
 

 

Glendale Planning and Historic Preservation Commission 

Monday, September 9, 2019  

Meeting Minutes 

 
Pursuant to notice, the Glendale Planning & Historic Preservation Commission met at 5:30 pm on Monday 

9 September 2019 at 80 East Sharon Avenue.   

 

In Attendance: Chairman Tom Breidenstein, Vice Chairman Tom Kerr, Secretary Jill Beitz and members 

Bob Kooris, Beth Sullebarger, Randy Green, Dan Mayzum and Mayor Don Lofty.  Village Administrator 

Walter Cordes and Village Clerk Becky Terrell were also present. 

 

Chairman Tom Breidenstein called the meeting to order at 5:30 p.m. and declared a quorum present. 
 

Agenda Items 
 

I. Review and approval of 5 August 2019 regular meeting minutes.  Ms. Sullebarger moved to 

postpone the approval of the minutes until the October meeting.  Mr. Green seconded the motion, 

and the motion passed unanimously.   

 

II. Old Business 

933 Congress Ave., Brett & Elizabeth Ferrell; Amend prior approved addition shingles.   

Mr. Rod Sidley, architect, represented the request stating the original request was to match the 

existing shingles but the revised plan is to use a synthetic slate shingle on the visible parts of the 

house and dimensional fiberglass shingles on the remainder.  The copper flashing and window 

wells at the dormers will remain.  Ms. Sullebarger asked the life expectancy and Mr. Sidley 

stated that he wasn’t aware but it was stated as ‘lifetime’.  Mr. Mayzum asked if there is an 

example of an aged roof with the material installed and Mr. Sidley has seen new installations but 

not aged installations.  Ms. Sullebarger noted that the material is very convincing and looks like 

slate, but that the 12” sample looked too large in proportion to the house. Ms. Sullebarger moved 

approval of the application with the condition that a 9” or 10” width slate be used.  Mr. Mayzum 

seconded the motion.  The motion passed unanimously.   

 

After a conversation with the homeowner Mr. Sidley stated that the homeowner did not want to 

install a 9” or 10” due to the incremental cost.  Mr. Green moved to decline the option to install 

the 12” slate but keep the option for the 9” or 10” slate or dimensional asphalt shingles.  Mr. 

Kooris seconded the motion, and it passed unanimously.   

 

Ms. Ferrell, the homeowner, later came before Planning for further clarification as there is 

significant difference between the 12” and 10” shingles.  Ms. Ferrell presented pictures where 

the 12” shingles were installed to support the application and stated that the product is rated 

superior for wind damage and is certified by Miami Dade County.  Due to previous wind 

damage, she is looking for a high-quality shingle.  Ms. Ferrell stated that she will get local 

installations of the 12” product and will send the addresses to the Commission so they can view 

an installation.  Mr. Green also suggested a couple of contact and options to review. 

 

III. New Business 

Appropriateness Review of Official Applications 

 



 

 

1. 21 Grove Ave., Julie Hermes & Melody Kozlok: Install 70’ of 6’ solid wood fence, rear 

yard.  Ms. Laurie Pike, General Contractor, was present to represent the application.  She 

stated that Grove is a small dead-end street with only 3 houses on it. The fence is along the 

back of the property and is to keep the dog in the yard.  Mr. Green moved to approve as 

submitted.  Secretary Beitz seconded the motion, and it passed unanimously.   

 

2. 1050 Laurel Ave., Phillip & Nancy Sawyer: Remodel exterior and interior existing of 

residence.  Mr. Fritz Kuhlman, architect, was present to represent the application.  This is a 

building with a 1961 rear addition designed by Woodie Garber. The intent is to remove the 

roof between the main house and the garage and make it flat to match the Garber addition in 

the rear.  This will tie the garage, house and addition together.  Ms. Sullebarger stated that 

the building is non-contributing since it was built in the 1950’s.  The guidelines that apply to 

non-contributing buildings is to make them more compatible with the building or the district.  

She stated that the alteration supports this intent and would not adversely impact the historic 

district, and she supports the design.  Mr. Mayzum asked the look of the new garage door and 

if the garage door is staying or being replaced.  Mr. Kuhlman stated that it is a budget issue 

and the thought is to clad the garage door frame with the v-groove paneling.  The front door 

is likely to be a solid door with no ornamentation and likely the garage door will be flat with 

no ornamentation.  Vice Chairman Kerr read ordinance 154.46(f) that references non-

contributing additions and alterations which states that alterations must be ‘compatible with 

the style and character of the non-contributing structure or be more compatible with the 

contributing buildings.  Vice Chairman Kerr stated this design is so different and out of 

character with the surrounding architectural designs up and down Laurel Avenue it is not 

appropriate and he intended to vote against the application.  Ms. Sullebarger moved to 

approve the application as submitted.  Mr. Mayzum seconded the motion, and it was 

approved with Vice Chairman Kerr voting against the motion.   

 

3. 420 E. Sharon Rd., Rod & Lynn Crider: Remodel third floor and Garage.  Mr. Rod 

Sidley, architect, represented the application.  He described changes to the roofline and 

dormers on the rear inspired by the existing roofline.  Ms. Sullebarger moved approval of the 

application.  Mr. Green seconded the motion and it passed unanimously. 

 

4. 28 Oak St., Bobbie Jo Ehlers: new detached garage rear yard.  Mr. Chuck Ehlers, the 

homeowner, was present to represent the application.  The proposed garage sits at the end of 

the driveway approximately 25’ back from the house.  The siding and roof pitch match the 

house as will the paint.  Ms. Sullebarger stated that it is a nice design and asked if the current 

concrete pad would have to be expanded.  He said additional paving would be needed for the 

apron but the driveway would remain as gravel.  Vice Chairman Kerr asked if the square 

footage met the ordinance requirements and Village Administrator Cordes said that it does.  

Ms. Sullebarger moved to approve the application as submitted.  Mr. Kooris seconded the 

motion, and it passed unanimously. 

 

IV. Persons Addressing the GPHP Commission/Other Business  

1. Mr. Gordon Kwiecinski resident of 775 Hedgerow Lane.  He addressed the Commission, 

following up on the previous month’s Bethany presentation and the comments that Mr. Ron 

McSwain delivered on his behalf.  He stated that since school has opened, there are no gates 

or cones installed since the meeting following the Village request.  He wanted to discuss the 

demolition of St. Faith noting that the building is being used as a construction office and 

storage facility while concrete is falling off the outer façade.  If the building is not 

demolished it will sit empty as no money will be spent on the building by the Sisters.  The 



 

 

Sisters cannot use the building because it is not handicapped accessible.  During storms the 

downspouts drain onto Hedgerow and cause further issues with the water runoff issues.  

Chairman Breidenstein stated that the end result of the discussion was to recommend 

approval of the south side entry work and deferral of the St. Faith demolition.  The 

Commission’s concern is the implication of the demolition to the fabric of the community 

and the standards in place for demolitions when requests are made.  Vice Chairman Kerr 

stated that copies of the cost estimates were requested and Bethany agreed to provide them.  

Mr. Kooris stated that St. Faith has reliefs that could be incorporated into new construction.    

2. Little Creek Bridge Closed – There was discussion about the repair work and the detour signs 

and implication to Village traffic.   

3. Sign committee – Chairman Breidenstein stated that a meeting will be scheduled to begin 

discussions.  The meeting could be in person or via phone and requested that Commission 

members stay after the close of the meeting to determine a date.   

 

V. Public Hearings 

The Planning Commission moved to Public Hearing for the following matter: 

 

Stage I, Community Level Assessment (Hamilton County Community Development) 

Citizen participation (input and views) concerning housing and community 

development needs in Glendale.  Moving into Public Hearing for the Block Grant. 

Village Administrator Cordes stated that in 2014 Glendale stopped participating and Council 

has reconsidered the withdrawal.  Council is looking at funding for lower income and ADA 

accessible items in the Village, as this is how the grant funding can be spent.  The funding is 

on a 3-year cycle and $40,000 each year.  The first round would be $20,000 given the late 

point in the fiscal year.  Mr. Kooris asked if this is for public facility projects; Village 

Administrator Cordes stated it is and shared a list of items that have been funded for other 

communities. 

 

The following options were gathered prior to the meeting:   

1. Crosswalk between the Police Station and UDF.   

2. Crosswalks in other areas including solar powered lights and signage 

 

The following ideas were presented during the hearing: 

1. Vice Chairman Kerr referenced the flashing lights on Montgomery Road in 

Montgomery and installing speed bumps at the 25-mph zone along Sharon Road; 

2. Mr. Kooris recommended that Pickle Ball Courts be installed in Summit Park;  

3. Mr. Mayzum recommended installing a School zone light for St. Gabriel on Sharon 

Road west of Congress that can be seen if turning from Congress going north; 

4. A resident suggested a stop sign be installed at the east side of the UDF on Sharon 

Road. 

 

Chairman Breidenstein stated that this is the first of 2 Public Hearings to discuss the list and 

Village Administrator Cordes concurred, stating that the second meeting is when the project 

is chosen.  He further stated that any other ideas can be presented via email or other means 

and they will captured and included.   

 

Motion to close the public hearing was made by Mr. Kooris.  It was seconded by Mr. Green 

and passed unanimously.   

 

The Public Hearing was closed. 



 

 

 

VI. Adjournment:  At 6:51 p.m. Mayor Lofty motioned to adjourn the meeting.  Secretary Beitz 

seconded the motion and it passed unanimously. 

 

Next regular meeting – Monday 7 October, 2019 at 5:30 pm 

 

Submitted by Secretary Jill Beitz 

As assisted by Becky Terrell 


