
 

 

MACEDONIA PLANNING COMMISSION 
DECEMBER 16, 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. Cox, and Ms. Meske. Mr. Roberts was 
absent. 
City Planner: Mr. Frantz 
City Fire Inspector: Mr. Kalish 
City Engineer: Mr. Gigliotti 
Building Commissioner: Mr. Monaco 
 
APPROVAL OF THE NOVEMBER 18, 2024 PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES. 
Mr. Cox motioned to approve the minutes as submitted, Ms. Meske seconded, Mr. Westbrooks and Mr. 
Wallenhorst were in favor. 
 
PROPOSED FELLOWSHIP HALL & RETREAT CENTER FOR ST. GREGARIOS LOCATED AT 1252 E. AURORA 
RD. 
Mr. Winkelmann was present. Mr. Frantz made his comments noting the revision of the suites designed 
for overnight accommodation to being classroom/meeting rooms. The shared parking was discussed 
along with the concern for the access drive between the Methodist Church and St. Gregorio’s. The 
showers were discussed. Mr. Gigliotti made his comments and questioned if the Methodist Church 
traffic would use the access drive to make left turns out of the church due to the right in right out drive 
currently at the Methodist Church. Mr. Westbrooks went over the Architectural Advisors’ comments. 
Mr. Wallenhorst discussed different options that could be used regarding the plans. Mr. Winkelmann 
stated that the classrooms would be used for classes and talked about using the showers after playing 
sports games and if the showers were an issue that they would be removed from the plans. Mr. Frantz 
suggested continuing the proposal until they can fulfil the issues talked about with plans that do not 
include the showers and someone from the church can come and speak about the proposal. Mr. 
Westbrooks motioned to continue the proposal to the January meeting to address the issues brought up 
in the staff memos, Mr. Wallenhorst seconded, Mr. Cox and Ms. Meske were in favor.  Mr. Frantz 
suggested that when submitting, it would be nice to see everything in one submittal package.  
 
PROPOSED NEW SUBDIVISION (VALLEY MEADOW ESTATES) LOCATED AT THE INTERSECTION OF 
TWINSBURG RD. AND VALLEY VIEW RD.  
Mr. Cundiff was present and submitted updated plans. Mr. Westbrooks stated that he couldn’t 
guarantee that they could rule on them without reviewing them. Mr. Frantz made his comments 
including that the mayor would rather have the green space versus the payment in Lieu. Mr. Gigliotti 
made his comments. Mr. Kalish discussed the cul-de-sac. The green space was discussed. Ms. Meske 
questioned the detention area and who would be responsible for it. Mr. Cundiff pointed out that it 
would be managed by the H.O.A. Mr. Wallenhorst questioned the riparian setback and it was 
determined that West Creek Conservancy will monitor the riparian setback. Mr. Frantz suggested 
meeting with the mayor to discuss the green space issue. Mr. Cox motioned to approve the preliminary 
plans to take payment in lieu of green space. Mr. Westbrooks seconded. The commission discussed 
1127 (03) (A) of the code and it was determined that the proposal would be recommended to Council 
upon a yes vote from the Planning Commission. Mr. Monaco stated it wasn’t fair to have the applicant 



 

 

go to the mayor, he is aware and made a clear statement that he would rather have green space than 
compensation and not sure what would change his mind, this body must make a vote and move 
forward. The green space was discussed again with different options. Mr. Westbrooks requested a role 
call vote: Mr. Westbrooks voted yes, Mr. Cox voted yes, Mr. Wallenhorst voted no, and Ms. Meske 
voted yes. The recommendation to the council will allow the applicant to have open space. Mr. 
Westbrooks motioned to approve the preliminary plan to allow the cul-de-sac to exceed 600 feet in the 
code, Mr. Cox seconded, Ms. Meske and Mr. Wallenhorst agreed.      
 
MISCELLANEOUS: 
PROPOSED FENCE ORDINANCE AMENDMENT. 
Mr. Ventura was present and submitted exhibits 1 through 6 of inconsistencies in the fence ordinance.  
There was much discussion of the chapters 1133 and 1171 of the codified ordinances. Mr. Ventura 
discussed the loss of property if a fence is wanted on a corner lot. Mr. Wallenhorst stated typically the 
front yard is where the front door is. Mr. Westbrooks questioned the current code and where fences 
were allowed. Corner lots were discussed. Mr. Ventura stated that a standard would be set. Mr. 
Westbrooks continued the discussion to the January meeting so that the commission had time to review 
the code amendment.  
 
Mr. Wallenhorst commented that starting next year he would suggest limiting the information brought 
to the meeting, with not enough time to review it, substantial plans would need to be resubmitted. Mr. 
Frantz stated that applicants should take time to get everything together and that substantial plans 
showing up is not fair and if comments are that substantial, they should automatically be pushed to the 
next agenda for them to get everything together. Everybody needs time to review. Mr. Gigliotti stated if 
new information is submitted to the meeting, that doesn’t mean they need to review and rule on it the 
same night. Simple issues will be reviewed but can’t guarantee action and no plan review at the time of 
the meeting. Ms. Meske suggested putting a statement on the application. If Mr. Frantz memo states an 
action item, then they should be tabled to next meeting to give them time to reply to comments and 
submit another set of plans. They could come in and discuss but there will not be a motion.    
 
ADJOURNMENT: 
Mr. Westbrooks motioned to adjourn at approximately 7:45 p.m. Ms. Meske seconded, Mr. Wallenhorst 
and Mr. Cox were in favor. 
 


