
 

 

MACEDONIA PLANNING COMMISSION 
MARCH 17, 2025 

MEETING MINUTES 
 
CALL TO ORDER: Mr. Westbrooks called the meeting to order at approximately 5:18 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. Smith 
City Engineer: Mr. Gigliotti 
Building Commissioner: Mr. Monaco 
 
APPROVAL OF THE FEBRUARY 10, 2025 PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES. 
Mr. Cox motioned to approve the minutes as submitted, Mr. Roberts seconded and all were in favor.  
 
Mr. Westbrooks motioned to adjust the agenda, changing the order, Ms. Meske seconded and all were 
in favor. 
 
PROPOSED SIGNAGE FOR AUDIO NOVA LOCATED AT 640 E. AURORA RD. 
Ms. Clark was present. Mr. Frantz made his comments. Mr. Westbrooks motioned to approve the plans 
with changes, the non-lit dimensional lettering will be provided as requested in Mr. Frantz’s memo as 
well as administrative confirmation of the percentage of coverage of the doors, and find the 3 different 
types of green acceptable, Mr. Cox seconded and all were in favor.                                         
 
PROPOSED CONDITIONAL USE APPROVAL TO OPERATE A BUSINESS WITH OUTDOOR STORAGE IN A 
LIMITED INDUSTRIAL DISTRICT, SITE IMPROVEMENTS, AND SIGNAGE LOCATED AT 9270 VALLEY VIEW 
RD.  
Mr. and Mrs. Kafantaris were present and gave an overview of the proposal. Mr. Frantz made his 
comments. The outdoor storage was discussed as being trucks and enclosed trailers. Mr. Kafantaris 
stated that there would not be any scaffolding, and that the aerial truck would be stored at the 
Cleveland shop and the excavator would be stored inside the building. Mr. Frantz commented that 
construction equipment could not be stored outside the building. The proposed additional asphalt was 
discussed and the dimensions were requested along with a sketch of the proposed addition to the 
parking lot. A fence was discussed along with the landscaping; Ms. Meske made landscaping 
suggestions. The monument sign was discussed and Mr. Frantz suggested using a commercial sign 
company for the proposal. Mr. Westbrooks requested for the applicants to return to Planning 
Commission with more detailed plans.  

1) CONDITIONAL USE  
Determined to be a non-issue. 

2) SITE IMPROVEMENTS 
Mr. Westbrooks motioned to continue the site improvement proposal to the May 19, 2025 
meeting. Mr. Roberts seconded and all were in favor.  

3) SIGNAGE  
Mr. Westbrooks motioned to continue the monument sign proposal to the May 19, 2025 
meeting. Mr. Roberts seconded and all were in favor.  
 
 



 

 

 
PROPOSED SIGNAGE FOR GRAINGER LOCATED AT 8211 BAVARIA RD. 
Ms. James and Mr. Longo were present. Mr. Frantz made his comments. The brick base of the 
monument was discussed. Mr. Frantz stated that the temporary signs were not permissible due to size 
and that only one sign was allowed per the code. Mr. Longo stated that there were 2 entrances to the 
building warranting 2 signs, stating that traffic would be hard to manage. Mr. Frantz suggested leaving 
the current signs in place until the new signs are fabricated and installed. Mr. Cox suggested a BZA 
variance. Mr. Wallenhorst commented that he would like the brick base to remain and use colors to 
match the building. Mr. Westbrooks stated that the temporary sign could be worked through with the 
Building Commissioner. Landscaping was discussed; Ms. Meske stated that landscaping was required 
around the signs. Mr. Westbrooks motioned to approve the signage plans with the modification that 
there is a brick base to match the building, landscaping around the sign to be approved administratively, 
and to administratively work out the temporary sign issue. Mr. Wallenhorst seconded, and all were in 
favor.  
 
Mr. Westbrooks recused himself from the meeting due to a work relationship with the developer and 
sat in the audience, Mr. Roberts stated that he had recused himself in the past due to a work 
relationship but the work was done and did not recuse himself. Mr. Cox stated that Coblentz Homes 
had built his home, and did not recuse himself.  
Mr. Frantz stated that there does not appear to be a conflict and asked the applicants if they were 
okay with proceeding. Mr. Coblentz and Mr. Filipkowski replied “yes”.   
 
PROPOSED FINAL APPROVAL FOR VALLEY RESERVE DEVELOPMENT. 
Mr. Coblentz and Mr. Philipkowski were present and stated that Coblentz Homes would be the 
developer and would be responsible for the entryway with landscaping and street lighting.  Pulte Homes 
would be responsible for building the homes, grading, city walks, and any type of landscaping for the 
homes. Architecture was discussed and Mr. Philipkowski commented that he has been in touch with Ms. 
Schultz and a meeting has been scheduled. Mr. Frantz made his comments. The scale of the plans was 
discussed. Mr. Coblentz stated he is proposing final plan approval with the submitted plans at the 
current meeting. It was determined that Conditional Use was approved by the City Council. Mr. Coblentz 
stated that the plans show phases but they are hard to see and will be highlighted in future plans. Street 
trees were discussed as Celebration Maples, Ms. Meske suggested using 2 different species and 
incorporating Frontier Elm trees along with the Celebration Maple trees. Mr. Frantz stated that the 
performance bond will need to be submitted. Architecture was discussed and it was determined that it 
would need to come back to the Planning Commission to be approved as a whole but not per lot. Mr. 
Wallenhorst questioned the similarity of the houses, and no same two to be placed next to each other. 
Mr. Philipkowski submitted an exhibit that depicted the change in homes that would be submitted to 
the Architectural Advisor administratively for each home. Mr. Gigliotti made his comments. The 
sidewalks were shown as 4 feet and Mr. Gigliotti commented that they need to be 5 feet. Mr. Smith 
commented that the length of the roads and number of units require a second means of egress and Mr. 
Coblentz stated that they had proposed a through street and the commission wanted a cul-de-sac and it 
was approved with the last submittal and asked to see the Fire Inspectors’ comments with preliminary 
approval. Mr. Frantz stated that the road layout as it stands was approved. The mailbox location was 
discussed and it was determined that it was not shown on the plans and it would need to be identified 
and approved administratively. Mr. Wallenhorst motioned to approve the final plat for the P.U.D. with 
the following conditions: any outstanding items from Mr. Frantz and Mr. Gigliotti are addressed, phasing 
identified on plans, wetlands letters of jurisdictional approval are supplied to the City, landscaping 
entrance approved as submitted, construction agreement performance bond and maintenance bond are 



 

 

to be approved before the final plat is signed off on, the covenants and restrictions are reviewed and 
submitted to the City for approval, sidewalks are to be 5 foot in width, and the storm water 
management plan be approved by the City Engineer. The entrance signage, location of the mailboxes, 
architecture, and the street trees in front of the homes are not approved and must return to the 
Planning Commission for approval.  Mr. Cox seconded and all were in favor.                                                                                                    
 
Mr. Westbrooks rejoined the meeting.  
 
PROPOSED NEW BUILDING FOR PEAK NANO LOCATED AT 8854 VALLEY VIEW RD. 
Mr. Extine was present and gave an overview of the proposal. Mr. Frantz made his comments. The 
current outdoor storage was questioned and Mr. Extine stated that it was his understanding that it 
would be removed. It was determined that the whole Peak Nano Building would be entirely in the City 
of Macedonia and not in Northfield Center. The south access driveway was discussed as being for future 
development. The parking, drive apron, and landscaping were discussed and that BZA variances would 
be needed. Mr. Gigliotti made his comments including that If the property outlined in red on the plan 
was separated, the access drive would have to extend to Valley View Rd. and the parcel could possibly 
be land locked. Mr. Gigliotti requested a topographical map and utility plan, also stating that the 
applicant should be in contact with the railroad and GWD due to the shared drive. The curbs were 
discussed. Mr. Roberts questioned if the rail traffic would increase significantly and requested the 
information to be brought to the next meeting. The line of sight from the neighboring houses was 
discussed and a line-of-sight perspective was requested. Mr. Monaco stated that the equipment coming 
from Germany would need to be certified to meet the U.S. standards and the Board of Standards has a 
list of agencies that would certify it. Mr. Wallenhorst motioned to approve the preliminary plans with all 
of the conditions being met by Mr. Frantz, Mr. Gigliotti, and Ms. Shultz before coming back for final 
approval, Mr. Cox seconded and all were in favor.      
 
PROPOSED ADDITION TO THE BLACKBURN BUILDING LOCATED  8791 S. FREEWAY DR. 
Mr. Seifert and Mr. Blackburn were present and gave an overview of the project. Mr. Frantz made his 
comments. Mr. Gigliotti made his comments and requested wet land delineations and a truck maneuver 
analysis to be submitted. Mr. Seifert commented that the building would be sprinkled. Mr. Wallenhorst 
discussed the architecture, recommending that the addition matches the front of the building. Mr. 
Wallenhorst motioned to approve the preliminary plan for the new addition with the conditions of Mr. 
Frantz memo, variances required, Mr. Gigliotti comments and the architectural comments from Ms. 
Schultz, Mr. Westbrooks seconded and all were in favor.  
 
PROPOSED FINAL SITE PLAN REVIEW FOR A NEW BUILDING FOR NORDONIA LANDSCAPING LOCATED 
AT 1325 E. HIGHLAND RD. 
Mr. Thompson and others were present. Mr. Thompson gave an overview of the proposal. Mr. Frantz 
made his comments, stating that the retail part of the proposal must return to the Planning Commission 
with a separate proposal. There was much discussion about the screening and landscaping around the 
outdoor storage. Protecting the tree roots was discussed and Ms. Meske suggested delineating a tree 
protection zone as part of the landscaping plan to provide assurance. Fencing was discussed and board 
on board or shadow box fencing was suggested. Mr. Frantz stated that any dumpster enclosures must 
be enclosed. Mr. Westbrooks motioned to continue the proposal to the next meeting to address the 
comments, Mr. Roberts seconded and all were in favor.   
 
 
 



 

 

ADJOURNMENT: 
Mr. Westbrooks motioned to adjourn at approximately 8:51 p.m. Mr. Roberts seconded and all were in 
favor.  
 


