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PERRYSBURG TOWNSHIP BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS 
26609 Lime City Road 

Perrysburg, OH 43551 

PUBLIC HEARING 
June 20, 2006 

The Perrysburg Township Board of Zoning Appeals held a public hearing on June 20, 
2006. Russell Sturgill, Chairman, called the meeting to order at 6:05 p.m. A roll call 
was taken. Grant W. Garn, Zoning Inspector, was also present. The meeting was tape-
recorded. Mr. Sturgill said they do have an alternate then. They have a full house this 
evening, so they will be able to conduct business. 

MEMBERS PRESENT: Russell Sturgill, Russell R. Miller, Elsie Hetman, Bill Irwin, and Bob 
Warnimont. Mr. Sturgill suggested to Mr. Garn that he might call the roll on the 
alternates because they probably will need at least one this evening. Thomas Warns 
was present in the audience. 

MEMBERS ABSENT: James Bennett. 

APPROVAL OF 5/16/06 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, and there were none. Mr. Irwin moved with a second by Mr. 
Miller to approve the minutes. A roll call vote was taken. Yes votes by Mr. Irwin, Mr. 
Miller, Ms. Hetman, Mr. Warnimont, and Mr. Sturgill. Motion carried 5-0-0. 

Mr. Sturgill swore in all persons wishing to address the board for or against an issue 
this evening. 

APPLICATION NUMBER 2006-5711 1  (VARIANCE). Westvalley Development 
(Craig Harris) is developing the Eckel Trace Subdivision. They would like to place two 
55 inch high area identification signs at their Carronade Drive entrance off of Eckel 
Junction Road. The signs would look similar to the ones at the Shawnee Junction 
subdivision entrance across Eckel Junction Road from this entrance. This property is 
zoned R-3. Article X Section F table 1 states that only one area identification sign per 
development entrance is allowed, and that it shall not be over 42 inches high. Footnote 
2 states that signs located within 60 feet of an intersection shall provide a clear view 
from between 2 1/2  feet and 10 feet. They are asking for one sign too many, that they 
are 13 inches too high, and they are too tall for a clear view at the intersection. 

Mr. Miller informed Mr. Sturgill that as a preliminary matter he would personally have to 
recuse himself from this matter. His firm does some work for the applicant, and he 
does not think it's appropriate that he would sit and hear this. Mr. Sturgill excused Mr. 
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Miller from hearing this application and asked Mr. Warns to come forward and take Mr. 
Miller's place on the board. 

Craig Harris addressed the board regarding this application. He is here before them 
today to try and ask for a sign permit for two signs on either side of Carronade Drive. 
What they want to do is provide harmony with Shawnee Junction, their previous 
subdivision. In part of their application they provided a copy of the entrance signage in 
Shawnee Junction to the north. Essentially what they are looking at is the actual sign 
with Eckel Trace on it. What they are trying to accomplish here in harmonious sign 
display is to do the same thing they have done there. He wants to point out as far as 
the signage is concerned, they also have the drainage ditch on their side of the road, 
that being the south side of Eckel Junction, which pushes their right-of-way back even 
further. And although these signs are higher than permitted for clear zone reasons, the 
signage is well away from the intersection. So as a car stops and proceeds towards the 
intersection, the signage area again shown on the application is well behind the vehicle 
as it attempts to come into the intersection. For these reasons they are asking for this 
variance, and he is coming before them this evening for that. 

Mr. Sturgill asked how far back from the curb are the signs. Mr. Harris said there is 
actually no curb out at Eckel Junction Road. Mr. Sturgill said edge of the road then. 
Mr. Harris said from the edge of the road it's about 45, 50 feet. So in essence what 
happens is you have a stop sign at the right-of-way, and then you go another 45 feet 
until you come to the actual opening of the intersection to determine if it's safe to 
proceed or not. What you are essentially doing is you are crossing over the large 
drainage ditch that's on the south side of the street. 

A question was asked on the other side of the street how close are they to the road. 
Mr. Harris 	said 	if he is looking at his drawing here, it looks like they are probably 25 	 
feet. Now, that's in the city, and essentially all they want to do is they will be further 
back. If you are driving west to east, you come off of 199, essentially what they want 
to do is have a very comfortable feeling relative to signage as you pass through the 
Carronade corridor. And as you are coming through there, their two signs that they are 
proposing here will be further back but will have the same harmony as the other two on 
the north side of the street. 

Mr. Sturgill asked how tall are the signs across the street. Mr. Harris said they are also 
54 inches, he believes. Is that what he put in here for this one. Ms. Hetman and 
another member said 55 inches. Mr. Harris said 55 inches. So they are identical 
signage, and obviously they have Shawnee Junction on the north, and the Eckel Trace 
sandstone edge on the south. 

Mr. Sturgill asked if there were any further questions for this applicant, and there were 
none. He asked if there was anyone else who wished to address the board on this 
matter, and there was no one. 
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Mr. Warnimont asked Mr. Harris if these signs would be lit at night or not, and Mr. 
Harris said they are not proposed to at this time. They may decide to light them later, 
but at this time they are not being proposed to be lit. Mr. Warnimont asked do they 
propose a street light at the end of that entrance to show the people where they are at, 
a streetlight that shines on their signs somewhat. Mr. Harris said they do have a street 
lighting plan that was provided to the city apparently for their review under their 
jurisdiction on the annexation agreement, and there is a light at the front. He does not 
know exactly where. He is not prepared to answer exactly where that streetlight is. 

Mr. Harris said he also wants to mention the reason they were looking for two signs 
rather than one, Carronade is a collector street and probably will continue to be. It's 
proposed to meander further west and further south. And as for collector streets, they 
always think as developers it's important to provide signage on both sides of the street 
and not just on one side. If it was a monument sign on one side, if you are going down 
Carronade you would not even see it. You would only see it passing east and west on 
Eckel Junction Road. So that's another reason why they think it's important to have 
two signs. As more and more motorists will come through there, they will clearly see 
the identification. Ms. Hetman said half of those signs you can't see the names of them 
anyway. Mr. Harris said he agrees, and that's why their 55 inch is something they want 
to accomplish. There is some landscaping in front of the Shawnee Junction signs, and 
had they been another 18 to 24 inches lower, they probably would not be visible in 
another year or so because of vegetation. 

It was requested that Mr. Harris give again the difference. He knows the size on the 
other side of the street, and they are kind of a traffic obstacle. So how far back are 
these going to be compared to the ones across the street. Mr. Harris said they are 
going to be another 20 to 25 feet further back, and that's because of the ditch. 

Mr. Sturgill asked if there were any further questions, and there were none. Mr. Sturgill 
said obviously at 45 feet back, it's not going to get into the clear view, and it was 
agreed that it is not, so that is his opinion that that is not an issue. Mr. Irwin moved 
with a second by Mr. Warnimont to approve the application. A roll call vote was taken. 
Yes votes by Mr. Irwin, Mr. Warnimont, Ms. Hetman, Mr. Warns, and Mr. Sturgill. 
Motion carried 5-0-0. Mr. Sturgill told Mr. Warns he was excused. Mr. Harris thanked 
the board very much. 

APPLICATION NUMBER 2006-5753, (VARIANCE). Kensington Investments LLC 
would like to build an office building on Lot 5 in Coventry Woods. Michael Devolder of 
Preferred Construction, Ltd., is the developer/builder. It would be located just south of 
Dr. Clark's dental office. They would like to place the building within 22 feet of the rear 
lot line. In order to provide the required number of parking spaces, they would reduce 
the parking space width to 9.5 feet. This property is zoned PUD-MX. The specified 
setback is 35 feet, so the building would be 13 feet closer than allowed. Article IX 
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Section B 1 a states that parking spaces shall not be less than 10 feet in width. The 
proposed parking spaces are 6 inches too narrow. 

Dave Kienzle was present to address the board on this application this evening. He told 
the board that he was here on behalf of the applicant and also on behalf of Coventry 
Woods Ltd. Mr. Sturgill asked if he was their attorney, and Mr. Kienzle said no. Mr. 
Sturgill informed him that they have a rule in place that either the applicant or their 
attorney must come. He asked Mr. Kienzle if he had notarized authorization to 
represent them this evening, and Mr. Kienzle said not notarized. He said Mr. Devolder 
asked him to be here. He is on vacation. He said he would represent him. Mr. Sturgill 
said he was sorry that Mr. Garn did not notify him of that rule. Mr. Kienzle said he 
would speak as a developer of the property. Mr. Sturgill said he had no standing here. 
Mr. Kienzle said yes, he does. He owns Coventry Woods Executive Park, and right now 
he is the owner of that property. Mr. Sturgill said but you are not the applicant. Mr. 
Kienzle said but they do not own the property, he owns it at this time. Mr. Sturgill said 
but they have a rule. Mr. Kienzle said if Mr. Sturgill is not going to let him speak, to 
just tell him that. Mr. Sturgill said he will find this in most administrative hearings in the 
future. Mr. Kienzle said nobody informed him he had to have a notarized statement 
that he could represent them. He came here on behalf and to support the application 
as the developer and owner of the property at this point in time. Mr. Sturgill said but 
you are not the applicant, though. Mr. Sturgill said they will continue it for a month, 
and you can come back properly representing them. 

Mr. Sturgill told Mr. Garn to be more careful and to let people know. Mr. Garn said he 
had no idea he was going to be speaking for them. He thought that they had a 
representative. They told him that Mr. Devolder was going to be on vacation, and that 
a representative of the company was going to be here. 

APPLICATION NUMBER 2006 -5756, (VARIANCE). Douglas and Pamela Bortz of 
13390 Eckel Junction Road (across from the YMCA) would like to build a garden storage 
shed in the northwest corner of their property. It would be 13 feet by 16 feet in size 
and be at least 10 feet from the property lines. The property is zoned R-1. The 
proposed location is in one of their front yards. Article VII Section B 2 b (2) states that 
no accessory structure shall be allowed in the lot's front yard. A detached accessory 
structure shall not be closer to the road right-of-way than the principle structure. The 
proposed structure is not allowed in either the front yard or beyond the main structure. 

Douglas Bortz and Pamela Bort addressed the board regarding this application. Mr. 
Sturgill asked them if they wanted to tell their story. Mr. Bort said you bet you. He 
went first and thanked the board for this opportunity to give them their debacle and 
their passion. He and his wife have lived in the township since 1972 at the same 
location when it was just a large parcel, and a small house, and four or five trees. And 
his wife, being a master gardener, they have done a lot of gardening. They have water 
gardens, and they have a very beautiful back yard, and take care of it. They have a 
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small little shed in the back in the corner of their back yard, and he called Mr. Garn and 
asked him if he needed a permit. That's their debacle. And he said yes. He said he 
could certainly come out and help him. Mr. Bortz told him the size, and he said well, 
you have to be 10 feet off the property lines both from the east and the north. I said 
you don't have to come out because he could measure 10 feet. So he and his wife got 
a contractor to build the building that they wanted, but then they decided that that's 
really not the location that they wanted in that corner, they wanted to go over to the 
other corner in the northwest corner of the back yard which he thought was the back 
yard. He did not know that was what they called the side yard. So the contractor 
came out, and he laid the building floor, and he has the studs up, and that's when they 
stopped building because of what they had up, and Mr. Garn said this is your side yard 
technically, not your back yard. Well, it's behind his house, so it was completely their 
mistake. No doubt about it. But he already has the building structure up. Not the 
sides or anything like that. He talked to the contractor. and he told him that if they 
would have to move it, obviously they know it's going to be more expensive if they 
have to move it. So their passion, though, is there is a reason why they want it in that 
corner, and his wife can easily explain this. She has some handouts to show them and 
some pictures. 

Mrs. Bortz asked if that was okay, and Mr. Sturgill said go ahead and come up. 

Pamela Bortz addressed the board regarding this application. She said they have their 
references from their adjoining neighbors as Mr. Garn asked them to. She has some 
pictures, and they are labeled one through nine. Then she would be happy to address 
them. 

First, if they see the pictures, it's not just what you call your typical run-down looking 
garden shed. It's really quite attractive. If you look at picture one, it's a little Kentucky 
cabin with a little front porch, and regular electricity to it, and two little chairs. They 
like to landscape, so it will be well landscaped. And picture two is a side view. You see 
the mowers will go into the side entrance there. And they have forsythia all behind 
where the mower will come in so the neighbors won't see it, and they tucked it back in 
under this huge Douglas fur so the branches and bows will come right down on to the 
roof looking as though it was set there on purpose. So then picture three, you can kind 
of get a feel for it right now. You see the big evergreen behind it, and other 
evergreens, and some forsythia, and the willow trees. Now, that will all be really nicely 
landscaped. That was her vegetable garden, but that will all be landscaped with a little 
walkway, and flower boxes et cetera. Now, Buford will be sitting in the proposed shed 
looking into the backyard, so they have a large perennial bed there, and a rail and large 
deck with which they like to enjoy the yard from all different views. But putting the 
shed where the one is now, you have the shed, the deck all on one side of the yard. 
And by putting the shed on the other corner, it gives some balance to the yard. In 
picture five you can look from the back into the back of the house. You see the wire 
across the street there. Picture six is looking from Eckel Junction down the side yard, 
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so you cannot see this shed from Eckel Junction. That's alias the front yard as well as 
the side yard according to the code. So as they can see, they have landscaped that so 
you won't see it. And then picture seven again now is looking from Eckel Junction, and 
you see just a little bit of it, but it's going to be stained the same color as the deck so it 
will fit in very nicely with the surroundings. Picture eight is a little bit closer coming 
down Nora Drive. You will see it's behind her crap pile of mulch and behind their sign 
there. It's to the right. As you can see, it's really fairly well hidden in all those 
evergreens. Now, nine is just a bonus so you could see how pretty the flowers look. 
Those are the new roses this year. 

They have always taken nice care of their yard because they are very proud of it, and 
they think it would be a nice adjunction. If they would read what the neighbors have 
written, the Overies are most directly involved because they are their exact back 
neighbors. If they want to take a moment to review those. 

It was asked if they will be removing the existing shed, or will it stay in place. Mrs. 
Bortz said it's an option. They haven't quite decided. She asked her husband if he 
wanted to say something else. He said that was an option that they had. They were 
going to dress that up and restain that also. Mrs. Bortz said they were weighing about 
doing it, but, you know, as a gardener you accumulate a chipper, shredder, and riding 
mowers, and your snow blowers, and it's accumulation, so it may or may not. It's 
already well hidden into the forsythia and arbor vita which was another problem. 	You 
see, if they move the shed, the new shed where the old shed was, they have to cut 
down a 25 year old arbor vita and forsythia around it which you just really don't like to 
have to do because it's a nice border on the back yard. Their whole back yard is 
bordered in with evergreens, so it's really nice, and quaint, and quiet back there. That's 
kind of their buffer to living on Eckel Junction which, you know, is quite a raceway 
anymore of traffic. Mr. Bort said that's the reason they developed their back yard, 
because Eckel Junction is a noisy street now. They love it, though. Don't get him 
wrong. But it's noise, so they spend their time in the back yard and just beautify that. 

Ms. Hetman said all their pictures are very nice, but they didn't show the one with the 
back of their shed on the side of the street. Because here's the shed, and here's the 
street, and it shows. Mrs. Bortz said she is right, there is not a direct view back there. 
Ms. Hetman said that the neighbors could see it, or will be able to see it. Mrs. Bortz 
said the neighbor catty-corner, that would be Mr. Smith. Ms. Hetman said or anybody 
driving through. Mrs. Bortz said that's true. Mr. Bortz said but that's going to be 
stained, and that's why they have a load of dirt back there. Mrs. Bortz said they will 
have ewes back there. Mr. Bortz said they will have ewes back there. 

Mr. Sturgill asked where the people live that sent the letters in. Mr. and Mrs. Bortz said 
directly behind the shed. Mr. Bortz said the Romakers are to the west, and Rices are to 
the east. Mrs. Bortz agreed. Mr. Bort said the Romakers are here this evening also, 
and if they are allowed to speak. 
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A question was asked is it Overies' driveway that is right behind the shed, and Mr. Bortz 
said right, right, they are the ones directly behind it. 

It was asked if they took shrubs out to put it in, because it's kind of bare there. There 
is a hole there now. Mrs. Bortz said they had to trim up the bottom part of their fur. 
Mr. Bortz said they did take some of the limbs off up to about 8 feet. Mrs. Bort said 
her plot is only the ewes are the only thing that you can put that will take sun and 
shade, so they have a lot of ewes across the front of the house if you happen to drive 
by. It's almost all barricaded with ewes, and that's what she was going to put behind. 
Trust her, she does not want anybody looking at that either. She wants them to see 
something pretty, too. So it will be landscaped. 

Mr. Sturgill asked if there were any further questions of these applicants, and there 
were none. Mr. Sturgill asked if there was anyone else present that wished to address 
the board on this matter. 

Bob Romaker addressed the board regarding this application. He thinks they can see 
from the little note that he wrote, it kind of explains his feelings of this. Their lot is 
easily the most attractive lot in the whole neighborhood. And this structure where they 
have picked out the site for it is the one that's really appropriate for their yard, for their 
entire landscaped yard. And he can't see that it would be any problem at all to 
anybody in the area. If anything it will add to the overall appearance of their 
landscaping efforts. 

Mr. Sturgill thanked him and asked if there was any discussion on this matter from the 
board members. Mr. Miller moved with a second by Ms. Hetman for the approval of the 
application with the condition that the ewes be planted on the Nora Road side of the 
	bunding. Mr. Sturgill repeated the motion with the condition attached. 	A roll call vote 	 
was taken. Yes votes by Mr. Miller, Ms. Hetman, Mr. Irwin, Mr. Warnimont, and Mr. 
Sturgill. Motion carried 5-0-0. Mrs. Bortz thanked the board, and she invited them out 
to see it. She told them she appreciated it. It was asked if she wanted to take her 
pictures. She said well, sure, I suppose. She thanked them again. She said it will be 
really pretty, just come on out and take a look. 

APPLICATION NUMBER 2006-5758, (VARIANCE). Richard V. and Suzanne 
Beard of 27851 Lime City Road own an approximately seven-acre parcel. They would 
like to sell the back five plus acres that are located along the City of Rossford's East 
Arena Drive. This would leave a one plus acre parcel with 116 feet of frontage on Lime 
City Road. The property is zoned A-1. Article V Table 5.1 states that lots that are 
zoned A-1 shall have a minimum lot width of 150 feet. The WCPC has stated that they 
will only approve this lot split if the owners have a method of access for the back five 
plus acre portion, and that they have township approval of the frontage of less than 
150 feet. 
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Mr. Irwin informed Mr. Sturgill that he could not sit on this case. Mr. Sturgill told him 
he was excused and asked Mr. Warns to come up and help the board out again. He 
told him they are very glad that he is here this evening. 

Suzanne Beard with her husband, Richard Beard, addressed the board regarding this 
application. She thanked them for hearing them out this evening. She began by saying 
they are residents of the township for almost 39 years now. That will be in October at 
this very same address. And she said their heart, blood, and soul is in this land and in 
this home. Just to get a little background on them, the economy is forcing them to sell 
so they have some funds to continue living as they are in their home. They have been 
married almost 52 years. They are in their early 70's. Her husband worked at LOF, and 
he was on the township fire department as a training chief for over 10 years. She 
retired from the Christian Book Store and a church secretary, Girl Scout leader at 
Glenwood School for 7 years, and they have raised four children at this residence. Her 
husband also has done part time farming on small acreage areas in the township, and 
they have stayed with the township. With all that's been going on with the City of 
Rossford, they have been very loyal to the township. 

So they are requesting their approval on their lot split application. Both the split 
portions of the lot and remaining portion of the property exceed the one-acre minimum 
requirement for agricultural zoning in the township. The lot split contains a parcel that 
exceeds five acres and has over 922 feet of frontage on Arena Drive, and they do keep 
that mowed. There are no weeds on it like there are completely surrounding them on 
three sides. Their personal residence is on the remaining 1.4 acres and has nearly 116 
feet of frontage. Although the 116 feet of frontage does not meet the standard of 150 
feet, it is consistent with the lot area on either side of them on Lime City Road. The lot 
to the south of them on the corner of Lime City and Arena has 130 foot frontage, and 
	the lot to the north of them has 90 feet of frontage, but they are all othe same depth 
of 505 feet. The remainder lot is consistent with these adjacent lots. They have had 
conversation with the City of Rossford with respect to the split parcel, and they have 
approved and provided their consent for access to the split parcel with the 
understanding that the property comply with the City of Rossford's curb cut permit 
access. So she thanked them very much for listening to their plea, and with all their 
hearts they ask that they give them this variance. 

Ms. Hetman asked where would that be, that curb cut, on Deimling Road. They both 
responded on Arena Drive. Ms. Hetman said she was sorry, Arena. Mr. Sturgill said 
they don't know that, but the curb cut is available. Mr. Sturgill showed Ms. Hetman the 
letter from Rossford. Ms. Hetman asked if this was the parcel they were talking about, 
and Mr. Sturgill said yes. Mr. Sturgill said five curb cuts and asked if there were any 
further questions of these applicants. 

It was asked if they did the splits for the parcels north and south of their residential 
parcel. Mrs. Beard said this was original when they purchased their home. Those splits 
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were already made back in '67. The response was okay, so they have sort of a paddle 
shaped parcel, and Mrs. Beard said right, an unusual shape. 

Mr. Warnimont said so the people in the back five acres will have the access off of 
Arena Drive to the back of their property, and he asked if that was right to Mrs. Beard. 
Mr. Beard said right, Rossford has given their permission to make a curb cut on that 
back five plus acres. So if that was ever developed into anything, they could get access 
through the Rossford curb cut. 

Mr. Sturgill asked if there were any further questions of these applicants. A question 
was asked if they were currently under contract to sell the split parcel, and Mrs. Beard 
said yes. 

Mr. Sturgill asked if there was anyone else present that wished to address the board on 
this matter, and there was no one. He asked if there was any further discussion among 
the board members, and there was none. Ms. Hetman moved with a second by Mr. 
Miller to accept the motion. A roll call vote was taken. Yes votes by Ms. Hetman, Mr. 
Miller, Mr. Warns, Mr. Warnimont, and Mr. Sturgill. Motion carried 5-0-0. Mrs. Beard 
thanked them and said bless you. 

Mr. Sturgill excused Mr. Warns again. 

APPLICATION 2006-5759, (VARIANCE). James M. and Debra A. Horvath of 
10327 White Oak Drive would like to build a garage, storage, and pool changing room 
addition to the southwest corner of the house. They are situated on a pie shaped lot. 
In order to accommodate a standard 9 foot single car garage door, the addition would 
be 12 feet wide at the front. Article V Section A Table 5.1 states that the side yard shall 
be a minimum of 8 feet, which this is. This proposed addition projects a 2 foot 
triangular footprint into this side yard and easement area. This addition is 2 feet too 
wide. 

Mr. Sturgill informed the applicant that it has come to their attention that this does 
encroach upon an easement, and they have to know more about that easement before 
they know if they have authority to encroach upon it. So he said their motion is to 
continue this thing 30 days so Mr. Garn can check on this easement to see what it is so 
that they can look into it further. Mr. Garn said he guesses it's called a drainage utility. 
Mr. Sturgill said it's a drainage easement, and you don't go blocking drainage 
easements very quickly. Mr. Garn said no problem. Mr. Sturgill said so if he will find 
out. He thinks the first person they should probably call are the people that did this 
survey, and they probably know what kind of an easement this is, and what the 
easement extends to. 

Mr. Sturgill asked if the applicant was present. She responded that she was. Mr. 
Sturgill said he thinks he explained to her husband that he would probably do this when 
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he called. She said okay, so she does not need to state anything now for another 
month, and Mr. Sturgill said it will come up on their July hearing, and she said okay. 
He said she won't probably get another notice. 

Mr. Sturgill asked Mr. Garn when it will be. Mr. Garn said it will be on July 18 th . She 
asked if it was at 6 p.m., and Mr. Sturgill said it may be a 5:30 hearing instead of the 
6:00 hearing. She said okay. 

She said it is just small. At it's widest point it's 2 feet. Mr. Sturgill said they have the 
footprint here. But does she understand she is going into a drainage easement. If they 
would do something to block the drainage, and they had a flood or something, who 
knows what their liability might be. She said okay and thanked him. Mr. Sturgill asked 
her if she knew who owns the easement. If she does, she might get their permission to 
encroach. That would make their job a lot easier. She thought the township would 
own the easement. It's an 8 foot easement on either side. Mr. Sturgill said it would 
not be an easement to the township he would not think. He said the surveyors will 
know. She said okay and thanked them. 

Mr. Garn informed Mr. Sturgill that he had a conversation with a neighbor, and they 
were wondering if they could get a view of this. Mr. Sturgill said to Mrs. Horvath that 
it's been requested by one of her neighbors that they have a frontal view of what this 
addition would look like. So if she could have her engineer provide them with a 
rendering, that might help also. She said a drawing, they have an architect that's 
drawing up the plans for them, so they should have them by the meeting on July 18 th . 
Mr. Sturgill thanked her, and she thanked them. 

Mr. Sturgill addressed an audience member, and she asked if there was going to be 
another sign up when this meeting actually will be, because he is saying 	 5:30 or maybe 
six. She is a neighbor in that area, and she really would like to know. Mr. Sturgill said 
they are not sure at this time. It depends upon the trustees. They are going to have a 
meeting perhaps that same night. If they do, they have to move theirs earlier. She 
asked if there will be another sign up, and Mr. Sturgill said he did not think there will 
be. He said to Mr. Garn, there won't be another sign put up, will there. Mr. Garn said 
he will put the sign up with a new date. They could change the date because the 
trustees are going to have a meeting at 7:30 that night. Mr. Sturgill said they probably 
could be done by 7:30. Mr. Garn said yes, but did they want to have the meeting at 
5:30, and Mr. Sturgill said let's just set it for 5:30. Mr. Garn said they will have to vote 
on that. 

Mr. Sturgill asked if somebody would make a motion to make their July meeting start at 
5:30. Mr. Irwin moved with a second by Ms. Hetman to have the July 18 th  meeting 
start at 5:30 p.m. A roll call vote was taken. Yes votes by Mr. Irwin, Ms. Hetman, Mr. 
Miller, Mr. Warnimont, and Mr. Sturgill. Motion carried 5-0-0. 
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Mr. Sturgill asked if there was any new business to come before the board. Mr. Garn 
asked if they wanted to see what the gentleman wanted who came in. Mr. Sturgill said 
that's what new business would be for. He again asked anyone else in the audience 
have any new business. 

Mr. Bergman apologized to the board. He was under the impression that their meeting 
started at seven. He thought he was going to be 20 minutes early. He introduced 
himself to the board and said he was here regarding the second item that was on their 
agenda. He said he realized he was out of order here and out of line, and he 
apologized. Mr. Sturgill asked him again who he was, and he repeated his name and 
his occupation. He said Mr. Devolder was called out of town, and he is representing 
Preferred Construction here this evening. Mr. Sturgill said he guessed they have the 
same problem with him as they had with the other gentleman, because he does not 
qualify to represent someone unless they are here or he has their written authority that 
has been notarized. Mr. Bergman said okay, he thought he submitted a letter to that 
effect. Mr. Sturgill asked him if he had a letter and said that it has to be notarized as 
per the prosecuting attorney down in Wood County. Mr. Bergman asked them to bear 
with him a second. He said they did receive a letter from the owner, Mr. Kienzle. Mr. 
Sturgill said but he is not Kensington Investments. Mr. Bergman said okay, and he was 
sorry, but he was confused. He asked what they need. Mr. Sturgill said they need 
Kensington Investments, and it would help for him to be there to testify with them. Mr. 
Bergman said okay, so they need to submit a letter to them, and Mr. Sturgill said yes, 
you submit the letter to Mr. Garn, and it should be a letter authorizing him to represent 
them. If the owners are present, then they can testify, and then he can just say his 
part on their behalf. But if he is going to be here without the owner here, he needs a 
letter authorizing him to represent them, and it has to be notarized. Mr. Bergman said 
all right, he will get that. Mr. Sturgill said the matter is continued now until the July 
1.8th  meeting, and Mr. Bergman said that will -  be at 5:30, and Mr. Sturgill said 5:30. Mr. 
Bergman said thank you very much. 

Mr. Sturgill asked if there was any old or new business from any board members, and 
there was none. An audience member asked if he could approach and ask a question, 
and Mr. Sturgill said yes. 

Tim Hoffman addressed the commission. He introduced himself and gave his address. 
He said he lives next door to the last application of James and Debra Horvath. Now 
that it's been moved to July 18 th , they will be out of town on vacation. Mr. Sturgill said 
he could send them a letter, and they will put it in the record at the time. He said okay, 
because he has a major plea, and he does not know if it would do him justice in writing 
or not. But he has some pictures, and they can keep the pictures for the next month's 
meeting to show what his side of the case would be. His concern is even though they 
are only going 2 feet over into the easement, there are other issues with that. Because 
his lot is abutted to his. That only puts him 6 feet off of the property line for their 
fences. His lot where his overhang would be with a 3 foot run-off of his gutter, that's 
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pretty much going to be 3 feet away from his fence line. Mr. Sturgill told him he could 
put all of this in a letter. Because this matter has been continued, and they are not 
going to have a hearing here without the applicant being present. He said okay and 
asked if he could leave his pictures then, and Mr. Sturgill told him to just attach his 
pictures to his letter, and that will all be made part of the record. It's best to make five 
copies so each of the board members gets a copy. He said okay. Mr. Sturgill thanked 
him. 

Mr. Sturgill said I guess you are the last of the Mohicans, does he have something to 
say to the board. 

The gentleman said he does not know what he is doing, but he has a situation on the 
Eckel Trace subdivision that Mr. Harris was here for. It's not about what he is doing 
there, but he said to Mr. Garn that he is the builder that built lot 4 and 5 there. Now he 
is sure, after sitting and listening to this, he knows the procedure he is going to have to 
go through. But anyway, the sidewalks for Carronade Drive are supposed to be 15 feet 
off of the right-of-way. They put them in at 10 feet off the right-of-way. 

Mr. Garn asked him for his name. He said his name is Kurt Nix, N-I-X. What he has 
done, he built these houses under contract, one of them, and one of them was a spec 
and he sold it. Now after these houses are all done and everything, and he has a copy 
of the Eckel Trace subdivision plat 1 declarations and restrictions. And on these 
restrictions it says nothing about the 15 foot right-of-way of the sidewalk. And in 
speaking with his concrete contractor, they are right there on the line of the township 
and the city. He didn't know, but he went for the permit at the city, paid for a permit, 
and they took his money. Then when he went to do the sidewalks he called for an 
inspection, and they told him they haven't taken that over yet, so just go ahead and 
pour them. So this is where the situation is. Then later on after these houses are 
completed, the neighbor that was under contract has his yard and his sprinkler heads, 
and he assumes it was Mr. Garn that went by and said you guys are going to have to 
move these sidewalks to 15 feet. And to him it's not a safety issue where they are at. 
It might be in the eyes of someone else. Across the street the house on the corner in 
the same boulevard, theirs are at 10 feet. And he thinks that's where the contractor 
went, and measured out, and got that measurement. But he knows to get a variance. 
They got a registered letter from Mr. Harris that says this has to be taken care of within 
90 days. Well, this puts a financial burden on the homeower. They don't want to have 
to move their sprinkler heads and re-landscape their lawn for something that really they 
don't feel is necessary that it has to be moved. Like he said, on the declaration of 
restrictions it does not say anything about where they should be on it. All it says is 
about Carronade Drive driveways which is understandable that they have to exit on 
Carronade and not Eckel Junction, the two corner lots which is understandable anyway. 
But he just came to sit in and find out what the procedure was. And Mr. Harris called 
them to say that if they don't move those, the township is not going to give him some 
escrow funds that he's got coming. So that puts them in a situation there. It's going to 
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nt W. Garn, 
Recording Secretary 

be a cost to them for something like this. Mr. Sturgill told him to apply for a variance. 
He said right. 

Ms. Hetman asked why that man went to Perrysburg instead of the township. He 
responded saying he wasn't aware. It's right there on the borderline. And he agrees 
with him. But really when you go to the city, because he has built on both sides in 
Shawnee Junction there, and you go get a zoning permit, they take your money for 
your sidewalk, and your curb cut permit, and everything at the same time. When he 
came out and got the zoning permit at the township, all he was given was a zoning 
permit, and he was not told that he had to have the sidewalks at 15 feet. So it's just a 
miscommunication there is what it is. Mr. Sturgill said they would be glad to hear his 
case next month. Mr. Nix said so it's his understanding that with the problem there he 
has to come to where, here, and Mr. Sturgill and Ms. Hetman said to Mr. Garn. Mr. 
Sturgill said to him that he heard enough of their procedure this evening to get a pretty 
good idea of what they require. Mr. Nix said right. Mr. Sturgill said that's, of course, 
with pictures, and neighbors, and letters from them. That all makes their job easier. 
Mr. Nix said right. He said it's his understanding that the only one that really wants to 
see them changed is Mr. Harris so he can get his escrow money or whatever is being 
held. Mr. Sturgill thanked him, and Mr. Nix thanked them. 

Mr. Sturgill said to Ms. Hetman that they are ready for her favorite motion. Ms. Hetman 
moved to adjourn. 

Mr. Warnimont said Mr. Garn has something. Mr. Garn said he did not care to get into 
a verbal argument with the last gentleman here, but he has received letters. He no 
longer owns the property. He sold it, and they have received letters. And the city, they 
have let them know that they are in the wrong location. They just went ahead and 
buitt. He had a sidewalk permit from him and never called for an inspection. So itwas 
too late. Ms. Hetman said this guy here, and Mr. Garn said right. Mr. Sturgill said he 
could present his case at the meeting also. Mr. Garn said that's right. Ms. Hetman said 
she thinks they should dig it up and do it right. It was commented to Ms. Hetman that 
that was harsh. 

Mr. Sturgill said he felt so good this evening with Mr. Kienzle that he did get him. Ms. 
Hetman said he got mad. 

Ms. Hetman moved with a second by Mr. Irwin to adjourn. A roll call vote was taken. 
Yes votes by Ms. Hetman, Mr. Irwin, Mr. Warnimont, Mr. Miller, and Mr. Sturgill. Motion 
carried 5-0-0. The meeting was adjourned at 7:00 p.m. 
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