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Commission Members Present: Garry Thompson, Jennifer Jansen (arrived at 7:38 
p.m.), Peter Carpenter, Michelle Hawkins, and John Weber.  Brett Iafigliola and Gary 
Pehanic were excused. 
 
Others Present: George Smerigan, City Planner, and Andy Bemer, Law Director. 
Audience: 3. 
 

Vice Chairman Garry Thompson called the meeting to order at 7:31 p.m.   
 
1. Planning & Zoning Case # 07-2021 - The purpose of the virtual hearing is a request 
made by Angus & Madison Hendry, owners of 8174 Olmway Avenue, PP# 281-20-019, 
for a variance of seven (7) feet to Section 1240.05(a)(2) to permit a side yard setback of 
three (3) feet in lieu of the required ten (10) feet; and a variance of eleven (11) feet to 
Section 1240.05(a)(3) to permit combined side yard setbacks of fourteen (14) feet in lieu 
of the required twenty-five (25) feet. 
 
Mr. Thompson administered the oath.  
 
Mrs. Hendry stated that in November of 2020 there was a big storm and a neighboring 
tree fell and crushed our garage.  She stated that where their old garage was positioned 
it took up the entire back yard and they decided to move it to the side of the house so 
that they would have green space for her child.  Also, a lot of the neighboring properties 
have their garages located next to their house.  This will be a single width garage.  
 
Mr. Thompson asked if the old garage was a single car or two car.  Mrs. Hendry replied 
that it was a two-car garage with an attached car port.  Mr. Thompson stated that the 
proposal is to move the garage closer to the home in order to have green space behind 
the garage and then a walkway or breezeway between the house and garage.  Mrs. 
Hendry replied yes but the breezeway would just be a roof and looks like the proposal 
submitted.  
 
Mr. Smerigan stated that there are two variances, in order to attach the garage to the 
house and place it on the side the applicants need to meet the side yard setbacks for 
the principal dwelling which would be 10 feet. Obviously, anything on the side of the 
house that gets constructed is going to need a variance.  In addition to the 10 foot 
minimum there is a minimum requirement for the combined two side yards of 25 feet 
and they will be slightly under that.  Clearly, the applicants are dealing with a situation 
where the garage was destroyed by an act of nature and we have a requirement that 
every dwelling have a garage.  So, not only do they want a garage but they have an 
obligation under the law to create a garage space.  By placing it on the side and 
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attaching it they are making it more convenient and adding value to their dwelling. In 
addition to that they have reduced the size to a one car garage which means they 
minimized the garage to the greatest extent possible. As the Commission is aware one 
of the standards for a variance is, is it the minimum necessary to get the job done and 
by making it a single car garage obviously they have kept is as minimal as possible. He 
thinks the variances proposed make sense as there is certainly a practical difficulty here 
and their solution causes the least amount of disruption and is consistent with the spirit 
and intent of the code. The code intends for a garage and having an attached garage is 
preferrable to having a detached garage.  In general, he thinks the conditions are here 
for the board to make a positive finding relative to a practical difficulty.  
 
Mr. Bemer stated that Mr. Smerigan summed up everything correctly.  The Hendry’s 
certainly have incurred a hardship and our standard, as Mr. Smerigan mentioned is 
practical difficulties. The side yard setbacks are probably the least of a concerning 
nature but it is advisable to talk to the neighbor who may be affected and make sure 
they received notice and to see if they have any objections. He trusts that the Hendry’s 
have talked to their neighbors.  
 
Mr. Thompson asked the Clerk if all the residents within 500 feet were notified.  The 
Clerk responded yes.  Mr. Thompson stated that there are approximately four properties 
that would be mostly affected by this proposal.   
 
Ms. Bell asked if she could see a rendering of the proposal.  Mr. Hendry took a copy 
over to Ms. Bell to review.   
 
Ms. Bell stated that she loves the way the proposal looks.  She would like to know 
where the garage would be located compared to her garage.  Mr. Smerigan indicated 
that it would be behind her garage.  Ms. Bell stated that she has no issues.  Ms. Hendry 
indicated that the survey pins are in the ground and invited Ms. Bell to take a look at the 
area.   
 
Mr. Weber stated that the package submitted was nicely done and thanked the 
applicant’s for providing the information.  He stated that it looks there is a chain link 
fence located next to Ms. Bell’s property and asked if there were any plans for that.  Ms. 
Bell indicated that this is a wrought iron fence.  Ms. Hendry indicated that fence is 
located on her property and is a wrought iron fence and has probably been there for a 
long time.  She plans on keeping the fence where it is currently located.  
 
Ms. Jansen stated that since these two structures are going to be closer together does 
anything have to be done in regards to fire suppression.  Mr. Smerigan indicated that 
the proposal exceeds the separation that is required for special fire suppression.  He 
stated that Ms. Jansen is correct, if two buildings get a certain closeness to each other 
there are special things needed, but the applicant’s buildings are far enough apart so it 
is not required.  
 
Mr. Thompson moved to approve the request made by Angus & Madison Hendry, 
owners of 8174 Olmway Avenue, PP# 281-20-019, for a variance of seven (7) feet to 
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Section 1240.05(a)(2) to permit a side yard setback of three (3) feet in lieu of the 
required ten (10) feet; and a variance of eleven (11) feet to Section 1240.05(a)(3) to 
permit combined side yard setbacks of fourteen (14) feet in lieu of the required twenty-
five (25) feet; Mr. Carpenter seconded.  Poll: 5 ayes; 0 nays. Motion carried.  
 
COUNCIL LIAISON REPORT – Ms. Jansen stated that she had a very informative meeting 
with Mr. Braden Thomas.  We discussed the parking issues that she has been working on.  
She will be working with Mr. Thomas on the next step, which is finding the formula for what 
each business is required to have.  She will be sending him an excel sheet that she has 
been working on and Mr. Thomas showed her different ways to get the data that she needs 
to complete the formulas.  It was a very good and positive meeting.  She stated that he also 
agreed that this will not be something that will be completed quickly and will be very time 
consuming and lengthy.  
 
Ms. Jansen indicated that she has received a lot of inquiries about the basketball hoops 
and they are finally back up at the Village Green.  
 
She stated that Council is still waiting for the guidelines regarding the American Rescue 
Plan and to figure out how the spending can be applied.  There is a survey on the city 
website if anyone would like to take it.  
 
Mr. Thompson wished her luck on the parking project and stated that he does not believe 
that anyone has taken the time to work on it.  Ms. Jansen stated that she was reminded 
often “not to get lost in the woods.”  Mr. Thompson stated that he believes she is taking the 
right approach to figuring this issue out.  
 
OTHER BUSINESS:  Mr. Thompson stated that he received some phones calls and knows 
that the building department also received phone calls regarding Mr. Suhail hiring someone 
to clean out everything on the development he proposed to the Commission.  He was 
asked if the Commission issued any permits and he informed the individual who called him 
that the Commission did not issue anything and that Mr. Suhail was before the Commission 
for an informal discussion only.  He understands that the city also did not issue any permits 
to him for any clearing.  He is aware that phone calls have been placed to the Ohio EPA 
and the Army Corp of Engineers because the wetlands are the biggest issue.  He stated 
that there was no permit issued for anyone to go onto the property and clean it out.  The 
problem is that part of what Mr. Suhail was to provide to the Commission was a tree 
preservation plan and at this point we have no idea what trees have been knocked down, 
torn down, cut up or anything else.  He stated that it may have just been brush cleared out 
but he has no idea. The neighbor’s have photographs and video. In his opinion, he does 
not think it was a good idea for him to do this.  The one thing he will say when the 
Commission was dealing with the Columbia Road development nothing happened on that 
property until all the needed approvals were granted. Anytime a developer starts doing 
things to a property it never bods well if he acts too soon unfortunately. He hopes that is not 
the case here.  
 
He asked if Mr. Bemer could enlighten us on when we can begin meeting in person and if it 
would be after June.  Mr. Bemer replied that there have been no discussions yet. He 
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believes the first thing is to determine what this Commission wants to do it because 
everyone will be sensitive to what has been going on in the last year and what is now 
considered acceptable going forward. What he has heard out of Columbus is that the 
emergency order will be in place through the end of June and there is some discussion 
about extending the virtual meetings according to discretionary use and still comply with the 
Open Meetings law and that would be a General Assembly decision. In short term, June 2nd 
was an official date and he knows that a Board of Zoning Appeals Board from a different 
city’s sentiment is to continue Zoom meetings. He would encourage the Commission to talk 
amongst themselves and where they want to go and will keep everyone informed once we 
get a directive from Columbus.   Mr. Thompson stated that once the Commission begins 
looking at the development on Columbia Road he believes it would behoove us to meet in 
person; but if we are just handling cases like we had tonight, he has no problem doing 
those by virtual meeting and believes it is a lot more efficient but we will let the Commission 
decide.   
 
Mr. Thompson indicated that the Commission does not meet in August and we will see 
what happens in September but does guess that we will continue virtual meetings until 
September.   
 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES – Ms. Hawkins indicated a grammatical error.  Mr. Thompson 
moved to approve the minutes of April 21, 2021 as amended; Ms. Hawkins seconded.  
Poll: 5 ayes; 0 nays. Motion carried.  
 
 
ADJOURNMENT: Mr. Thompson moved to adjourn; Ms. Jansen seconded.  Voice 
Vote: 5 ayes; 0 nays. Motion carried.    
 
Meeting adjourned at 8:09 p.m.  

              
Planning & Zoning Commission Clerk      Date 
 


