
 
Councilman Langman moved to close debate on the amendment. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – What was the wording of the amendment change?   
 
President Holzheimer Gail – In the last Whereas, contract shall be awarded by City council.   
 
Director Frey – It would also be in Section 4 of the legislation.  We would eliminate Board of Control and 
replace with City Council. 
 
Councilman Gilliham seconded the motion to close debate on the amendment. 
 
Roll Call on Amendment: 
 Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Langman, Van Ho 
 Nays: McLaughlin, O’Hare, Holzheimer Gail 
Amendment passed 5-3. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – We have a resolution now that would reject the bids, create the Ad Hoc 
committee and have the Ad Hoc committee’s recommendations come back to council for final action. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to close debate, Councilman Langman seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:   
 Yeas:  Scarniench, Jones, Langman, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail 
 Nays:  Gilliham, McLaughlin, O’Hare 
Passed as amended. 
 
Ord.  56-2012 (079-12) Assess Cutting Vacant Lots 
An ordinance to levy assessments for the cutting of weeds and cleaning of vacant lots as provided in 
Chapter 1113 of the Codified Ordinances of the City of Euclid.  (Sponsored by Councilperson 
McLaughlin by request of Service Director) 
 
Councilman McLaughlin moved for passage, Councilman Langman seconded. 
 
Director Bock – This is a to assess property owner for us cutting his grass.  This is a little bit different 
than what’s done by our Housing Dept. in our normal citing.  This work is performed by our Streets Dept.  
We have several lots throughout the city that we have taken care of customarily and all these property 
owners are notified at the beginning of the year by certified mail of the charges if they don’t maintain 
their lots and we have to cut them.  This property owner did receive the certified mailing and has chosen 
to ignore and has not contacted us.  We are cutting and will be charging these to his tax duplicate. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – Director Bock, this is just for this one circumstance.  You mentioned the Service 
Dept. does this different than the Housing Dept.  Are these vacant lots that the Service Dept. is handling ? 
 
Director Bock – That is correct.  These are vacant lots throughout the city which are unbuildable.  Many 
of them go along the freeway and Marginal, they’re little pie-shaped corners that traditionally we’ve had 
to cut but we bill the property owner.  They maybe absentee owners or for whatever reason don’t want to 
maintain it.  There’s probably about 40 of these throughout the city.  Almost all of the people take care of 
them themselves, we’re not forced to do this.  Usually we get one or two a year where we have to go in 
and do the cutting, that’s why we charge what we charge.  We send out the men and the machines and we 
are able to recoup our costs.  As you seen looking at our budget, we don’t work cheap.  It costs quite a bit 
of money to do this and we recoup our costs along with an administrative charge for performing this.  We 
charge as much as we do to encourage people to take care of it themselves.  We do not want to be in this 
profession of cutting people’s lawns for them, that’s why the charges are what they are. 
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Councilwoman Jones – For these properties that you may have submitted this fee to them in the past, have 
they been repeat offenders?  Or, once they get this charge and realize the amount they straighten up? 
 
Director Bock – For the most part people are very good about this.  We notify them every year as I said, 
we send it out certified mail and almost every person will respond to it.  They’re asked to call our office, 
let us know if they’re going to maintain their own and for the most part they do that.  We will get 1 or 2 a 
year, a little bit different every year that don’t respond.  So we do the mowing and next year I’m sure this 
gentleman will be back to cutting his own grass. 
 
Councilman McLaughlin – Clarification, it says the amount $400 divided by two.  What does that mean, 
we cut the yard twice? 
 
Director Bock – Yes, we have cut his yard twice. 
 
Councilman McLaughlin- So the charge is $400 total. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Yes, it represents two cuts. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to close debate, Councilwoman Jones seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilman Lynch moved to suspend the rules, Councilman McLaughlin seconded.  Yeas: Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Lynch, McLaughlin, O’Hare, Langman,  Holzheimer Gail. 
 
A short break was taken. 
 
Ord. 57-2012 (067-12) Bids Street Resurfacing Contractor 
An ordinance authorizing the Director of Public Service of the City of Euclid to enter into a contract, after 
advertising for bids, for the hiring of a contractor for Street Resurfacing for the year 2012.  (Sponsored by 
Councilperson McLaughlin by request of Service Director) 
 
Councilman McLaughlin moved for passage, Councilman Gilliham seconded. 
 
Director Bock – This is for our annual resurfacing program.  It allows me to go out for bid and after 
review of those bids make an award and enter into a contract for us to get our streets repaved.  I hope 
everyone received a couple of the street list.  I know it is kind of short at the cut off.  I’m hoping we’ll be 
able to extend it a little farther if the prices come in right.  The order that they’re in isn’t necessarily, other 
than the top of the list where I showed the cut-off isn’t necessarily the order it is going to go in, it will 
depend on how much money we have left and what street best fits into that price. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – Is there any justification why we’re not doing from 200th Street to Euclid 
Avenue on Chardon Rd.?  That piece is so bad, to me it is actually worse than the piece we’re going to do.  
That’s been one of those things since the day I was elected, I have heard this over and over and over.  I 
know it is not my ward anymore, but it really needs to be fixed, that is one of the worst streets in the city, 
it has to be. 
 
Director Bock – I agree, the street is bad.  I had to start and stop somewhere.  I didn’t want to do it in the 
middle.  You go from the city line to the tracks. It would probably eat up, if I did that section, actually 
cost me three of the streets that I do have on the list.  To do the whole section, we’re probably talking a 
little over $300,000.  I’m trying to get as much done as I can, take care of one part of it this year, jump 
into the next section next year.  Other than to say it allows me to do more streets doing it the way I’m 
doing it. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – I had to ask thank you. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to close debate, Councilwoman Jones seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilman McLaughlin moved to suspend the rules, Councilman O’Hare seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Lynch, McLaughlin, O’Hare, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
 
 



Council Minutes 
May 7, 2012 
Page 22 
Ord. 58-2012 (068-12) Bids Contractor Crack Sealing 
An ordinance authorizing the Director of Public Service of the City of Euclid to enter into a contract, after 
advertising for bids, for the hiring of a contractor for Road Crack Sealing for the year 2012.  (Sponsored 
by Councilperson McLaughlin by request of Service Director) 
 
Councilman McLaughlin moved for passage, Councilman Van Ho seconded. 
 
Director Bock – This item as well as the next one are almost as important, if not more than the actual 
resurfacing that we do.  We need to maintain our streets, be a little pro-active with the crack sealing and 
rejuvenation to extend the life of streets we’ve already paved and some of the other streets that aren’t 
quite as bad, it helps them to hold up longer.  That’s why we are able to go 20-25 years in some cases 30 
years before having to repave a street.  It is not something we like to do to go that far but circumstances 
are that way.  It is absolutely imperative that we continue to crack seal and rejuvenate our streets. 
 
Councilman Van Ho moved to close debate, Councilwoman Scarniench seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilman O’Hare moved to suspend the rules, Councilman Lynch seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Lynch, McLaughlin, O’Hare, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
 
Ord.  59-2012 (069-12) Bids Contractor Surface Rejuvenation 
An ordinance authorizing the Director of Public Service of the City of Euclid to enter into a contract, after 
advertising for bids, for the hiring of a contractor for Surface Rejuvenation for the year 2012.  (Sponsored 
by Councilperson McLaughlin by request of Service Director) 
 
Councilman McLaughlin moved for passage, Councilwoman Jones seconded. 
 
Director Bock – Same comments. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to close debate, Councilman Lynch seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilman Van Ho moved to suspend the rules, Councilman O’Hare seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call:  Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Lynch, McLaughlin, O’Hare, Van Ho, Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
 
Ord. 60-2012 (070-12)  Purchase Mayor’s Car 
An emergency ordinance authorizing the Director of Public Service of the City of Euclid to enter into a 
contract for the purchase of a 2012 GMC Acadia FWD SL from Sims Buick GMC of Euclid, 940 Babbitt 
Road, Euclid, Ohio 44123, for an amount not to exceed Twenty Six Thousand Nine Hundred Ninety 
Dollars and Seventy Six Cents ($26,990.76) for use by the Mayor.  (Sponsored by Councilperson 
McLaughlin by request of Service Director) 
 
Councilman McLaughlin moved for passage, Councilman Van Ho seconded. 
 
Director Bock – One correction, it is not a four wheel drive vehicle it is a front wheel drive vehicle.  Soon 
after taking over Motor Maintenance as I evaluated the fleet I looked at our repair cost for many vehicles 
and one of the worst was the vehicle that the Mayor was driving.  It is a 2006 with a little over 70,000 but 
since October of last year I’ve spent about $4700 of my maintenance budget on repairing the vehicle.  It 
just happens that way sometimes that even though it may not be the oldest vehicle in the fleet, they end up 
costing some money.  I asked the Mayor permission to go out and replace his vehicle.   
  After looking at the different vehicles and type of usage it is going to get, I came up with the 
Chevy Traverse which was the best suited for what I felt the Mayor’s needs would meet.  Upon asking for 
prices, I did go to Sims Buick GMC being a local vendor and asked them to supply a price for the Acadia, 
which is basically the same vehicle as the Traverse.  The Acadia comes with $2500-$3500 more in 
standard equipment than the Chevy Traverse, such as a little heavier suspension, little bit better alternator, 
side impact bags and it is 8 passenger seating compared to Traverse’s six. That’s why I recommended to 
the Mayor that we purchase the GMC Acadia.  
  The price from Sims was very, very competitive, I was totally shocked they were able to come in 
at that seeing the list price for the vehicle is $3,000-$4,000 more than Chevy.  They stepped to the plate 
being a local vendor wanting to sell  to the City of Euclid.  I did recommend the purchase of this vehicle.  
These types of vehicles are not available under State contract, that’s why I went out.  I did solicit more 
than three, but the prices came in a little higher than these prices.  I recommend this vehicle be purchased. 
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President Holzheimer Gail – I think most council members know this but because we passed the capital 
budget at the last meeting, many of these items are directly related to that budget.  Any questions? 
 
Councilman Gilliham – Why not the four wheel drive?   
 
Director Bock – We do a very good job of taking care of our streets and I think we can get away with a 
front wheel drive.  
 
Councilman Van Ho – I would like to commend him for getting the heavy duty suspension because I’ve 
driven down Ivan.  On a more serious note, I’m happy to see that it is a Euclid dealership that is getting 
the business.  You can’t show local preference but it definitely helps when are people are getting work. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – What is the gas mileage on this GMC?  I know the gas mileage on a Traverse is 
not great.  I was wondering what the gas mileage on the GMC is.  I know these are more of SUV types.  Is 
the option to go with that type or is there option to go with more of a car-ish type sedan?  Or is there favor 
over this type? 
 
Director Bock – I would like you to keep in mind the Mayor not only uses it for his personal use but he 
does take around several members of the administration as well as other political officials and business 
people showing our city.  Quite often you’ll see him with 6-7 people in his vehicle jammed in there and 
that’s why I went with a little larger vehicle.  I did look at some of the vans but when you spec the van out 
appropriately it was actually more than this cross-over type vehicle.  I believe this is rated around 28 mph 
and it is a six cylinder, it is not an eight cylinder fuel injected.  The gas mileage probably isn’t the highest 
you’re going to get, but for this size vehicle and the number of people and the way it is spec’d out it is 
fairly comparable to what we would expect.  It is definitely better than the current vehicle under use. 
 
Councilman O’Hare moved to close debate, Councilman Gilliham seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilwoman Jones moved to suspend the rules, Councilman Lynch seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call: Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Lynch, McLaughlin, O’Hare, Langman, Van Ho, 
Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
 
Ord. 61-2012 (071-12) Purchase Equipment Streets Dept. 
An emergency ordinance authorizing the Director of Public Service of the City of Euclid to enter into a 
contract with Southeastern Equipment, 8757 Tyler Boulevard, Mentor, Ohio 44060 for the purchase of a 
2012 Case Model CX36B Compact Excavator at a cost not to exceed Forty One Thousand Six Hundred 
Sixty One Dollars and Fourteen Cents ($41,661.14) and a Cronkhite Model 2600 Trailer at a cost not to 
exceed Five Thousand Four Hundred Seventy Dollars ($5,470.00) for use in the Streets Department.  The 
vehicles will be purchased through the State of Ohio Cooperative Purchasing Program.  (Sponsored by 
Councilperson McLaughlin by request of Service Director) 
 
Councilman McLaughlin moved for passage, Councilman Lynch seconded. 
 
Director Bock – We were looking at the possible purchase of a full size backhoe within the next few 
years.  I feel this type of vehicle, the mini-excavator is much more appropriate for the work that we’re 
doing out there at the present time; working in the tree lawns, digging for the smaller sewer jobs, making 
smaller repairs.  This vehicle will cause less damage, be more efficient and safer for the guys to operate.  
It is about a third of the cost of a regular backhoe.  We are requesting the purchase of this vehicle, it will 
be under State contract. 
 
Councilman Langman – Director Bock, my Dad would like to know why we can’t use Sims Buick as our 
agent to purchase all these vehicles.  He might be watching so make your answer good. 
 
Director Bock – To the Councilman’s father if he’s out there, under State contract they have specific 
dealers where certain equipment is purchased from.  In most cases not all, State contract is the cheapest 
way to go and why we use it.  In cases where we’re going outside the State contract, we do try to use our 
local vendor.  I can’t always do that, obviously we want the best price we can get and that’s not always 
the local vendor.  As I stated, I was very surprised when Sims was able to come down and meet the price 
as close as he did.  It was a little surprising and quite happy to do that.  I like using city vendors whenever 
possible. 
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Councilman Langman- So basically under State law we can’t use our local dealer to coordinate on our 
behalf of these purchases? 
 
Director Bock – That’s correct.  They assign certain dealers certain number of vehicles.  You’ll see when 
we purchase the police cars, we’re going through Columbus, maybe we’re going out of Toledo for another 
piece of equipment, out of Mentor for another piece of equipment.  Those are the dealerships and the 
places we have to do those purchases from. 
 
Councilman McLaughlin – Director Bock is there any ancillary equipment that comes with this mini 
excavator?  Extra buckets? Attachments?  What does it come with and what is the capacity? 
 
Director Bock – The capacity on this, I don’t know.  It comes with one bucket and I’m guessing it is a 
foot and a half bucket is the max it would come with.  If we wanted to add different sized buckets, we 
would have to make those purchases separate. 
 
Councilman McLaughlin – It doesn’t have a dozer blade on the other side, it is just the excavator? 
 
Director Bock – It doesn’t have the grader blade on the back, it’s just got the one up front bucket, a 
stabilizer on the back, that’s about it. 
 
Councilman McLaughlin moved to close debate, Councilman Lynch seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilwoman Jones moved to suspend the rules, Councilwoman Scarniench seconded.  Yeas:  
Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call: Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Lynch, McLaughlin, O’Hare, Langman, Van Ho, 
Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
 
 
Ord.62-2012 (072-12) Police Vehicles 
An emergency ordinance authorizing the Director of Public Service of the City of Euclid to enter into a 
contract with Statewide Ford, 1108 West Main Street, Van Wert, Ohio 45891, for the purchase of three 
(3) 2013 Ford Utility Police Interceptors at a total cost not to exceed Ninety Seven Thousand Five 
Hundred Ninety Three Dollars ($97,593.00) for use by the Police Department.  The vehicles will be 
purchased through the State of Ohio Cooperative Purchasing Program. (Sponsored by Councilperson 
McLaughlin by request of Service Director) 
 
Councilman McLaughlin moved for passage, Councilwoman Jones seconded. 
 
Director Bock – After the review of the available police units that were out there by the committee that’s 
formed within the Police Dept. and our Motor Maintenance division was involved in that we’ve tested the 
available units. We went out, drove them, received some instruction and evaluated.  We came down to the 
Ford as the preferred vehicle.  There was on behalf of the committee a little indecision as to whether we 
wanted to go with the utility police Interceptors or the sedan models.  We decided to purchase both this 
year, see which are the preferred.  Everyone will be driving them and it was a chance for us to look at it 
more in depth and make a decision in the future as to which direction we’re going to go.  I’m asking for 
your support in this. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – Are these going to be totally equipped or do we have to pay extra money to 
do the police package? 
 
Chief Brickman – They are primarily completely equipped.  You have the push bumpers on them, the 
cage in the back for officer protection, door locks, light bars associated with it.  The mounts for all the 
police equipment inside of it.  The only thing we have to add on additionally will be the graphics package 
and perhaps any additional equipment that we were to put in there such as an MDT we’d have to put an 
amount for that but everything else is in the vehicles. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – Is there more seating room in these than the regular vehicles? 
 
Director Bock – I believe in the utility vehicle there is, they are a little roomier than the sedan model. 
 
Councilman Langman – Chief Brickman, the handling of the utility vehicle, it seems to me a novice 
wouldn’t be quite as good as a sedan, but are they comparable? 
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Chief Brickman – I am told the police Interceptors models for this year are complete redesign.  They’re 
lower to the ground and they are pursuit rated.  They’re all wheel drive, as are the sedans that are being 
ordered.  There was a significant amount of time invested in the process of selecting the right vehicle 
because the traditional Interceptors on the Crown Victoria body that we currently and have purchased for 
several years is no longer in production.  We have made a selection that is going to make our officers 
extremely responsive and they’re very content with the package that has been selected. 
 
Councilman Langman – What other vehicles did the committee look at? 
 
Chief Brickman – They looked at the Dodge Chrysler product, the Chargers and they also looked at the 
Chevy product.  Through communication, the determination was made to stay with Ford.  Original 
discussion was going to take us into multiple platforms.  We thought by sticking with one manufacturer it 
creates efficiencies from the maintenance standpoint and by trying the two separate vehicles, I know the 
other one is a separate piece of legislation, but that would also enable us to evaluate both and see what is 
the preferred.  Both of them are new to police service use. 
 
Councilman Langman – I know it is not important but the Charger vehicles, they look really sharp.  
Thank you. 
 
Councilman Langman moved to close debate, Councilman Van Ho seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilman O’Hare moved to suspend the rules, Councilman McLaughlin seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call: Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Lynch, McLaughlin, O’Hare, Langman, Van Ho, 
Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
 
Ord.63-2012 (076-12)  Purchase Pick Ups & Van 
An emergency ordinance authorizing the Director of Public Service of the City of Euclid to enter into a 
contract with Germain Ford, 7250 Sawmill Road, Columbus, Ohio 43235, for the purchase of two (2) 
2012 Three Quarter Ton Ford  F250 Pick Ups with Plows at a total cost not to exceed Fifty Thousand 
Four Hundred Sixty Four Dollars ($50,464.00) for use by the Streets Department and the purchase of one 
(1) 2012 Ford E350 Cargo Van at a cost not to exceed Twenty Two Thousand Thirteen Dollars 
($22,013.00) for use by the Weatherization Department.  The vehicles will be purchased through the State 
of Ohio Cooperative Purchasing Program. (Sponsored by Councilman McLaughlin by request of Service 
Director) 
 
Councilman McLaughlin moved for passage, Councilman Gilliham seconded. 
 
Director Bock – This is for the purchase of two pick ups with plows for our Street Dept., we’re currently 
down four.  We’re trying to build this fleet back up.  We went with two this year.  The van for 
Weatherization program, their current van is quite beat up and it was past down to them over the years 
and they’ve gotten plenty of use out of it and it is time to replace it. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to close debate, Councilman Lynch seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilwoman Jones moved to suspend the rules, Councilman McLaughlin seconded.  Yeas:  
Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call: Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Lynch, McLaughlin, O’Hare, Langman, Van Ho, 
Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
 
 
Ord. 64-2012 (077-12)  Police Vehicles  
An emergency ordinance authorizing the Director of Public Service of the City of Euclid to enter into a 
contract with Statewide Ford, 1108 West Main Street, Van Wert, Ohio 45891, for the purchase of two (2) 
2013 Ford Sedan Police Interceptors at a total cost not to exceed Sixty Thousand Four Hundred Seventy 
Four ($60,474.00) one for use by the Police Department and one for use by the Police Traffic Department.  
(Sponsored by Councilperson McLaughlin by request of Service Director) 
 
Councilman McLaughlin moved for passage, Councilwoman Jones seconded. 
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Director Bock – These were not purchased under the State.  We were able to talk to them and get them 
cheaper than what was offered under the State purchasing program.  Therefore I’m recommending that we 
purchase through Statewide. 
 
Councilman Langman – Director Bock, has that ever happened before, I don’t recall us getting prices 
better than the State program? 
 
Director Bock – We make it a practice to go and solicit prices even though it is outside the State program 
to see if we can do that.  It has happened from time to time where we’re able to get something a little bit 
cheaper, just maybe due to the circumstances for that certain dealership, they’re able to cut that price a 
little bit than what the State has set the price at the beginning of the year.  We do investigate that on all 
our purchases trying to get the cheapest price we can. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – Police Chief indicated that the old Victoria platform was not available.  What are 
these things going to be coming on? 
 
Director Bock – I believe these are the Ford Taurus that have come out. 
 
Councilman Van Ho moved to close debate, Councilman Langman seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilman O’Hare moved to suspend the rules, Councilman McLaughlin seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call: Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Lynch, McLaughlin, O’Hare, Langman, Van Ho, 
Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
 
 
Ord. 65-2012 (078-12) Purchase Dump Trucks 
An emergency ordinance authorizing the Director of Public Service of the City of Euclid to enter into a 
contract with Valley Ford, 5715 Canal Road, Cleveland, Ohio 44125, for the purchase of two (2) 2012 
One Ton Ford F350 Dump Trucks with Plows at a total cost not to exceed Seventy Two Thousand Nine 
Hundred Ninety Nine Dollars ($72,999.00) for use by the Streets and Parks Department.  The vehicles 
will be purchased through the State of Ohio Cooperative Purchasing Program. (Sponsored by 
Councilperson McLaughlin by request of Service Director) 
 
Councilman McLaughlin moved for passage, Councilwoman Jones seconded.   
 
Director Bock – These are purchased through State cooperative as the best price we could obtain.  One of 
these trucks, specifically the one for the Parks Dept. will have a salt spreader installed in it later on 
through another vendor.  We are currently down 4 one-ton dump trucks and we’re trying to get our fleet 
up to where it belongs.   
 
Councilman Lynch moved to close debate, Councilwoman Jones seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Councilman Gilliham moved to suspend the rules, Councilwoman Scarniench seconded.  Yeas:  
Unanimous. 
 
Roll Call: Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Lynch, McLaughlin, O’Hare, Langman, Van Ho, 
Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
 
 

CEREMONIAL RESOLUTION 
Res. 48-2012 (080-12) Miss Poppy 
A resolution of recognition for Anna Noelle Hogrefe, 2012 Euclid American Legion Auxiliary Unit #343 
“Miss Poppy”. (Sponsored by Mayor Cervenik and Entire Council) 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved for passage, Councilwoman Jones seconded. 
 
Roll Call: Yeas:  Gilliham, Scarniench, Jones, Lynch, McLaughlin, O’Hare, Langman, Van Ho, 
Holzheimer Gail. 
Passed. 
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COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Mr. Christopher Michael Litwinowicz – 21970 Morris Ave.  Tracy looks terrible, is that on the list to get 
done?   
 
Director Bock – Which section of Tracy?  By the High School? 
 
Mr. Litwinowicz – Yes. 
 
Director Bock – Yes, that’s been ground off, it is under repair at the present time.  Paving should be 
completed on that as far as the first level of asphalt by Friday.  It is all weather dependent.  Within a 
couple of weeks the finished coat of asphalt will go down.  This is part of the waterline improvement 
projects that were left over from last year. 
 
Mr. Litwinowicz – What streets are on the projects this year?  Is Morris on one of them?  Is Ivan on one 
of them?   
 
Director Bock – Morris Ave. I do not believe is on there.  Ivan Ave. from Marginal to E. 222 St. is on the 
top of the paving list. 
 
Mr. Litwinowicz – Because 215 to 222 in Ward 8, they should be going together to link up.  Eventually 
within two years they would have all been done. There’s only like 7-8 streets. 
 Another thing is, have we talked to RTA for Euclid Ave., since they wanted to stay in Downtown 
Cleveland and improve that so much, just an idea.  How’s the pool situation?  Is there going to be any 
pools closed?  All the pools going to be open?   
 
Mgr. Stephens – The pools that were open last summer, those same pools will open again this coming 
summer. 
 
Mr. Litwinowicz – Any luck on the basketball hoops that we’ve been praying for for over four years?  
Has it come to an agenda item for the council to approve anywhere between $25,000-$50,000-$100,000 
for this facility?  Actually it could be a Board of Control issue.  This was on the, year’s gone by in 
Memorial Park and the kids have no where to play.  What was supposed to be torn down is saved.  It is 
just a hint, everything else has been going good for six months, but I just see summertime and where are 
these kids going to go.   
 As far as a vehicle for our Mayor, we want our representative to be in a nice vehicle.  That 
monetary money is not the issue.  As far as I’m concerned, there’s only $200 to Sims Buick, that’s how it 
is all set up through GMC.  We’re actually getting our vehicles through GMC.  I don’t know nothing 
about it but I just know about that.   
 I hope everybody has a good Memorial Day weekend and I hope it doesn’t rain and you guys have 
a nice evening.  One other thing is, I still strenuously trying to look for a resolution so that I can take my 
motivation speaking and go somewhere else with it.  I’ve talked to numerous agencies, Working America 
and go online, they’re talking about working rights now.  A couple of years ago to them, I’d like to go 
bigger but the main thing is securing the job issues since we said no on 5.  Sorry I’m out of order.  Thank 
you. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Mr. Stephens, I didn’t know if you wanted to update.  Council did approve 
money in the capital budget for the basketball courts at Memorial Park. 
 
Mgr. Stephens – We did approve capital money towards the basketball courts as proposed by the 
Memorial Park planning committee.  The idea is to get that under construction this summer.  We have 
been able to solicit a couple of bids and waiting on another bid.  The idea is to get it under construction 
this summer. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – Seeing no more comments from the public, we’ll move to Council Members’ 
comments. 
 

COUNCIL MEMBERS’ COMMENTS 
 

Councilwoman Scarniench – Just wanted to congratulate John Williams on being the recipient of this 
year’s Arbor Day tree over at the History Museum.  It was a nice evening, a little cold, but it was okay. 
Congratulations to John, he’s Euclid’s official historian.  He knows more about this city than anybody I 
know. 
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 Also, congratulations to all the Auxiliary Officers, the dinner last week was very nice.  We’re 
always looking for new members for the Auxiliary Police.  If that’s something you’re interested in, please 
give the department a call and we can get you suited up to help.  They put in a lot of hours and work very 
hard to do things whether it is a parade, or an accident, they’re always out there.  We just want to let them 
know we appreciate them.  With that, thank you and goodnight. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – I first want to welcome Director Malone, thank you for joining us.  For those of 
you who aren’t aware and many of you are, Euclid is hosting a Relay for Life on June 9th at Noon until 
June 10th at 10 AM.  If you haven’t had the opportunity to attend a Relay for Life event, it is a family 
event, there’s a lot of fun, there’s food, there’s music, there’s games, there’s different activities.  The 
whole idea is there are teams forming and if you want to be on a team, there’s still opportunities to join a 
team.  Teams are forming and the whole idea is one person from each team will be walking around the 
track at all times during that whole 22 hours.  The more team members you have, the less each person 
needs to walk.  There’s still opportunities to join a team and thank you to those council members and their 
family members that have joined my team.  If you are not on a team, please come out and join the event.  
It is a fun event for a worthy cause.  There will be music and entertainment throughout the whole time.  
The first lap around that will start around 12:15 will be the survivor’s lap.  Anyone who is a survivor can 
participate in that lap and show honor to those that are survivors of cancer.  After that, each time will start 
with their laps around.  The whole idea is fun as I mentioned and throughout the whole event there are 
different times during the day and evening and early morning hours where there are different theme laps 
that will be going around as well.  Come and participate in the fun and activity.  There will be action 
throughout the whole 22 hours.  Team members will be spending the night at the field for those who want 
to. The event will take place at the Euclid High School football field and we’ll be walking around the 
track area. 
 I also wanted to ask Chief Cosgriff, what is the status of the Blackboard Communication, is that 
still set to start on May 8th, tomorrow? 
 
Chief Cosgriff – Yes it is.  There will be an emergency notification, not an emergency notification but a 
notification informing all the residents of the new system.  All of the landlines and the people who have 
gone onto the website and have signed up for it via the city’s portal will get a message tomorrow evening, 
just saying this is the new notification system for the City of Euclid and explaining a little bit about it.  
We are set to go tomorrow evening. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – For those who don’t have landlines, how do they find out about how to sign up? 
 
Chief Cosgriff – They would go to the City of Euclid website and there’s a portal that they would go to 
and they can add their own information into it. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – Is there a number they can call also to get the information added? 
 
Chief Cosgriff – The Mayor has indicated you can call his office. 
 
Mayor Cervenik – If someone does not have internet access, they can call our office and Lisa will register 
them and put the appropriate information in.  On the other side of the coin, you can exclude yourself if 
you don’t want to be part of that.  Again, if you don’t have internet access you can call and exclude 
yourself through my office as well. 
 
Councilwoman Jones – I want to say Happy Mother’s Day for all the Mothers, Grandmothers, Aunts, that 
are listening.  I hope you have a nice Mother’s Day weekend.  Thank you and goodnight. 
 
Councilman Lynch – I don’t have any further comments this evening. 
 
Councilman McLaughlin – Director Pietravoia, I got this is my mail today, it is from Dan Kulchytsky to 
Chairwoman Scarniench about the Euclid Historical Society Museum, the renovation.  There’s one thing 
that I was looking at, he gave two options, one was to just renovate the Town Hall and one was to 
renovate the Town Hall with an addition to it.  Within just the Town Hall itself, I noticed they have 
carpeting in here as part of the installation.  I know Mr. Larick was hoping to get the floor from Upson, 
the wood floor taken out.  Are we abandoning that because that would be nice and all the wainscoting 
from Upson?   
 
Director Pietravoia – Director Bock is waiting to answer you’re question.  Honestly, I haven’t personally 
been involved in that.  I was aware they were trying to salvage some materials, I’m not sure if they’ve 
made any progress with the schools to do that.  It looks like Councilwoman Scarniench would like to say 
something. 
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President Holzheimer Gail – Do you have other questions?  Councilwoman Scarniench can answer, we 
had a committee meeting on it last week and that question came up. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – If you would have been here, you would have known.  We are not going 
ahead with Township Hall.  The cost is prohibitive.  We’re not going to do anything with it, it will stand 
there, it could stand there for a few more years before any decision is made.  What I’ve asked Dan to do 
next is to actually go to the Museum and he’s going to go through the Museum to see what we have to do 
and the cost associated with repairing and upgrading the Museum, which is very important because that is 
where everything is at right now.  The waterproofing is a big issue that has to be addressed.  That’s the 
next step and we will meet again in September and hopefully you’ll make the meeting.  Thank you. 
 
Councilman McLaughlin – So we’re just going to destroy, just let Upson’s floor go? 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – He said the cost of doing all that is more than it would cost to make new.   
 
Councilman McLaughlin – I don’t believe that. 
 
Councilwoman Scarniench – He says that besides taking the wood out, then it has to be milled, there’s a 
lot of things that have to be done and it is not worth it.  The folks from the museum were more than 
receptive to where we are going with this. 
 
Councilman McLaughlin – I’ll just end it right there.  Thank you and goodnight. 
 
Councilman O’Hare – Just a quick kudos, appreciation to the Chamber and Department of Development 
for the event two weeks ago.  It was a very nice event, brought a lot of people in the city, a lot of 
networking went on and great presentations and very much recognized and appreciated by a number of 
different people. 
 I, too, want to welcome Tom Malone.  It is a shame that you came on one of the Mondays when 
we had a shorter meetings.  We get down to our regular length meetings, I’m sure you’ll appreciate it a 
little bit more.   
 Lastly, just a comment, not so much a question to belabor the point, but as it relates to technology 
again, as I hear all of us move around and hear different purchases, different needs, different things that 
we can address, it all comes together in the technology.  We could put a dollar on what we’re all buying in 
equipment and software and so forth, but it something that as the year goes on, I’d be very interested in 
looking at some kind of consolidated approach for purchasing and most importantly maintaining and 
applying the technology.  With that I’ll say goodnight. 
 
Councilman Langman – Director Bock, I want to thank you and your staff.  It seems like this spring 
we’ve repaired some of the temporary patches in various streets, especially in my ward.  I really 
appreciate that.  Seems like we’re doing more this year than we have in the past few years, but it looks 
great and the residents really appreciate it.   
 Also Happy’s Pizza is now open at Lake Shore Blvd. where the old Arthur Treacher’s was.  It is 
certainly very crowded and the pizza is pretty good, I must admit.  That does raise the question Director 
Bock of traffic there, pedestrian crossings.  I was wondering if you could update myself and Councilman 
McLaughlin, if you’ve had the opportunity as to what it might cost to remedy this situation.   
 
Director Bock – I did get some estimates.  Basically ODOT has said it doesn’t meet their standard to pay 
for a light there, it would be on us.  Cost estimates, for the poles, lights, installation, footers for those 
poles, the initial cabinets and the installation of that equipment, we’re in the neighborhood of $65,000.  
By the time we put in the loops, the pre-emption system and signage and the striping on the street, 
handicapped ramps that would have to be installed at those locations, we’re close to $80,000.  As of now 
there is no funding to do this work and that’s where it stands right now.  Also in that $80,000 I will have 
to do a warrant for that work before we go just to cover ourselves there. 
 
Councilman Langman – If you visit the location, you’ll find that it is much, much busier than the last 
decade or so when it was Arthur Treacher’s.  It seems to be well received, but again it creates pedestrian 
traffic issues. 
 Finally I’d like to make an announcement to the folks that live around Upson School or went to 
Upson School, they’re going to have open houses to say farewell to Upson, that is the elementary school 
that I went to a real long time ago.  The first one will be Wednesday, May 9th at 6:30.  The second one is 
on Saturday, May 12th.  Unfortunately I misplaced my paper, not sure what the time is, but I’ll get that to 
you via the blog.  If you live around Upson or went to that school, or just want to take a look, please come 
join me, it will be fun taking a look at the school one last time.   
 Finally I would like to wish all the Euclid Mom’s a Happy Mother’s Day.  Thank you. 
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Councilman Van Ho – There will be a seminar at Euclid Hospital on May 30th, on Stroke Awareness and 
Prevention from 6:30-8:30 PM in the evening and I think that would be well worth attending by a lot of 
people in this city.  On Wednesday, May 16th from 2:30-6:00 there will be a seminar on how to manage 
your health for things like health disease, diabetes, arthritis.  This will be at the Croatian Lodge at 34900 
Lake Shore in Eastlake.  If you want to take advantage, you need to call 866-924-3590.   
 A question to Director Pietravoia and possibly the Mayor.  This morning I saw in my friendly 
Plain Dealer that there’s going to be about $12 million funded by the Feds to help with demolition in 
Cuyahoga County.  I’m assuming we’re already on that trying to get our fair share and then some? 
 
Director Pietravoia – Yes we are working with both County officials.  You probably also noticed in that 
article that Prosecutor Bill Mason was mentioned as providing some of the matching funds.  We’re 
looking at that as an avenue as well.  It is not clear yet how they’re going to determine how the funds are 
allocated but we have initiated discussions on both the County level and with Mr. Mason. 
 
Councilman Van Ho – Welcome Director Malone.  We have a lot of faith in your ability to raise money 
so we can spend it.  Goodnight. 
 
President Holzheimer Gail – I, too, would like to welcome Director Malone.  We look forward to working 
with you.  We’ll try to hold off on an Executive & Finance meeting until you get your bearings a little bit.  
We certainly look forward to working with you. 
 I wanted to say congratulations to John Williams.  I was in Columbus and unable to attend the 
Arbor Day program, a well deserved recognition for John and his hard work with the Historical Society.  
Also add my thank you to all of the Police Auxiliary members for their hard work throughout the year. 
 A couple of upcoming events.  Modeled after our 200th Street Stroll, 185th will have on Saturday, 
May 19th, Alive on 185 Day.  It does kick off with a parade which is 11 AM.  We’ll see if we can get 
some information on our website or I’m sure it is on Northeast Shores website.  They’re our neighbor, 
they’re our partner, we are part of 185th as well.  As we begin some planning efforts with them, it would 
be great if we could show our support for this event Saturday May 19th.  The Parade kicks off at 11 AM 
and they have a full day of activities and supporting merchants.  To be followed on June 2nd by our 200th 
Street Stroll which we all know is a wonderful event. 
 That same night, keep clear because the Shore Cultural Centre’s Board of Trustees is putting on a 
Night at the Races to benefit Shore.  If you have not gotten your tickets yet, see me, I will be happy to get 
you a ticket.  That’s all and I’ll turn it to Councilman Gilliham. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – I have numerous questions and I’ll just go ahead and read them off and then I will 
wait for your responses.  Mr. Stephens, if you could give us an update on the spray park and where we’re 
at right now.  To Director Bock, the two questions that I have for you is that I know I initiated an email 
with Mr. Valencic regarding street lights on 204.  Mr. Valencic responded by saying CEI doesn’t give any 
type of timeframe.  I’m wondering if there has been an update on those lights on E. 204 Street.   
 The second question Director Bock, have we received any approval from EPA regarding the 
CSO’s.  There was conversation about 18th of April having some information and I would like an update 
on that.   
 To the Mayor, I was asking if we’re still in contract negotiations with our safety forces? 
 To Director Pietravoia, I know there’s been rumors about the County Government looking to 
relocate, has there been any consideration to look into the City of Euclid? 
 The last question for Chief Brickman, unfortunately there was an incident reported of excessive 
force by Channel 19 News.  It was stated the Police denied any of those allegations.  I’m just asking if 
there was any other follow up by the individuals who have alleged to be offended by a police officer? 
 
Mgr. Stephens – We received a second cost estimate from David Williams and Assoc. which I forwarded 
to Director Bock because he had brought to my attention some other items that we need to consider.  I’m 
in the process of having the company come in so we can ask some further questions and determine how 
soon we can get going on that project. 
 
Director Bock – 204 Street I talked to CEI representative last week, I believe it was last Monday.  I was 
told at that time two-four weeks.  I am meeting with the CEI representative tomorrow.  He needs a little 
favor from me and I will be asking a little favor in return.  Hopefully we can do better than 2-4 weeks. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – I don’t put the blame on the city, CEI doesn’t give a timeframe.  The problem is 
they’re new lights, the street was done well and the residents are saying how come we have new lights 
that are out? 
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Director Bock – I agree and they don’t usually respond real quick, you get put on a list, you wait along 
with the other cities.  But when they need something from us, I think a little reciprocation is in order.   
 
Councilman Gilliham – I won’t tell anybody, thank you. 
 
Director Bock – CSO’s  I did have a couple meetings with CT.  We did have a phone conference with the 
EPA.  Some more questions were raised by the EPA.  We’ve responded to those questions.  I’m meeting 
with CT tomorrow morning and hopefully we send an email off to the EPA asking for their response and I 
hope to have that by the end of the week and I will be meeting with Councilman McLaughlin and the 
Council President on an update of where we stand and where we’re at and hopefully have an update by 
the next council meeting as far as how everything is proceeding from there. 
 
Director Frey – We have struck a tentative deal with the Fire union.  There is still an outstanding issue 
that we have to get resolved relative to the wellness initiative that is in the bargaining agreement.  I expect 
we will get that matter resolved shortly.  Based on that be prepared to provide legislation to City Council 
for consideration on the May 21st meeting to approve that contract agreement.  I’ve indicated to the 
Council President that it may serve us well to have an Executive Session either before the Council 
meeting or some day before the Council meeting to fully discuss that.  I have a bargaining session 
scheduled with Records and Dispatch union, with the Correction Officers I think this Thursday.  Records 
& Dispatch is Monday next week.  I have sessions scheduled already in June with the three Teamster 
units.  I have an email exchange with the FOP Union President where I provided a string of dates for 
which we could sit down and get moving forward on that contract agreement.  The pace is picking up 
dramatically in the negotiation process and I expect this will be a busy period as we try to get, I’m sure 
the unions have an interest in trying to get these matters resolved before Council recess for July & 
August.  I know from my part, I’d like to get them put to bed if at all possible before that. 
 
Director Pietravoia – It is my understanding the new County Council and County Administration are 
looking at consolidating their administrative offices both for purposes of efficiency and as a result of the 
new medical mart and convention center which caused them to relocate some of their offices.  It was my 
understanding they were looking exclusively in the central city in downtown Cleveland in order to be 
most accessible to all the municipalities in the county.  Our department is participating tomorrow morning 
with about 60 commercial industrial brokers, presenting properties in Euclid that are available for 
development and promoting Euclid at that event.  I’m sure a number of them are involved with the county 
in their search for new space.  I will try to get a little more information from those brokers and also 
contact the County directly.  I don’t think we’d have an opportunity, I think they’re looking exclusively in 
the downtown area.  If that’s not the case we’ll certainly start discussions with the County. 
 
Chief Brickman – As of Friday when we checked the allegation book, no excessive force complaints had 
been filed. 
 
Councilman Gilliham – Thank you.  I apologize to go over, but Director Malone, I wanted to say thank 
you, I just forgot you because I was trying to get all my questions out.  I say welcome to you and thank 
you for being here. 
 

ADJOURNMENT 
Councilwoman Scarniench moved to adjourn.  Councilman Van Ho seconded.  Yeas:  Unanimous. 
 
Attest: 
 
 
 
__________________________________  ____________________________________ 
Clerk of Council     President of Council 
 
 
  
 
 
 

 
 

 


