
PERRYBURG TOWNSHIP 
BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS 

26609 Lime City Road 
Perrysburg, Ohio 43551 

PUBLIC HEARING 
AUGUST 16, 2005 

The Perrysburg Township Board of Zoning Appeals held a public hearing on August 16, 
2005, at 26609 Lime City Road, Perrysburg, Ohio. Russell Sturgill, Chairman, called the 
meeting to order at 6:05 p.m. A roll call was taken. Mr. Sturgill informed the audience 
members that they have four members present, and if the applicant or applicants were 
present, he would inform them that they need three of the four members voting in 
favor to pass on an application. 

MEMBERS PRESENT: Russell Sturgill, Russell R. Miller, Elsie Hetman, and Thomas 
Warns. 

MEMBERS ABSENT: Jeffry D. Justus, Bob Warnimont, and Bill Irwin. 

APPROVAL OF 7/19/95 MINUTES: Mr. Sturgill asked if all the members present had 
received a copy of the July 19, 2005 minutes from the meeting, and all indicated in the 
affirmative. He then asked if there were any additions, deletions, or corrections, and 
there were none. Mr. Miller moved with a second by Ms. Hetman to approve the 
minutes. A roll call vote was taken. Yes votes by Mr. Miller, Ms. Hetman, and Mr. 
Sturgill. Mr. Warns abstained. Motion carried 3-0-1. 

APPLICATION NUMBER 2005 -5427. Continuation of 7/19/05 Publ[c Hearing. 
(Variance.) Mr. Beefy's American Roadhouse of 27096 Oakmead Drive would like to 
place an on-site pole sign on their property. It would be 60 feet high and have a sign 
face of 10 feet by 20 feet. Article VII, Section Z (State Route 20/23 Overlay District) 
2.b (Signage) states that "freestanding signs shall be limited to monument signs." They 
are thus asking for a sign that is now allowed. 

Mr. Sturgill asked if the applicant was present, and no one came forward to address the 
board. Mr. Sturgill informed the audience members that it appears that the applicant is 
not present this evening. In the past they have permitted an applicant's application to 
be dismissed without prejudice on the applicant's failure to appear. That would permit 
them to re-file, but it would cost them the initial filing fee again. He asked if it was the 
pleasure of the board to use this procedure again this evening, and if so, he would like 
a motion to that effect. Mr. Warns moved with a second by Ms. Hetman to dismiss the 
application with the right to re-file. Mr. Sturgill reiterated that it has been moved that 
Application Number 2005-5427, a continuance from the 7/19/05 public hearing, be 
dismissed without prejudice. That the applicant be permitted to re-file, but at that time 
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he would start from scratch and have to pay an additional application fee. A roll call 
vote was taken. Yes votes by Mr. Warns, Ms. Hetman, Mr. Miller, and Mr. Sturgill. 
Motion carried 4-0-0. Mr. Sturgill announced that the application is dismissed without 
prejudice. 

Mr. Sturgill asked if there was any other business to come before the board this 
evening. If not, they can have Ms. Hetman's favorite motion. An audience member 
asked that if the applicant re-applied for this application, will they be notified again. 
Mr. Sturgill responded saying yes, it will start from scratch, and all the initial 
notifications will apply. It's not like a continuance. Ms. Hetman said the sign will be 
out front again. Ms. Hetman moved to adjourn with a second by Mr. Miller. A roll call 
vote was taken. Yes votes by Ms. Hetman, Mr. Miller, Mr. Warns, and Mr. Sturgill. The 
meeting was adjourned at 6:15 p.m. A board member commented that it was almost a 
record. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Grant W. Garn, 
Recording Secretary 
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