
 

 

 MACEDONIA PLANNING COMMISSION 
OCTOBER 21, 2024 
MEETING MINUTES 

 
CALL TO ORDER: Mr. Westbrooks called the meeting to order at approximately 5:30 p.m. 
 
MEMBERS PRESENT: 
Planning Commission: Mr. Westbrooks, Mr. Wallenhorst, Mr. Roberts, Mr. Cox, and Ms. Meske 
City Planner: Mr. Frantz 
City Fire Inspector: Mr. Kalish 
City Engineer: Mr. Gigliotti 
Building Commissioner: Mr. Monaco 
 
 
APPROVAL OF THE SEPTEMBER 16, 2024 PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES. 
Mr. Cox motioned to approve as submitted, Mr. Roberts seconded, and all were in favor. 
 
The Building Commissioner discussed the Valley Reserve sidewalks with the Planning Commission and 
stated that Mr. Coblentz is providing additional sidewalks in Valley Reserve. The Planning Commission 
agreed with the additional sidewalks.  
 
Mr. Monaco discussed the emergency access drive to Spruce Hill, commenting that cars are using the 
drive, and asked who is responsible for maintaining it. Mr. Monaco proposed two posts with a chain to 
close the entrance to the drive, stating that Mr. Coblentz agreed to install. Mr. Monaco asked if the 
Planning Commission would consider the proposal. Different options were discussed. Mr. Frantz stated 
that Spruce Hill was approved on the premise that the access drive was installed and required by the 
Fire Department, if the property was not turned over to the HOA, then it is Coblentz Builders’ 
responsibility. It was determined that the posts with the chain are acceptable and would be cited if not 
maintained.  
 
PROPOSED SIGNAGE FOR VOLUME SALON LOCATED AT 909 E. AURORA RD. 
Ms. Hudson was present and commented that the owner of the building approved the submitted sign. 
Mr. Frantz made his comments. There was discussion of raised individual letters vs a wall sign. Mr. 
Roberts stated that it was a shame that the signs would not be consistent with the neighboring sign. Mr. 
Monaco requested that a letter of approval be submitted to the Building Department from the owner of 
the building. Mr. Cox motioned to approve as submitted, Mr. Roberts seconded and all were in favor.  
 
PROPOSED NEW COMMERCIAL BUILIDNG AND PARKING AREA FOR GROUND UP LOCATED AT 1411 E. 
TWINSBURG RD. 
Mr. Plecnik, the architect, was present along with Kyle and Ryan DiRosa, the owners. Mr. Frantz made 
his comments stating that it looks like the property is currently being used for outdoor storage and 
discussed setbacks while going over his comments. Mr. Plecnik stated that he would apply to BZA for a 
variance for outdoor storage and there was much discussion of outdoor storage. Mr. Frantz stated that a 
passenger-type vehicle with a company logo on it is okay but if putting contractor equipment outside it 
is considered outdoor storage and that they don’t have occupancy and technically are not supposed to 
be using it at all. Mr. Monaco stated if they were going to do the same thing they did on Valley View, 
they were going to have a problem because that property needed cleaned up. Ryan DiRosa said they 
have no reason to store anything on the property. Mr. Westbrooks stated the city will keep an eye on 



 

 

the property, that trailers and mulch should not be sitting around outside. Kyle DiRosa expressed 
concern about the operation of the company. Mr. Westbrooks stated they don’t have occupancy, don’t 
have approval and no permits have been issued to do what they are doing. Ryan DiRosa stated that at 
the Valley View property he didn’t know what was allowed and was only doing what the landlord 
allowed. He only found out it wasn’t allowed after the building changed hands, and he came to the 
Planning Commission to build a building and do it the right way. The timeline of building was discussed. 
Mr. Westbrooks advised them to go to BZA for outdoor storage if they were seeking long term storage. 
Mr. Monaco stated that that they encourage businesses to come to the city and will give them a 
reasonable time to complete the project but they would need to show that things are being 
accomplished. Mr. Westbrooks advised them to talk to the Building Department and let them know that 
they are moving forward with the project. Mr. Plecnik questioned getting a temporary use permit, and 
Mr. Monaco stated that it could not be issued without a building and occupancy permit and questioned 
the type of storage being requested. Ryan DiRosa replied they are proposing a building big enough to 
keep everything inside. Placement of the building and setbacks were discussed. Mr. Kalish stated that 
having emergency access around the entire building is not required but is encouraged. The architecture 
of the building was discussed along with the dumpster. Mr. Frantz stated that they are technically not 
supposed to be using the site until approval is granted and it is being used for a use that can’t be 
approved because it does not meet setback standards and is not allowable because no occupancy has 
been issued. Should they back away from the building without occupancy they won’t be able to use the 
property without building the building. Mr. Plecnik confirmed that the house on the property would be 
demolished.  Mr. Gigliotti made his comments including that the riparian set back and the wetlands 
delineation are separate items. Mr. Kalish recommended for them to keep in mind the square footage of 
the building for the sprinkler system because of what’s going to be stored inside the building. Mr. 
Westbrooks motioned to continue the proposal to the November meeting, Mr. Cox seconded and all 
were in favor.  
 
PROPOSED ADDITION OF 20 PARKING SPACES TO THE EXISTING LOT FOR NORTHERN HASEROT 
LOCATED AT 9456 FREEWAY DR.  
Ms. Sherman was present and submitted updated site plans and gave an overview of the proposal. Mr. 
Frantz made his comments. Mr. Gigliotti made his comments and requested the owner to provide a 
report or inspection of the existing detention pond and wants to make sure it is working properly, and to 
provide a storm water management agreement. Mr. Monaco stated he was pleased to work with the 
company. Mr. Westbrooks motioned to approve the plans with administrative approval of the code 
compliance, Mr. Cox seconded, and all were in favor.  
 
MS. MESKE RECUSED HERSELF FROM THE MEETING AND SAT IN THE AUDIENCE.  
 
PROPOSED FINAL SITE PLAN APPROVAL FOR A 55-YEAR AND OVER MULTI-FAMILY RESIDENCE 
LOCATED AT 10439 VALLEY VIEW RD.  
Mr. Brown was present. Mr. Frantz made his comments and discussed the revisions that were made.  
Mr. Frantz suggested one additional maple tree added to balance out the driveway. The dumpster 
location was discussed. Photometrics were discussed and it was recommended to tone down around 
the entrance. Mr. Gigliotti made his comments. Exhibit A was discussed as not meeting standards and a 
proper wetland survey report by a proper wetland scientist or professional needed to be submitted. The 
access road was discussed as sloping to one side and Mr. Gigliotti did not recommend curb cuts and 
instead recommended the typical catch basin set up. Mr. Gigliotti asked for feedback to be provided 
from the neighboring property owners, and to share correspondence with first energy. The building was 
discussed as being outside of the easement. Mr. Kalish discussed the hydrant spacing and access to the 



 

 

back of the building in detail. Mr. Wallenhorst went over the Architectural Advisors’ memo and 
architecture was discussed. Mr. Brown disagreed with putting brick on the back of the building but 
agreed to do so. Mr. Westbrooks motioned to approve the final plans with conditions: the age 
restriction documentation with council approval, the conflict with the easements will be handled 
privately between the property owners, landscaping will add one additional tree as noted in the 
comments, the submitted lighting plan will be confirmed administratively for compliance, engineers 
comments addressed administratively, the four remaining bump outs will receive brick the same as the 
two that have it on the east elevation, the north and south elevations will receive brick to the eve, the 
exit doors will be painted to match the brick, the fire access issues to be worked out administratively 
and if the compromise has a material impact to the layout of the site plan it would need to come back to 
the Planning Commission. Mr. Cox seconded, Mr. Roberts and Mr. Wallenhorst were in favor.   
 
MS. MESKE REJOINED THE MEETING. 
 
 
PROPOSED 4,292 SQ. FT. FELLOWSHIP HALL AND AN 1870 SQ. FT RETREAT CENTER FOR ST 
GREGARIO’S LOCATED AT 1252 E. AURORA RD.  
Mr. Winkelmann was present and gave an overview of the project stating that they do retreats and 
would like for it to be bigger. Mr. Frantz made his comments. The shared parking was discussed with 
peak hours and access to it. Mr. Frantz questioned the intent of the retreat center. It was discussed as 
singing, scriptures, shared meals, and would like for them to spend the night and do the same thing the 
next day and would most likely be on the weekends. Mr. Winkelmann stated that Father James had no 
intent to live at the church and it was determined that it wouldn’t only be members but nonmembers as 
well that would be attending the retreat. Mr. Frantz questioned if it was permissible and would need to 
have a conversation with the City Law Director. Mr. Frantz and Mr. Monaco questioned if payments 
were made or if it was on a donation basis and the answer was unknown. Mr. Cox questioned the set-up 
of the overnight rooms and Mr. Winkelmann explained that it was four rooms with four people in each 
room, 16 in total. Mr. Monaco stated that he would contact the City Law Director to discuss. The 
architecture was discussed. Mr. Kalish discussed the fire hydrants and sprinkler system. Mr. Westbrooks 
motioned to continue the proposal to the November or December meeting. Mr. Roberts seconded and 
all were in favor. Mr. Monaco commented that the sign in front of the building that was approved with 
the condition of removing the sign out front, and Mr. Winkelmann commented that it would be 
removed. Mr. Kalish stated that an address would need to be put on the mailbox.  
 
MISCELLANEOUS: 
Mr. Ventura submitted amendments to the fence ordinances and discussed them with the Planning 
Commission. Mr. Frantz stated how an amendment to the code is initiated.  
 
ADJOURNMENT: 
Mr. Wallenhorst motioned to adjourn at approximately 8:10 p.m. Mr. Roberts seconded, and all were in 
favor. 


