
PERRYSBURG TOWNSHIP 
BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS 

26609 Lime City Road 
Perrysburg, Ohio 43551 

PUBLIC HEARING 
September 20, 2005 

The Perrysburg Township Board of Zoning Appeals held a public meeting/hearing on 
September 20, 2005, at 6:00 p.m. Russell Sturgill, Chairman, called the meeting to 
order. A roll call was taken. Mr. Sturgill said all members are present, so they can 
conduct business. 

MEMBERS PRESENT: Russell Sturgill, Jeffry D. Justus, Russell R. Miller, Bob Warnimont, 
Elsie Hetman, and Thomas Warns. 

MEMBERS ABSENT: Bill Irwin. 

APPROVAL OF 8/16/05 MINUTES: Mr. Sturgill asked if all the members had received a 
copy of the minutes, and everybody indicated they had. He then asked if there were 
any corrections, additions, or deletions to the minutes, 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. Warnimont and Mr. 
Justus abstained. Motion carried 3-0-2. 

Mr. Sturgill swore in all persons wishing to address the board this evening. 

APPLICATION NUMBER 2005-5481. (Variance) David P. Komives of 26861 VVest 
River Road would like to build a 15 foot by 24 foot storage garage in the easterly side 
yard. This property is zoned A-1. They are requesting that the side yard setback be 5 
feet. Article VII, Section B 2 b (yard setbacks) 3 a states that "Detached accessory 
structures shall be set back a distance of not less than 10 feet." They are thus asking 
to place this accessory structure 5 feet closer to the side yard lot line than is allowed. 

David P. Komives addressed the board regarding this application. Mr. Komives asked 
the board what they would like to know. Mr. Sturgill asked why it was necessary to 
have this storage building in this particular location. Mr. Komives said the back lot of 
their property, they are built on a hill, and the bottom of the hill is a flood plain. This is 
the only section that they can build on with enough ground without putting it down at 
the bottom of the hill where it floods periodically. In addition to that, their neighbor's 
garage, he has the same, a secondary garage there. Their garage would be built in the 
middle of this space. If they push it closer to their house, then the structure would be 
closing on the house, and it would create a walkway in which no light would get in, and 
they want to use that as a planting area. The easterly side of their garage, it would be 
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about the same distance off of the neighbor's structure as it would be off of their 
structure. So it would be aesthetically pleasing in that position. 

A question was asked so he is closer to the Atkinson property, and the Rumps live 
where in comparison to him, and Mr. Komives said they are on the westerly side. He 
then told the commission that he spoke with his neighbor Bruce, and he showed him 
the plans, and he has attached a letter drafted by him, and he has no concerns. They 
discussed that. Like he said, between their structure and his house would be 
approximately 15 feet, but it would only be 5 feet off the property line. And if they 
slide it over, he has a concrete cistern. The foundation of the garage would start 
imposing on that. So they thought this would be the best position and place for it. 

Mr. Sturgill asked if any other member of the board had any questions for this 
applicant. Mr. Warnimont asked where he has the four posts in the ground, is that the 
garage, and the response was that's the footprint of the garage. And that would allow 
them to fill in steps on the back where the cistern is so they can exit down to the hill. 
If they move it over, besides imposing on the house where the roof lines get too close 
up there, they would have a problem getting down to the back yard. Mr. Warnimont 
asked how much space was going to be between the house, and the response was 
approximately 12 feet. 

Ms. Hetman asked how long he had lived there. What she wants to know is he was 
before this board once before, right, and Mr. Komives said yes, and as a matter of fact, 
he still has a copy. They were looking at building the shed. With both of their cars in 
the existing garage, they don't have anyplace to put the lawn equipment, so that's a 
concern. That was back in '98. Back then they had to be 10 feet off the house, and 5 
feet off the property line. So when they said they were building a shed, and have more 
stuff than they can store, so let's build a garage. So that's what they decided. 	 

A question was asked what the distance was from the back of his house to the 
beginning of the slope down to the flood plain. Mr. Komives said actually the garage 
starts immediately. It starts before the house. And the back where the house is, there 
is a flat plateau, and then it's about 15 feet before it goes down. As a matter of fact, 
the back of the foundation is going to be 24 inches out of the ground on the back of 
the garage, and the front is going to be a couple of inches. So it's already a 2 foot 
drop, and it's not even past the house yet. 

Mr. Sturgill asked if there were any further questions from the board, and there were 
none. Mr. Sturgill asked if there was anyone else in the audience that wished to 
address the board on this matter, and no one came forward. Ms. Hetman moved with a 
second by Mr. Justus to accept the application. A roll call vote was taken. Yes votes by 
Ms. Hetman, Mr. Justus, Mr. Warnimont, Mr. Miller, and Mr. Sturgill. Motion carried 5- 
0-0. Mr. Sturgill told Mr. Komives that he had to see Mr. Garn to get his permit. 
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APPLICATION NUMBER 2005-5492. (Variance) Sherry J. Meadows of 25867 
Apex Lane, which is a the southwest corner of Jefferson Street and Apex Lane, would 
like to place a 6 foot high privacy fence around the property and extend it on to the 
north side of the house. Part of the fence would be in the front yard as a corner lot has 
two front yards. This property is zoned R-4A. Article VII, Section J 9 table shows that 
fences may not exceed 4 feet in height in the front yard. That section of fence would 
be 2 feet too high. The owner is thus asking for too high of a fence on that part of the 
property. 

Sherry Meadows addressed the board regarding this application. She started out saying 
she has a little story. When she first put a fence up was a few years back, and at that 
time she had a mobile home, which everyone knows burned down. She had put it back 
25 foot this way, and she was told 10 feet that way. So she did not end up finishing it 
all out. She also had a problem with a road. She was the one that they covered 30 
foot of road over. When they did that, she finally had to come in and get that taken 
care of and get that off of there. There is a big mess on her corner. Her easement in 
the back is only 4 feet. She has nothing in the front. She has road right up to her 
property on that whole corner. She does not know if any of the members have been 
around that corner. It's hideous. 

In the mean time she has lived there for a number of years. Her mom has lived there 
since '87. So she was there when they put the gas lines in. She has gas lines on the 
whole length of that whole properW. She will handle that in her own time. Then she 
was not given back her drainage. That's now part of the road. So when she went to 
go build this new house, she put up the fence back off of her house which is 27 feet. 
She had cornered it off. She is off the legal limit, 30 feet, and then another 10 feet or 
12 feet her fence is off of the corner. So that's 40 some feet off the corner. It's 10 
 foot off the road.  

The reason why she put it up that way, number one, she's a singe women. So it's for 
security. Number two, she lives on a corner. You cannot put anything over on that 
corner. The one lot is owned by the East Michigan Gas Company or something. 
Everybody knows what they have underneath there. Then there is the other lines that 
Columbia Gas put through on the other two lots. You can't build anything there. You 
got dead lots over there. Three dead lots. So her neighbor is trying to get ahold of 
these people now that she knows the address of the two people in Puerto Rico. They 
live that far away, and they don't cut it. The township maintains it. So she does not 
have anybody in front of her. Then on the side she has a park area, and behind her 
she has what she calls a pit. It is 48 feet in the front because it is pie shaped, too. 66 
feet in the back. It's woods. That's all it is is woods. She does not know if anybody 
will ever acquire that because he is asking a lot. 

Mr. Sturgill asked her why she needs a 6 foot high fence out in the front yard. She 
replied that it's not in her front yard, it's in her back yard. Mr. Sturgill said it may be 
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her back yard, but it's the front yard because she is on a corner lot. Ms. Meadows 
responded, on the corner lot. So she is actually being punished because she is on a 
corner lot. Mr. Sturgill said she is not being punished at all and asked why a 4 foot 
fence would not do just as well. She responded because she wants some privacy, and 
because she gets hit really bad with the wind on the corner. She is on open field. 

Mr. Sturgill asked if any other members of the board had any questions for this 
applicant. Ms. Hetman asked if the chain link fence she has up there is 6 foot, and Ms. 
Meadows said no, it's four. Ms. Hetman said that's 4 foot. And that wood fence that 
she has on the side of her house, that's supposed to be the privacy fence, and Ms. 
Meadows said yes. Ms. Hetman said that's a lot higher than 6 foot. Ms. Meadows said 
no, it's not. It's 6 foot. Those are 6 foot. You can't buy them any higher. Ms. Hetman 
said it sure looks it. 

A member asked if on the diagram she submitted, is the deck her front door, and Ms. 
Meadows said yes. The member said is the front on a fence, and Ms. Meadows said 
yes, and her driveway is over here. The member said okay, and so the woods is to the 
west, and Ms. Meadows said to the west here, and she has woods here from her 
neighbor. The member said, and then the dead lots as she referred to them are to her 
south, and she said no. And the member said they are across the street, and Ms. 
Meadows said the dead lots are here, and then the park is over here. And she has 
chopped off some of this right here. She took that and chopped it off. The member 
asked what she meant by chopped it off. Ms. Meadows said she had them cut it back 
because she did not like it because she is trying to get clearance. The member said 
reduce the size, and Ms. Meadows said no, she didn't reduce the size, she made it more 
angled so that when you are coming here, you can even see all the way around the 
corner. The only thing is she has one shrub that she needs cut down. 

Mr. Warnimont said he was out there this morning, and he looked at it, and it's all 
brand new chain link fence around that whole house. And he is going to say it's on the 
north. Mr. Sturgill asked her to step back and speak into the microphone. Mr. 
Warnimont said on the northeast corner it goes back on a pie shape and then goes 
back to the west. Now she says she wants the fence down the front of the house, or is 
it stopping here at the corner of the house. Ms. Meadows said yes, because she has 
her utilities. She has her gas and water thing all there, so she had to go way back 
here. Mr. Warnimont said it won't actually be in the front yard, it's going to be in the 
side yard, and she agreed. Mr. Warnimont said it's coming off of Jefferson, and there 
won't be nothing on Apex. Here's the front yard, and if he remembers right there is a 
chain link fence that goes just like this, and then it cuts across like that and comes right 
back up. Ms. Meadows said right, because she put off the 30 points, and she is going 
to have the survey guy come back out and put her 30 foot points in there, those little 
things. So she was going to have them put in there, and the one back over there that 
Gary cut out. But this is all screwed up here, it is. Mr. Warnimont said it looked like a 
mess this morning when he was there. She has logs and everything lying right here. 
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And that was Gary's biggest concern when they heard with the front yard going here 
and going straight across, that it's going to make almost a square. That's going to be a 
problem with the snowplows coming around that corner. But the way it's back in here, 
he does not see where that is going to affect that. 

Ms. Meadows said with this part up here, if you don't, they are opened up to semis that 
come through. Back in '91 she had to turn around and call the township when her 
mom lived out here because Toledo Edison, when the pole was snapped off in half, and 
she still has pictures in her old shed of this. And once this road was opened up the way 
it was, it's only 22 foot wide. It started out 23, but there was supposed to have been 
30 foot of road. That's what the city told them, that they were allotted 30 feet. Well, 
there is only about 22, not even 23 feet of road around this whole corner. Now the 
semis, they don't want to do what they want to do, and they will just drive out in their 
park area, and that isn't fair. They had one lady who had her electric ripped out 
because of one of the semis. So it's opened them up because there is open land right 
there. And it's not totally their fault, but they have no signs that say load limit. There 
is on Apex coming in the other way, but you can't get in that way. 

Mr. Sturgill asked her to stick to the fence. Ms. Meadows said okay, but this is all a 
problem. Mr. Sturgill said they could not address those problems. Ms. Meadows said 
also a lot of friends and her have a problem with people coming around the corner who 
want to just turn. Not just young kids, but since they put in Levis Commons they have 
a lot of people coming around the corner. She seen one lady in a semi, and she was 
walking her grandson, a semi trying to back up to turn around in their community park. 
She was driving a BMW on the phone almost head-on with another car coming the 
other way. Something seriously needs to be done. But this is another reason. Since 
the fence is there the way it is, they slow down. They take more time. It's just like 
	would you like this in yourneighborhood somebody not slowing down, and you are 
trying to walk your grandson. She asked the members if they understood the whole 
meaning here. But it is basically security, and it's basically for the air because she is 
hit. It's like a whirlwind around there. 

Mr. Warnimont asked her if she was going to take the chain link fence down if she gets 
the variance and put the wooden fence up, and she said no, because she will have 
people driving across the property. Mr. Warnimont said so the privacy fence will be 
inside the chain link fence then, and she responded correct. And on the corner there 
Mr. Garn had mentioned something about cement some stuff in there. She forgets, but 
wasn't it wood she could have or something. Mr. Garn said that was just to cement in 
her pin or stake that shows where her property line is. Ms. Meadows said no, it was 
not that. When he was out he was talking about wood or cement, or you could put a 
30 inch chain link fence. Mr. Garn said oh, it's a 30 foot distance back where you put 
the chain link fence. Ms. Meadows said no, the 30 inch high chain link she could have 
on the corner. Mr. Garn said yes, it can be 2 and a half feet tall. Ms. Meadows said 2 
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and a half-foot tall. But why is she going to do that. Why is she going to put 2 and a 
half foot chain link fence. So she is going to put rock. There is just no respect here. 

Mr. Miller asked Mr. Garn to clarify one thing for him. He realizes that an undeveloped 
lot indeed on a corner has two front yards potentially. But once the election is made by 
the property owner to construct and essentially select the front yard, does that not 
eliminate one front yard, and Mr. Garn said no, and they show it on their zoning book, 
they end up with two front yards and two side yards. They have no back yard. Mr. 
Miller said okay. Mr. Garn said as you would normally think of back yards and side 
yards and so on. Another clarification, privacy fences. They are allowed to have them 
up to 7 feet high in the normal back yards, and in side yards you are allowed in this 
subdivision to have them up to 6 feet high in side yards. Mr. Garn said the other thing 
which is very unusual, there is no or very little green area between the right-of-way and 
the street. As a matter of fact, in some places the street is right there at some places, 
and other places it's only 3 feet away, where in other places in that subdivision you 
normally have 10 to 15 feet. 

Mr. Sturgill asked if there was anyone else in the audience who wished to address the 
board on this matter. Carol Baker addressed the board regarding this application. She 
goes around that corner quite a bit. Her privacy fence that faces Jefferson Street does 
not obstruct their vision going around that corner. It's her privacy for her back yard. It 
does not bother anybody out there that she knows of. The chain link that's for security 
so her dogs can run the whole yard. She has some personal issues with some family 
members, and it's for her security. And with the street at the corner, that needs to be 
addressed big time. Because some day somebody is going to get hurt because people 
don't stop. She would like to have stop signs there. Mr. Sturgill asked if this privacy 
fence would prevent that, and Ms. Baker said what, to see, and Mr. Sturgill said no, this 
accident that she is talking about is going to happenMs. Baker said no. Mr. Sturgill 	 
said okay. Ms. Baker said that will cause no accidents at all. Mr. Sturgill said, and it 
won't prevent any accidents either, and Ms. Baker said yes, it will. Mr. Sturgill asked 
how that would, and Ms. Baker said because you can see down the street. You can see 
around the corner to go around the corner. It's the way that people drive around that 
corner. The fence is up against her house. She drives a Suburban, and she has no 
problem going around. Even in a small car she can see, and she has gone around that 
corner. She has no problem going down around that corner. That privacy fence does 
not obstruct her view at all. It's just for her privacy when she wants to sit where her 
back yard is supposed to do. That's what she wants it for. And in this fire she lost her 
mother, her pets, her home, all of her personal belongings. Mr. Sturgill reminded her 
that they are here about a fence. Ms. Baker said she understands that. 

Ms. Hetman said the chain link fence goes all the way around. The only part of the 
privacy is that angle thing from the house out. Ms. Meadows said, and it goes in the 
back of her yard all the length of the back of her yard. And then her neighbor has so 
many feet, and then she added on to it in the front in between their property and her 
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property. She has it in steps. She has chain link in between her neighbor and herself. 
Well, they have seen how she has it done. Plus she wants to put lights out there 
because she has a lot of kids that come around there. 

Anita Serda addressed the board regarding this application. One of the questions she 
has about the corner and her property, when the road was paved, and she can't tell 
them the approximate time, there is actual asphalt that was paved completely over her 
property on the corner. She actually has two questions. Does her property at the 
corner come to an actual point, or is it curved in at that point. Mr. Sturgill said she 
would have to call the county engineer for that. Ms. Serda said but what she is saying, 
with the way she has set up that corner, she is allowing her chain link fence to be then 
at an angle from that corner. But her concern is she has asphalt covering what should 
be green space right on the corner. And so she has items right on the corner of the 
property to prevent any vehicle from a bike to a semi truck to turn and physically then 
continue to keep traveling on her property which should be green space. She is not 
sure if the placement of her fence then is based on the asphalt or where her green 
space is. Is it being set back from that point. Because then maybe that's a concern on 
how far out that side privacy fence can come up on what is the one side of her front 
yard as they are referring to it. She does not know if that makes a difference in the 
placement of that road, but that was just one of the things as they are looking at their 
diagram, and what they have based that on if that was set back based on her property 
of green space or property of asphalt road which is actually her property. 

Mr. Warnimont said the only thing he would say to that, Mr. Chairman, is that he does 
know Mr. Britten, the city and WC has been working on that corner for probably 4 or 5 
months. Right now as far as what Mr. Britten mentioned to the trustees is that where 
the road is at right now, it's brought out where it's supposed to be. The road is actually 
	on this lady's property, and they had to tTake the blacktop off -her property, put dirt -in. 
Now they are hoping the city will widen the other side to the north to open it up more 
because they had it opened, but found out that it is on this lady's property. Ms. 
Meadows said they had 11 feet of her property, and then they covered over another 19. 

Mr. Sturgill said that's what he is trying to determine is why would not a 4 foot fence be 
satisfactory, and does a 6 foot fence cause any obstruction for the view. Mr. 
Warnimont said not where she is putting it. He can't see where it's going to obstruct 
the view, because it's going to be back from the house inside that 4 foot fence. And 
where the 4 foot fence is now, you have got from the edge of her fence he is going to 
say to the corner to the right turn there you probably got another good 18 feet where 
that corner is opened. But to answer the question, they would have to call Mr. Britten 
to get that. Ms. Meadows said on the corner, like she had said before, the back has 
only 4 feet of easement, and it goes up 30 foot to nothing all the way around the 
corner. She has the road. She does not even have her drainage ditch anymore that 
she used to cut the grass around. That part has all been covered over. It was just 
taken. She does not have drainage anymore in a corner. Mr. Warnimont said he 
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knows they have a catch basin out in her front yard out in the road. Ms. Meadows said 
her storm sewer, and there is nothing. Mr. Warnimont said that is something this board 
can't do anything about. That's something the trustees and Mr. Britten has to work on, 
and the county and the city. Ms. Meadows said she talked to the county. Mr. Sturgill 
told her she was out of order. She asked why. Mr. Sturgill said they were not 
interested in her conversations with the county, they are here strictly for a fence. Ms. 
Meadows said she was sorry. Mr. Sturgill said this thing is getting completely out of 
control, so they are going to get back on the subject. 

Mr. Sturgill asked if there were any further questions of this applicant. He then asked if 
there was any discussion, and then he asked for a motion. Mr. Warnimont moved with 
a second by Mr. Miller to approve the application. A roll call vote was taken. Yes votes 
by Mr. Warnimont, Mr. Miller, Mr. Justus, Ms. Hetman, and Mr. Sturgill. Motion carried 
5-0-0. 

APPLICATION NUMBER 2005 -5493. (Variance) Mark E. Smith owns Paradise Ice 
Cream of 9002 Fremont Pike. He would like to place 4 wall signs on the recently 
renovated building. It has two frontages as it is on the corner of Fremont Pike and 
Lime City Road. This property is zoned C-2. Article X, Section F, table 2 states that 
they may have as many as 2 wall signs, one per street frontage. They are asking for 
two signs too many. Of these proposed signs, three of the four would meet our square 
footage requirements. They would like to replace the nonconforming sign facing 
Fremont Pike with one of equal size, which is twice as large in square footage as would 
be presently allowed. They are asking for two signs too many, one of which is too 
large. 

Ms. Hetman said he read the wrong number. She was informed that it is a typo. Mr. 
Sturgill said that he is right and she is wrong, and she agreed. 

Mark Smith addressed the board regarding this application. He informed the board that 
he is bringing a new business to the area, Paradise Ice Cream. He does not own the 
building, he just leases it. And he asked the owner for permission to interchange the 
existing sign which is now on the Route 20 side of the building with a new one for the 
ice cream store, and then add any additional signs on all the other three sides of the 
building as well. What they have done is they have actually taken the front of the 
building and made that the back. They are now going to have the main entrance to the 
ice cream shop on the north side of the building. They felt it would be safer for people 
to come in on that side of the building rather than on the Route 20 side. The existing 
sign, the large one has been on the building since 1990. And he believes when it was 
originally put up, it was designed in such a way that if a change ever were made, in 5 
minutes you could pop the old sign out and pop the new one in. And he knows they 
have copies, but this here shows where the signs will be placed if they were to be 
granted a variance along the back and on the sides. They felt if, for example, a woman 
were to come to the shop with a couple of children, and they were still using the Route 
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20 side, if one of those children were to run towards the road, it would be almost too 
late for her to get him. So that's why they felt it would be a safer situation to use the 
back side of the building as a main entrance. 

Mr. Sturgill said that makes sense. Now, one question that his associate here has. 
Goeke auto rental used to be in this building, and the response was that's correct. Mr. 
Sturgill said, and they have moved next door, and the response was yes, that's correct. 
Mr. Goeke still owns the building. 

Mr. Sturgill asked if there were any questions for this applicant here. Mr. Miller said if 
he understands correctly they are placing a split rail fence along the Route 20 side of 
the parcel, and the response was yes, sir. And Mr. Miller continued, including what will 
be now be behind the building, and the response was that is correct, sir. And that's put 
on there to discourage people from assuming that that is an entrance to the building. 
They are simply trying to block that off so they will come around to the back which will 
now be the front. 

Mr. Warnimont said you have got a free standing sign out front in the front of the 
building. Is that sign going to stay or is that sign going. So that's five signs for one 
building. The response was technically, yes. 

Dick Goeke addressed the board regarding this application. The building has been in 
the family since 1922 or 3. Anyway, they put this sign up across the old front of the 
building facing Route 20, and that was before they even had jurisdiction over signage in 
those days. So what they would like to do is replace that sign and take down Goeke 
Motors, obviously, and put in Paradise Ice Cream. They do need signs along Lime City 
and the others so as to address that they are serving off of Lime City Road rather than 
Route 20, and that's the reason for their variance. The big sign up front, no question 
it's too big. No question that they can't leave Goeke rentals up there, and they have to 
change it. They would like to change it to Paradise. He personally does not think 
anybody is going to object to that, per se. It's been there so long, and if they change 
the sign, hopefully they will see it, and they won't drive in looking for a used car, and 
they will get some ice cream. So that's the reason for it. They have done extensive 
remodeling to the building. They have water and sewer which they have never had 
since 1923 in the building. 

Mr. Sturgill asked if any of the signs were being lighted. Mr. Smith responded no, sir. 
Mr. Sturgill said no flashing lights, or neon, or any of that, and the response was no. 

Mr. Warnimont said to Mr. Goeke that he knows what he used the other sign for when 
he was in business with the letter sign, and what does it say. What's the potential. Mr. 
Goeke said there is one sign out front, and that does have neon lights on it. He said he 
was sorry, but the other signs, he can put lights on them. The response from Mr. Smith 
was any of the four signs including the replacement will not be lighted signs, or flashing 
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lights, or anything like that, no. Mr. Goeke said the one sitting out front there, yes, that 
sign they are planning to have electricity to that. That's just a neon behind letters. The 
comment was like he has across the street right now, that yellow sign, it lights up. Mr. 
Goeke said right. Correct. He thinks they have it shut off now. They will probably turn 
that one back on. Before that was a light out there that people could see around it and 
also know that there is a corner there, but now they have a stoplight, which is a big 
help to everybody having that stoplight. 

Ms. Hetman asked how much space there was between Route 20 and his building. The 
comment was made, bend over and pick up the dropped ice cream. Mr. Sturgill asked 
if they were going to have the building lighted. The response was yes. Mr. Sturgill said 
with floodlights or what. The response was they do have some floodlights on it, and 
they have put two to the back, which is going to be the front, and they went around 
each side. It shows on there where there are some safety lights there, which is now 
the front of the building, and then there is also one in between the door, which is on 
the back, and there is one on each side as well. Mr. Goeke said they had them on for 
awhile, but they finally cracked too many bulbs, so they shut them off. And he plans on 
having them while he is in operation, and then they will be on a timer so they shut off. 
Mr. Smith said they will be on a timer system so they will shut themselves off for the 
night. Mr. Goeke said they are bright. From this building you can see them all the way 
down to the corner. He has been out there, and they do brighten up the whole corner. 

Mr. Sturgill asked Mr. Garn that if they permit these signs, would they be able to later 
on make them neon signs without coming in for an additional application or variance. 
Mr. Garn said he would assume. Mr. Sturgill said that was what he was afraid of. Mr. 
Garn said they could put stipulations in there. Mr. Sturgill said he was going to make a 
special condition. 

Mr. Warnimont said he sees that on Route 20 they have a door there on Route 20. Is 
that just an exit door from the building in case something happens, or can people still 
come in that door. The response from Mr. Smith was it's a supply room essentially. 
Mr. Goeke said there is actually two doors on Route 20 there. He asked if that showed 
two, and the response was yes. Mr. Smith said they had to make a change in the 
plans. There is an electrical unit back there by that. They have two doors, full service 
doors. Employees could possibly use them, but not the public. They will be shut off 
and locked during normal business hours or at night. The old office in the front on 
Route 20 has been turned into a supply room, and off of that are the old offices, and 
they will have an air conditioner and a hot water tank. 

Mr. Sturgill asked if this was going to be regular ice cream or soft ice cream. Mr. Smith 
said soft serve, yes. Mr. Warnimont said essentially 24 hours, but just like all the other 
ice cream places, closed during the winter, or open year round, he should say. Mr. 
Smith said predominately they will be an eight month season, opening early March 
through October. Could be shorter or longer depending on the weather. They have 
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had a number of people ask if they would consider being opened year round, and they 
might entertain that idea. But for getting set up, that's the main thing right now is to 
be an eight month operation. 

Mr. Warnimont said but they did say the letter sign is staying out front, and the 
response was yes. Mr. Goeke said they would like to have that out there. It's a nice 
sign that they can change letters pretty quickly. He used it for used cars. He would 
put a sign out there that would say car on sale or something like, and use that for the 
ice cream. Mr. Warnimont asked if he was going to landscape around there. Mr. Goeke 
said right now they are going to put a fence across the front, and put up an extra fence 
post or two coming down off of it, and they plan to put a little cover in there just so 
people don't drive between that and the building. They have had people attempt to 
drive through there. So going back before they had that sign, they had trucks rub the 
side of the building there. So in front of the old front of the building with a fence 
across it, and they will have signs showing service off to the Lime City side so they can 
get turned to the new back. 

Mr. Sturgill asked if there were any further questions. A question was asked if they 
heard what the sizes of those signs were. They didn't get the size. Mr. Smith said it 
should be in the information packet that they have. Mr. Garn said that's why he asked 
if they met the requirements. Mr. Sturgill said they are 2 foot high and 8 feet long. 
There was some discussion among the members. Mr. Garn said the big ones are 
basically 4 by 8, and there are 5 by 9's. Mr. Smith said they will be building no bigger 
than 5 by 9's on the sides. And the one on the back, he believes they had it at 2 foot 
by 8 foot long above the windows which are on the new front of the building, and he is 
sorry that it is confusing, front to back and so forth. 

Ms.-HetmarL said they are not taking that sign down that says Goeke Motors. Mr. Smith 
said they are going to take that sign down, and with their permission put one up that 
says Paradise Ice Cream. Mr. Sturgill said if they repaint it, there is nothing they can do 
about it. Mr. Smith said those are letters that are glued. Mr. Sturgill said once you 
start taking it down, of course, that's when you start getting in trouble. Mr. Goeke said 
so if he understands them correctly, they could go up there, and pull off letters, and put 
new letters up, and paint it, and they are all set, and Mr. Sturgill said yes. Mr. Goeke 
said they could do that. He told them that he thought they could come here and get 
their permission. Mr. Sturgill said that's a grand fathered sign, and Mr. Goeke and Mr. 
Smith said, that's true. Mr. Sturgill said a grand fathered sign can't be repainted. Ms. 
Hetman asked how long it takes before it's grand fathered. Mr. Sturgill said this time 
it's put up legally, and then they changed the zoning ordinance to make it illegal. Ms. 
Hetman said okay, there is no time limit. Mr. Sturgill said no time limit. It's good 
forever for as long as it stays up. Take it down, and then they have to get a sign 
variance. 
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Ms. Hetman said okay. She is ready. There was some discussion among the board 
members. Ms. Hetman moved with a second by Mr. Justus to accept the application. 
Mr. Sturgill said he would like to attach a condition to the approval, that being that 
none of the signs shall be front lighted or backlighted without additional approval of this 
board. He asked for a second on that. Mr. Smith asked if he could ask Mr. Sturgill a 
question about that. When he means front lighted, there is existing security lights on 
that building. Mr. Sturgill said flood lighting isn't included, but he can't put neon signs 
on, or the opaque building with back lighting. Mr. Smith said okay. Mr. Sturgill said 
they don't want it looking like a McDonalds, and Mr. Smith said he does not want to 
look like a McDonalds either. Mr. Miller was the second on the condition. Mr. Sturgill 
said there is a motion for the application to be approved with the condition attached 
that the signs may not be front lighted or backlighted without additional approval of this 
board. A roll call vote was taken. Mr. Garn asked for clarification, and Mr. Sturgill said 
on the condition first. Yes votes by Mr. Sturgill, Mr. Miller, Ms. Hetman, Mr. Justus, and 
Mr. Warnimont. The condition carried 5-0-0. Mr. Sturgill said now call the roll on the 
application. Yes votes by Ms. Hetman, Mr. Justus, Mr. Warnimont, Mr. Miller, and Mr. 
Sturgill. Motion carried 5-0-0. Mr. Smith thanked them and said he hopes to see them 
down there. 

Mr. Sturgill asked if there was any old or new business for the board. 

Ms. Hetman moved with a second by Mr. Warnimont to adjourn. Yes votes by Ms. 
Hetman, Mr. Warnimont, Mr. Justus, Mr. Miller, and Mr. Sturgill. Motion carried 5-0-0. 
The meeting was adjourned at 6:55 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Grant W. Garn, 
Recording Secretary 
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