
PERRYSBURG TOWNSHIP BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS 
26609 LIME CITY ROAD 

PERRYSBURG, OH 43551 

PUBLIC HEARING 
December 20, 2005, 6:00 p.m. 

The Perrysburg Township BZA held a public hearing on December 20, 2005, at 26609 
Lime City Road, Perrysburg, Ohio. Russell Sturgill, Chairman, called the meeting to 
order at 6:00 p.m. A roll call was taken. Mr. Sturgill said they have five members 
present and can conduct business. Grant W. Garn, Zoning Inspector, was also present. 
The meeting was tape-recorded. 

MEMBERS PRESENT: Russell Sturgill, Jeffry D. Justus, Russell R. Miller, Bob Warnimont, 
and Elsie Hetman. Thomas Warns was present in the audience. 

MEMBERS ABSENT: Bill Irwin. 

APPROVAL OF 11/15/05 MINUTES: Mr. Sturgill asked if all the members had received a 
copy of the minutes, and they all had. He asked if there were any corrections, 
additions, or deletions to the minutes, and there were none. Mr. Warnimont moved 
with a second by Mr. Miller to approve the minutes as written. A roll call vote was 
taken. Yes votes by Mr. Warnimont, Mr. Miller, Ms. Hetman, Mr. Justus, and Mr. 
Sturgill. Motion carried 5-0-0. 

Mr. Sturgill said he would not be swearing anybody in this evening. 

APPLICATION NUMBER 2005 -5582. Jefferson Development, LLC, is developing 
Stone Gate Villas at Bennett Ranch which is located at 26890 Thompson Road. It is 
zoned PUD-RS. As part of the site plan review process, a proposed 73 inches tall area 
identification sign, which will be located on Bennett Ranch Boulevard, was approved by 
the ZC on 11/8/04. The landscape plan and sign have been modified. The proposed 
sign is now 78 inches tall, and some of the lettering appears to be over 10 inches tall. 
The sign location is still in the boulevard's split entry, and the sign location stratals the 
right-of-way. Article X, Section F, Table 1 — for area identification signs, states that the 
maximum height is 42 inches, and the letters of identification on the sign shall be no 
larger than 10 inches, and if placed in the boulevard, such placement shall be subject to 
the BZA which shall consider site distance issues and safety concerns. Article X, Section 
K 1 d (signs allowed in the right-of-way) states that subdivision area identification signs 
located in a boulevard at the intersection of streets of the subdivision with major streets 
of the township, subject to placement review by the BZA, which shall consider site 
distance issues and safety concerns. The proposed sign and some if its letters are too 
tall, and its placement requires BZA review. 
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Mr. Sturgill said that Mr. Garn had received a letter from the applicant which he said he 
was going to read into the record. It's addressed to Mr. Garn, the zoning inspector. 
That letter is not retyped within these minutes as a copy will be attached to these 
minutes. Mr. Sturgill read the letter. Mr. Sturgill said what this means is that they are 
withdrawing their application for them to consider this and go before the board, so he 
thinks they should entertain a motion to dismiss this without prejudice and let them 
proceed with the board. Ms. Hetman asked him if he meant the ZC, and Mr. Sturgill 
corrected himself. Ms. Hetman moved with a second by Mr. Warnimont to dismiss this 
application without prejudice. A roll call vote was taken. Yes votes by Ms. Hetman, Mr. 
Warnimont, Mr. Miller, Mr. Justus, and Mr. Sturgill. Motion carried 5-0-0. 

Mr. Smith asked Mr. Sturgill if he could make a comment. Mr. Sturgill said he did not 
know what useful purpose it would be. Mr. Smith said it would only be in the future 
that the documents read legally. Because they have two different documents here that 
don't read alike even though they sent it out, but they don't read alike. He said these 
documents are not legal documents because they have dates on the documents they 
send out, and they get here and there is another date on another document that's 
entirely different. In the future he thinks they ought to get the dates right. It was 
asked who sends them out, and Mr. Smith said Mr. Garn did. Mr. Sturgill asked Mr. 
Garn what they were. Mr. Garn said he was not sure. Mr. Smith asked if he could point 
it out to them. He said these are supposed to be legal dates. This date here is 
11/8/2004, and this date here in his letter is 11/8/05. They are two different 
documents. Mr. Sturgill said this is moot anyhow because of the motion to dismiss. It 
may be a typo for all he knows, but they are not going to go into it this evening. Mr. 
Smith said in the paper it should be advertised the same way as the letter that was sent 
to him. In the future, to keep everything legal, it has to be legal dates and so forth. 
The comment was made that he was probably correct. 

Mr. Sturgill asked if there was any new business to come before the board. Mr. Justus 
said he appreciated having the opportunity to serve on the BZA, and his commission is 
up this month, and he has asked not to be re-appointed. He said he really enjoyed this. 
He said he has been on a lot of boards in the last 25 years, and this is probably one of 
the finest ones he's been involved with as far as the way it's been run, and as far as the 
quality of the people that are on this board. Mr. Sturgill thanked him and said he 
appreciated the good job that he did for them, and that they will miss him. Mr. Justus 
said he will be around. 

Mr. Smith asked when the meeting for the zoning board would take place, and Mr. 
Sturgill said he had no idea. He then asked if Mr. Garn could tell him. Mr. Garn said he 
presumed it would be in the first meeting in January. Mr. Smith asked if he would get 
another legal notice, and Mr. Garn said no, it's not a public hearing. Mr. Smith said, it's 
a minor change. Mr. Garn said they determine whether they consider it a major or a 
minor change. Mr. Garn said it's not a public hearing. That he can go to the meeting. 
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Respectfully submitte 

Grant W. Garn, 
Recording Secretary 

Ms. Hetman moved with a second by Mr. Warnimont to adjourn. A roll call vote was 
taken. Yes votes by Ms. Hetman, Mr. Warnimont, Mr. Justus, Mr. Miller, and Mr. 
Sturgill. Motion carried 5-0-0. The meeting was adjourned at 6:12 p.m. 
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