
   
 
MINUTES OF A VIRTUAL MEETING  
ARCHITECTURAL BOARD OF REVIEW 
CITY OF INDEPENDENCE 
VIA ZOOM 
January 20, 2022 
 
The Meeting was called to order by Chairman Norm Casini at 3:04 p.m. and the following 
responded to Roll Call:  
 
PRESENT:    Norm Casini, Chairman 
   Michael Gero, Building Official 

Don Ramm, City Engineer 
Steve Rega, Fire Chief 
Jessica Hyser, Economic Development Director 
Anne Lynch, Economic Development 
Jeff Markley, City Planner  

Old Business: 
 

1. 7300 East Pleasant Valley Road, Involta – Proposed building expansion and additional 
generator yard north of existing building. 

 
New Business: 
 

2. 6618 Bexley Court, Nathan Czeck – Represented by Paradise Pools for a proposed in 
ground swimming pool. 

 
3. 6400 Rockside Road, Union Savings Bank – Signage for proposed Union Savings 

Bank. 
 
Chairman Casini asked if there were any additions or corrections to the January 6, 2022. 
Minutes.   
 
A motion was made by City Engineer Ramm, seconded by Building Official Gero, to 
approve the Minutes as amended of the Architectural Board of Review meeting of January 
6, 2022. 
 
ROLL CALL: Yeas: Casini, Gero, Ramm 
   Nays: None 
   MOTION CARRIED 
 
6618 Bexley Court, Nathan Czeck – No one was in attendance. 
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6400 Rockside Road, Union Savings Bank – Tom Moore was in attendance on behalf of Union 
Savings Bank.  
 
Chairman Casini asked Mr. Moore to give a little bit of a description what was happening there.   
The Chairman stated that he was looking at the ground sign near the roadway.  He stated that the 
first drawing was a little different than the second drawing. 
 
Building Official Gero stated that the one drawing was what was existing there now. 
 
The Chairman stated that Mr. Moore was just putting Union Savings Bank in the top panel of the 
ground sign and leaving the bottom blank. 
 
Building Official Gero asked Mr. Moore if he was doing anything with the lower panel. 
 
Mr. Moore was doing nothing with the lower panel now. 
 
Building Official Gero stated that he discussed the wall sign with Mr. Moore before that the wall 
sign was proposed on two sides, and he would need to be a variance from the Board of Zoning 
Appeals to have two wall signs on the building.  The Building Official stated that both of the 
signs were exactly the same; so if the Board would approve the sign, and Mr. Moore would get a 
variance to put up the second sign, he would not have to appear before the Architectural Board 
again.   
 
Chairman Casini stated that he had a couple of questions on the sign that was going on the 
building.  He stated that he was looking at the one where the sign was on the left side.  He stated 
that it was well placed.  He stated that it went four windows from jam to jam, but on the other 
sign, he was overlapping it and not going between four windows.   
 
Mr. Moore stated that was no problem.  He just had it so it was like in the middle of the 
windows, but it could be moved down and keep it in between the four windows.   
 
Building Official Gero stated that the rendering was a off a little bit.  He stated that even if it was 
centered above the five windows, that would be fine. 
 
Mr. Moore stated that whatever one the Board would prefer, they would need to let him know. 
 
The Chairman stated that it could be Mr. Moore’s option.  He could either center the sign over 
the five or make it identical to the one that he had shown on the street elevation.  He stated that it 
would be Mr. Moore’s call. 
 
The Chairman stated that in looking at the front elevation, he was not sure what the vertical bar 
was.  He asked if that was in less height than the letters. 
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Mr. Moore stated that he thought it was just showing how it would go against the building.  It 
would stick out a little bit. 
 
Chairman Casini asked if the support for the letters would match the brick work. 
 
Mr. Moore stated that he doesn’t think anyone would be able to see the supports. He stated that 
he thought the picture was making it look bigger than it really was. 
 
The Chairman stated that he understood that, but he asked about the color of the support behind 
the letters. He asked if it would match the brick work. 
 
Mr. Moore replied yes.   
 
Chairman Casini asked what would the size of the letters be.   
 
Mr. Moore stated that it was at the top of the rendering. 
 
The Chairman stated that he saw the size vertically, but he asked about the depth.  He asked what 
was the depth of the letters. 
 
Mr. Moore stated that he would have to find that out.  He stated that he thought they were pretty 
thin since they were LED, but he didn’t know that measurement. 
 
The Chairman stated that they should have some body to them.   
 
Mr. Moore stated that he could get that information.   
 
The Chairman wanted Mr. Moore to pass that information back on to the Building Official. 
 
Building Official Gero asked which sign was the preferable one. 
 
Mr. Moore stated that it was the one in the front of the building facing Rockside Road. 
 
Building Official Gero stated that he just wanted that for his records.   
 
He stated that there was no issue with the directional signs. They were compliant. The only thing 
was that they would need to make sure, he knows that Mr. Moore sent in a drawing indicating 
locations relative to right-of-way and whatnot; and they just need to confirm that the signs would 
not be in the right-of-way with the directional signs.  He stated that those were pretty clean. 
 
Mr. Moore asked if the Building Official got the drawings showing where the sign was. 
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Building Official Gero stated that he did, but he just hadn’t spotted those locations yet.  He stated 
that when the Building Department issues the permits, they will make sure they have the right 
spots. 
Building Official Gero asked City Engineer Ramm if he had anything. 
 
City Engineer Ramm stated that in case anyone had inquired where the drive-thru might be, Mr. 
Moore had shared the preliminary drawings with them some time ago; and just to give everyone 
the flavor for the route of a vehicle coming in and going through the parking lot, coming down 
and having to turn around and come back through with a drive-thru that would be oriented.  
There were a couple of different versions.  He stated that just in case anyone had any questions 
where the drive-thru was going to be. 
 
Building Official Gero stated that he believed that earlier today they made their submission for 
Planning Commission in February.   
 
He asked Mr. Moore if the ground sign would be lit.  He asked if the letters would be 
illuminated, or there was a flat panel. 
 
Mr. Moore stated that they would be lit. 
 
The Building Official asked if they would be back lit. 
 
Mr. Moore agreed.  He stated it would be from the inside. 
 
The Chairman stated that the other signs on the building they should have a couple of inches in 
depth, and he would think that Mr. Moore would want the depth part not showing up as being lit 
so that only the face of it would get lit.   
 
Mr. Moore stated that they put the panel down with the aluminum panel.  He thought they would 
come out that way, but he will make sure. 
 
The Chairman stated that he thought the sides of the letters should be lit to read well.  He stated 
that Mr. Moore could give the information to the Building Official. 
 
Mr. Moore agreed. 
 
A motion was made by Building Official Gero, seconded by City Engineer Ramm, to 
approve the signs as presented for aesthetics. 
 
ROLL CALL: Yeas: Casini, Gero, Ramm 
   Nays: None 
   MOTION CARRIED 
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Chairman Casini stated that if the Building Official wanted to pass it on with regard to the matter 
of 6618 Bexley Court. 
 
The Building Official stated with reference to the pool, there was a site plan, but he believes the 
Engineer will need more information. 
 
The Chairman stated that the Board will need the fence and all of that.  He stated that the 
Building Official should pass that on.   
 
A motion was made by Building Official Gero, seconded by City Engineer Ramm, to table 
the 6618 Bexley Court in ground swimming pool. 
 
ROLL CALL; Yeas: Casini, Gero, Ramm 
   Nays: None 
   MOTION CARRIED 
 
7300 East Pleasant Valley Road, Involta – Tom Lang, Brad Lang, Hunter Wille and Paul Stein 
were all in attendance on behalf of Involta. 
 
Chairman Casini stated that at the last meeting the Board asked for a few things.  He stated that 
he didn’t know if they got them all, but the Board asked for the decibel rating, and Mr. Lang was 
going to look it up.  He stated that the question was would the generators be visible from the 
street, and the answer was no.  He stated that a section through the north elevation, he thought 
that they had it, and he will go to that shortly.   
 
The Chairman stated that they wanted the applicant to review the precast panels for texture and 
reliability of color of the panels, and then the Board wanted to review the exit doors, if they were 
emergency they must be located in that area, and they were going to submit a sketch. They 
apparently submitted a set of construction documents. 
 
He stated that in going over the applicant’s documents, in looking at the floor plan, it seems like 
the doors to the north could be placed to the east and west unless they would have a specific 
reason why they couldn’t. 
 
Mr. Lang stated that the doors that were on the north for an emergency exit which were code 
required, if they were to have one exit into their generator yard, there was no way for them to 
exit the generator yard. That was a secured, fenced in area.   
 
Chairman Casini asked what about the door on the northwest corner. 
 
Mr. Lang asked if the Chairman was suggesting that they turn that to the west and exit out on the 
west. 
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The Chairman stated that Mr. Lang was stating that the one on the northeast for safety reasons, 
they wouldn’t want to open it up to the generator area. 
 
Mr. Lang stated that he thought that would be hazardous for people to exit the building and be 
trapped in a fenced enclosed area like that. 
 
Chairman Casini stated that the doors shouldn’t have any hardware on the outside.   
 
Mr. Lang stated that the emergency exit doors would not have any hardware on the outside 
facing of the door by design so nobody can enter the structure that way. 
 
The Chairman asked if they were going to try to build them flush with the wall and paint them 
out to match the wall. 
 
Mr. Lang stated that they will definitely be flush.  He stated that they typically would paint them 
a dark brown color.  
 
The Chairman asked why would they paint them a dark brown and not match the wall.  He stated 
that he was okay with that, he was just asking a question. 
 
Mr. Lang stated that it would match with what they have existing on the site. 
 
Chairman Casini stated that would be fine.  He stated that looking at their floor plan, actually 
looking at the elevation, the west elevation, he stated that where they depart from the existing to 
the new, it would be very visible from Pleasant Valley.  He asked why don’t they bring the front 
elevation right around to hide the units and give it a better look from Pleasant Valley instead of 
almost an industrial look from the backside which it was.  He stated that they could do that very 
easily if they wanted to break four inches from the back to the front on the new section.  He 
stated that it was sort of an industrial look compared to the building right next to it.  He stated 
that therefore the panel in the front should come all the way around to the existing and match it 
and conceal the view of the units up above at the same time and give it a much better look 
aesthetically than what it was shown.  He stated that the Board was asking them to take a look at 
it. 
 
Mr. Lang stated that the last time they talked about that, they were asked to put some 
ornamentals in place to help mask that and address it so that the road view would have that in 
place, and that was what the landscape plan showed.   
 
The Chairman stated that he was not sure what Mr. Lang was talking about with matching. He 
asked why would they have to match it.   
 
Mr. Lang stated to mask it. 
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The Chairman stated that it was an addition that was really exposed.   
 
Building Official Gero stated that the landscape plan would take care of the lower part of the 
wall, but this was the upper part that was being referred to. 
 
Brad Lang stated that he wanted to add some clarity.  He stated that part of the diagram was that 
was the side of the building that water comes off.  He stated that it was a slope system that would 
not have any internal roof drains because they don’t want water over the computers.  He stated 
that was why that edge would drop down on that side to allow for drainage.  He stated that it was 
an additional reason why the north exit door would exit to the north and not the west, which 
would be immaterial.  That was why the building edge drops down on that side.   
 
The Chairman stated that it would not look right, and they need to look at this.  He asked if they 
have been out there and looked at it.  He stated that he was telling them that the back entrance 
was open and it would look like the back end of a building facing west.  They were going to take 
it all the way up to the front 100 feet away from the street.  He stated that they need to take the 
front wall and wrap it all the way around to the existing where the new takes off.  He stated to 
make it look right if they want, they should break it at that point, either fit it three or four inches 
or expand it three or four inches until they have a definite break instead of lining it up.  He stated 
that it will look much better.  The Chairman stated that the Board was there just for the looks of 
it. 
 
He stated that secondly those panels that they have now that were facing the street, they have a 
lot of discoloration.  They were light, they were dark.  He stated that he thinks they need to take 
a look at it because this would be the exposure to Pleasant Valley, and it would have nothing to 
do with the back end as far as he was concerned.  He stated that they need to bring it up.  He 
stated that the only way they could look at it was again, the Board asked them to look at the 
control joints between the panels, and he had one but it was really almost a joint with a caulk in 
it.  It will not fly.  He stated that it looked like a solid piece of concrete.  He stated that the upper 
part, he doesn’t know if they would want to make it a different color, or if they want to look at it 
and put an aggregate on the panels, which they do not have on the other panels.  He stated that 
they come out looking flat like concrete.   
 
The Chairman stated that his take on this would be that they go back and look at the concrete 
situation of panels aesthetically and come back to the Board and see what they think.  He stated 
that they don’t have to do what he was thinking, but maybe they might want to come up with 
something else.  He stated that would be fine.   
 
The Chairman stated that the Board looked at their metal, and apparently they changed the chain 
link fence to an ornamental fence.  He asked if that was correct. 
 
Mr. Lang stated that was correct per the Board’s request.   
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The Chairman asked if the Board got any details on that.   
 
Building Official Gero stated that they hadn’t submitted anything yet, they were working on the 
details. 
 
The Chairman stated that they were working on a submittal.  He stated that he saw there were no 
specifications on it, but he doesn’t think those things should be open more than four inches apart, 
the verticals, only because they would want a little bit of closure look to it and not so wide apart. 
So, if that was the case and they would submit them, the Board would take a good look at them.  
He stated that he saw they have a specific type of powder coating finish on them, and that was 
fine.  He stated that the Board wanted them to take another look at the precast unit. 
 
Mr. Lang stated that as far as the precast would go, if they can’t achieve some satisfaction 
through a landscaping approach, then he will have to go back to his Executives and they will 
have to decide if they were going to walk away from the build here and just move it down to 
their Akron location. 
 
The Chairman stated that the landscape was to enhance the building, not to hide it.  He stated that 
the Board wanted the architectural piece of the building to be done right, look right and be in 
coordination with the rest of the buildings in that area. 
 
Mr. Lang stated that he understood the Chairman’s approach, but he has to be clear that their 
preference would be to be non-descript and not identifiable by design. 
 
Chairman Casini stated to Mr. Lang that their panels have all discoloration.  He wanted Mr. Lang 
to take a look at them.  He stated that if that elevation that they had now was up front, it would 
not look very nice, and they would be getting some calls and complaints on it.  He wanted them 
to take a look at it. 
 
Mr. Lang stated that he would take it back to his Executives, and they will decide whether or not 
they build in Independence anymore or they move it to another part of Ohio. 
 
Building Official Gero stated that the Board could make a motion to table the matter.  If they 
need to have a special meeting, they could set up something for next week. 
 
A motion was made by Building Official Gero, seconded by City Engineer Ramm, to table 
the matter. 
 
ROLL CALL: Yeas: Casini, Gero, Ramm 
   Nays: None 
   MOTION CARRIED 
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There being no further business, the Architectural Board of Review virtual meeting of 
January 20, 2022 was adjourned at 3:31 p.m. 
 
 
       ______________________________ 
       Chairman Norm Casini 
 
____________________________________      
Debi Beal, Secretary,  
Unapproved at Time of Release 01/21/22 


