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The Ontario Planning Commission met in regular session on July 9, 2014, at 7:00 p.m., in the 

Municipal Building with Chairman Fred Zahn presiding. The following Committee members were 

present at roll call:  Chairman Fred Zahn, Mayor Randy Hutchinson, Service-Safety Director Jeff 

Wilson, Mick Motley and Jill Knight. Also in attendance were: Law Director Andrew Medwid, City 

Engineer Linda Timmer, Zoning Inspector Dan Herrold, and Clerk of Council Cathy VanAuker.  

 

Mr. Zahn presented for approval the minutes of the regular Planning Commission meeting held  

June 11, 2014. Mr. Wilson made a motion to approve the minutes as presented and Mrs. Knight 

seconded the motion. Five members voted Aye, zero Nay, and the motion to approve the minutes 

passed.  

 

First to come before the Commission was Aaron Gobble, 70 Harding Heights Blvd, requesting a 

setback variance for an addition to the front of his residence located at this same address. Mr. 

Gobble said he would like to build a 20ʹ addition on the front of the house for a living room, closet 

and master bath. Once the addition is completed the entire house will be resided and reroofed. Mr. 

Herrold said the 6ʹ variance request was for the front yard setback and does not extend into the 60ʹ 

right-of-way.  The current setback to the existing house is 49ʹ, the setback with the addition would 

be reduced to 29ʹ, code requires 35ʹ. There are a variety of housing setbacks on this street which is 

different from the consistent setbacks on the newer streets.   

 

At 7:07 p.m., Mr. Zahn opened the public hearing for the 6ʹ variance request. Letters were mailed to 

seven property owners adjacent to or across the street from this property but none were present.  

 

At 7:09 p.m., hearing no one who wished to speak, the public hearing portion of the meeting was 

closed. 

 

Mr. Motley made a motion to approve the 6ʹ setback variance for an addition to the front of the 

residence located at 70 Harding Heights Blvd. Mrs. Knight seconded the motion. At roll call, five 

members voted Aye, zero Nay, and the motion passed. 

 

The next item on the Agenda was the final sign plan and variances requested for the entrance to the 

Beer Road Industrial Park located at Urwin Road North. Ms. Timmer said there was over 15 acres 

of wetlands in the industrial park and because this property was purchased with federal money the 

deed stipulates that it must remain wetlands. Special covenants were written specifically so the 

development would have low impact on the area. The resin sign follows the low impact theme and 

is eco-friendly, it looks and carves like wood but does not require the maintenance of wood.  

 The entrance sign will be set back 102ʹ from the centerline of Beer Road and the display will 

be in a carved look: Beer Road Industrial Park with a second smaller sign that has Ontario, 

Ohio. Low illumination will shine on the park name and the landscape that will include 

stones from the Rock Road bridge. 

 The low profile sign across the road will showcase the tenant’s names and logos. 

 There are two pole signs low to the ground on separate parcels at opposite sides of the road.  

 The sign displaying the logos is narrow and 16ʹ high because it is elevated by mounds of  

earth and the low level signage is also on mounds of earth. Two retaining walls made from  
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the Rock Road bridge stones give a terrace appearance with wildflowers. Both signs meet 

code. 

 The Beer Road Industrial sign is a ground sign that is set back from the road so it needs to 

be taller and longer, therefore, a 40 sf variance is being requested. 

 

At 7:17 p.m., Mr. Zahn opened the public hearing for the 40 sf sign variance request. Hearing no 

one who wished to speak the public hearing was closed at 7:18 p.m. 

 

Mr. Wilson made a motion to approve the 40 sf sign variance request at 2650 Urwin Road North. 

Mayor Hutchinson seconded the motion. At roll call five members voted Aye, zero Nay, and the 

motion passed 

 

The last item on the agenda was to propose legislation for a new type of sign description for a “Joint 

Identification Sign”, to be added to the Codified Ordinance of the City of Ontario. Mr. Herrold said 

Avita has requested a pedestrian sign to direct customers to a specific doctor or service. Current 

code does not address this type of sign. Buckeye Village and the GM property could also request 

this type of signage in the future.  

 Sample legislation from Powell was presented to review as a guideline. 

 The sign Avita intends to propose at the next meeting would not fit in these guidelines and 

would require a height and square footage variance due to the number of doctor’s names on 

the sign.  

 Current code restricts height to 10ʹ for a ground sign and 20ʹ for a pole sign. 

 Mr. Medwid suggested making the sign requirements to what the city wants as a standard 

and then variance requests would need to come before the Commission for consideration. 

 The identification sign is not intended to direct traffic flow and should be on the sidewalk. 

 Restrictions on the height of the sign were discussed but some members questioned if the 

height requirement was necessary. 

 Comments were directed to the size of the lettering on the signs and if there should be font 

requirements to refrain readability by motorist because these are pedestrian signs. 

 Commission members agreed identification signs should be placed between the road and the 

sidewalk and no more than 6ʹ from the building entrance.  

 The base of the sign adds 2ʹ to the height of the sign.  

 The height of a sign is measured from the ground. 

 Discussion resulted in changing the sample legislation (c) by adding any part of the sign is 

to be within 6ʹ of the building entrance as long as it is outside of the public ingress and 

egress area. The Commission agreed to make their recommendation, based on the sample 

legislation, that on lots less than ten acres, primary joint identification signs may not be 

more than 10ʹ in height and on lots more than 10 acres the signs may not be more than 12ʹ in 

height. 

 

Mr. Medwid recapped the changes to the sample legislation suggested by the Commission 

referencing the Joint Identification Sign, Section 2 (c) Maximum area and height, by changing the 

first full line in the sample legislation from eight (8) feet to ten (10) feet; changing the third full line 

in the sample legislation from ten (10) feet to twelve (12) feet in height and in the  
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next line of the sample legislation changing from eight (8) feet to ten (10). Amending Section 2(e) 

Setbacks, by adding to the end of the first sentence of the sample legislation, any part of the sign  

is within six (6) feet of the entrance of the building and out of the way of the public ingress and 

egress from the building. 

 

Mr. Motley made a motion to approve the recommendation read by the Law Director and to submit 

before Council. Mrs. Knight seconded the motion. At roll call, five members voted Aye, zero Nay, 

and the motion passed. 

 

At 8:13 p.m., with no further business to come before the Planning Commission, Mayor Hutchinson  

made a motion to adjourn with a second by Mrs. Knight. At roll call, all members voted Aye and 

the meeting was adjourned. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                       ______________________________________________ 

                                                   Fred Zahn, Chairman                           Date 


