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Commission Members Present: Brett Iafigliola, Garry Thompson, Brian Chitester, Peter 
Carpenter, and Michelle Hawkins.  Chaz Weber, and Gary Pehanic were excused. 
 
Others Present: Lisa Pasini, Applicant.  Audience: 0. 
 

Chairman Brett Iafigliola called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m.   
 
1.  Planning & Zoning Case # 1. 10-2022 - A request by Lisa Pasini, owner of 9661 
Columbia Road, for a lot consolidation of three parcels, PP# 291-13-001; 291-13-002; and 
291-13-003. 
 
Mr. Iafigliola stated that he received an email from the City Planner, George Smerigan, 
dated Wednesday, July 6, 2022 which states: “I will be unable to attend tonight’s meeting 
therefore I am providing the following comments on this case. The request is to consolidate 
three (3) existing parcels into a single parcel. This lot consolidation will correct several 
existing non-conformities including the fact that the existing house extends over a property 
line and the existence of a sub-standard lot that does not comply with the minimum code 
standards for lots in D-3.  If the plat is approved the consolidated parcel will comply with all 
the minimum requirements of the code for lots in a D-3 district and combining of the lots will 
correct existing setback issue.  As the city’s planner I am recommending the commission 
approve the lot consolidation plat.  Signed George.”  
 
Ms. Pasini stated that she this issue was brought to her attention a week before closing on 
the home and is happy that the consolidation is being done.  This will make things easier 
from now on.  She does love this property.  
 
Mr. Iafigliola stated that Parcel A and the northern end of the properties has a sewer 
easement then the parcel ending in 002, which is a skinny wedge, includes most of the 
house and the rest of parcel 001 is the rest of the house and the garage. Basically, if he 
understands correctly the applicant owns all three but they are considered separate parcels 
and she wants to consolidate them. He asked if she would be doing any house 
modifications at this time. Ms. Pasini replied no.  She stated that one of the parcels is a 
ravine unbuildable. She would like the parcels consolidated to get one tax bill and line if she 
chooses to sell down the road everything will be done.  Mr. Iafigliola stated that a lot of 
times when the commission gets these requests it is usually someone who wants to build 
something. Ms. Pasini stated she was not doing anything.  
 
Mr. Chitester moved to approve Planning and Zoning Case #10-2022 for the lot 
consolidation as presented; Mr. Thompson seconded.  Poll: 5 ayes; 0 nays. Motion 
carried.  
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COUNCIL LIAISON REPORT – Mr. Chitester stated that Council approved the rezoning 
classification for the Terlep property at southwest corner of Bagley and Lewis at the last 
council meeting.  Mr. Iafigliola asked if there was any discussion regarding the rezoning. 
Mr. Chitester replied not from Council but there were quite a few residents in attendance.  
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES – Mr. Iafigliola stated that within the June 15th meeting minutes 
regarding Mr. Chitester’s comments about the Western Reserve property one of his 
comments was “he stated there is nothing else unless K. Hovanian comes in with some 
sort of variance which he does not expect.” Mr. Chitester indicated that was part of his 
remarks regarding ABR as they are reviewing the homes.  Mr. Iafigliola stated that he was 
a little unsure because the next sentence states that Mr. Chitester said; “they are building 
on Western Reserve East” and asked if K. Hovanian was the builder for Western Reserve 
East or Suhail.  Mr. Chitester replied Western Reserve East.  Mr. Iafigliola stated that he 
was asking about the Suhail property as the gentleman from Drees was with Mr. Suhail and 
didn’t know if he was indicating that there was a change in builders.  Mr. Thompson 
suggested a change to the minutes to reflect that.   
 
Mr. Thompson moved to approve the minutes of June 15, 2022 as amended; Mr. Chitester 
seconded.  Voice Vote: 4 ayes; 0 nays; 1 abstain (Iafigliola). Motion carried.  
 
OTHER BUSINESS – Mr. Thompson stated that he attended the public hearing for the 
Terlep rezoning and Mr. Smerigan covered most of the questions in front of Council. 
Obviously, there were a lot of people upset, mostly neighbor’s, who raised a couple 
issues that he I went home and looked up. One of the gentlemen brought up the 
planning and zoning application. The other issue that came up was the master plan and 
believes there was one other item that wasn’t as material as these two.  He stated that 
the commission has run into this before and Mr. Iafigliola brought it up; one applicant 
didn’t have anything other than a sketch and another applicant, who he thinks was Mr. 
Lair, was asking for a lot consolidation and Mr. Bemer wanted him to have architectural 
drawings. So, during the meeting he was wondering where all the requests were coming 
from so he went and looked it up.  One of the pages in the application, which the 
commission does not receive, is items needed for a zoning amendment and believe it or 
not but these are not in the code for us to consider. If you look at the code which 
1212.03, initiations of amendments by property owners, item C is the information that is 
required. There are 10 items and some of them are common things we would expect; 
the application asks for detailed plans for the proposed project including an existing and 
proposed building footprint, street, sidewalks, architectural details, landscaping, 
buffering, lighting, signage, and all other pertinent information to have a complete grasp 
of the scope of the project these are not required in the code nor was an economic 
impact study. He only reviewed the zoning amendment so there may be other things in 
the application that are not in the code; he just reviewed zoning because that’s what 
was applicable.  On the application there is a request for an accurate topographical 
documents prepared by an engineer; usually we get some kind of a drawing by an 
engineer but does not recall ever seeing one nor is that required by the code. He 
brought this up to Council and thinks they will take a look at that because they don’t 
match up and whatever the applicant gets should match what we require. Also, if no 
action is taken by council within 30 days the recommendation of planning commission is 
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confirmed. So after Council’s public hearing the clock starts ticking and they could do 
nothing if they wanted to but he recommended to Council President that they vote, 
although he thinks he would have preferred not to; but when the residents left the room 
it was a pretty simple decision. Another issue he brought up and is something he thinks 
we should look at in the future which is the master plan. He went back to the master 
plan and on pages 143 and 144 it shows that the area we proposed to be rezoned to be 
in a downtown district which by definition is a mix of residential office and retail uses in 
multi-story low rise buildings. Basically, a professional P-1 would fit that designation, so 
it just reinforced our decision. These applications were combined years ago and does 
not think they have been reviewed since then and they are not matching up maybe the 
other ones do he does not know but the zoning does not. Hopefully this will solve the 
issue of what we should do when something gets requested; we need to look at the 
code and show what the code requires.  He wanted to bring this to the commission’s 
attention because the was absolutely correct in what the application says and what Mr. 
Terlep was supposed to provide, but our code doesn’t say he has to provide that so it 
was kind of being misconstrued.  
 
Mr. Chitester stated that the meeting on the 27th was mostly residents voicing their 
concerns and Mr. Smerigan trying to clarify their concerns and the 28th was when Mr. 
Thompson came in and clarified more of the information. Mr. Thompson stated and 
more of what the process was because Mr. Terlep is not done. He will have his zoning 
after 30 days or whenever the waiting period is over but he still has to come back before 
this board to propose something which is what he tried to impress.  
 
 
ADJOURNMENT: Mr. Iafigliola moved to adjourn; Mr. Thompson seconded.  Voice 
Vote: 5 ayes; 0 nays. Motion carried.    
 
 
 
Meeting adjourned at 7:50 p.m.  
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