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ARC – October, 2020 Reviews 

 
ARC-20-12 – Katti Meng, Katti Meng Designs, LLC, 843 N. Cleveland-Massillon Road, sign review, B-

5. 

 

Zoning Comments:  The signs conform to the Zoning Resolution. 

 

Ms. Katti Meng presented to the Commission a proposal to install new signs for Katti Meng Designs.  The 

signage includes a wall sign that is 5’ 4” x 2’ 8” – 14.2 square feet and a hanging sign that is 20” x 12” – 

1.6 square feet. Ms. Meng stated that both signs are aluminum frames with vinyl lettering. She is not 

requesting any other signs at this time.  

 

The Commission was good with the signage as submitted. 

 

Motion to approve as presented by Mrs. Baker; seconded by Mr. Boltz. Roll Call: Mr. Smock, Mr. Leppo, 

Mr. Boltz and Mrs. Baker.  Vote 4 – 0 to approve. 

 

ARC-20-13 – Brian Becker, Becker Signs, 794 Wye Road, sign review, B-5. 

 

Zoning Comments: The sign as submitted meets zoning requirements.   

 

Mr. Brian Becker presented to the Commission a proposal to install a 28” x 32” – 6.2 square foot sign with 

a hanging 9” x 26” – 1.5 square foot sign for Interior Design Studio.  The post for the sign is 40” in height 

and is non-illuminated. Mr. Becker stated it is basically an ACM sign panel, white enameled, black vinyl 

graphics and a digital print for the color wheel (the customer’s logo). He shared that the “Open” sign is half 

inch PVC with vinyl lettering.  There will be no illumination and will be installed on the existing post. Mr. 

Becker noted, via his exhibit, a tree behind the post and stated that it will be removed.   

 

The Commission asked if the “Open” was removable and Mr. Becker replied confirmed that it was; just 

like the Bake Shoppe sign. 

 

Motion to approve as presented, by Mr. Boltz; seconded by Mr. Leppo.  Roll Call: Mr. Weber, Mr. Smock, 

Mr. Boltz and Mrs. Baker.  Vote 4 – 0 to approve. 

 

ARC-20-14 – John Orsini, of BSHM Architects, for Bath Elementary, 1246 N. Cleveland-Massillon Road, 

site plan and building/elevation review, R-2. 

 
Zoning Comments: The pavilion conforms to the Zoning Resolution. 

 

Mr. John Orsini presented to the Commission a proposal to construct a 416 square foot pavilion, behind the 

existing school, at the northwest corner of the property. Mr. Orsini referred to the pavilion as the 

“Educational Pavilion” and pointed out it is just past where the basketball courts are in the playground area. 

Additionally, it faces east to Cleveland-Massillon Road.  The building is a wood laminated structure, that 

is pretty open, to provide a place for a class to meet.  Mr. Orsini used an exhibit to show that the pavilion 

is exposed construction with a concrete slab.  The brick work to the south will contain some of the left-over 

bricks previously removed from the Bath gardens.  Mr. Orsini stated that the slat wall is to provide a place 

for someone to lecture or a backdrop for a presentation. 

 

Regarding lighting or electrical, Mr. Orsini stated that at the moment no lighting is being provided but there 

is an empty conduit out there if the District wants to add lighting or electric at a future date.  Mr. Orsini 

shared that there are some lights on the playground for night time safety and cameras on the building that 

project out to the playground area. 

 

Mr. Orsini presented that they will use galvanized, Simpson brackets with a galvanized metal roof. The 

ceiling of the roof will be wood.  As far as drainage, applicant stated they are letting the water drip off the 
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roof as it overhangs at the back by about a foot; and the frontage of the structure slopes down. The pavilion 

will be installed upon a concrete pad that will be a step-up from the ground.  Mrs. Baker asked if it would 

be handicap accessible and Mr. Orsini stated that there would be an area where it goes to grade, probably 

where the bricks are; they can make something like that accessible.  

 

Motion to approve, with the recommendation that the site will be made handicap accessible from the brick 

pavers to the concrete pad, as presented by Mrs. Baker; seconded by Mr. Smock.  Roll Call: Mr. Weber, 

Mr. Smock, Mr. Boltz and Mrs. Baker.  Vote 4 – 0 to approve. 

 

ARC-20-15 – Work Session: John Orsini, of BSHM Architects, for Revere High School, 3420 Everett 

Road, site plan and sign review, R-2. 

 

Zoning Comments: The sign requires variances to exceed the permitted area of 20 square feet and the 

permitted height of 4 feet. 

 

Mr. John Orsini presented to the Commission a proposal to construct a new monument sign at the new high 

school along N. Revere Road.  The proposed sign structure is 15’ 4” x 8’.  The two-sided sign panel is 8’ 

8” x 5’ 4” – 46.2 square feet and the “Revere” logo is 2’ 10” x 3’ 6” – 9.9 square feet. Mr. Orsini used his 

site plan to demonstrate where the sign would sit. It will be where the construction trailer is currently 

located. He explained that it will be in a grass area, just south of the soccer field, and midway within the 

school’s property.   

 

Mr. Orsini presented that the sign is lit from lights that are in the ground and is a two-color brick sign with 

cast letters. He stated they kept the sign pretty simple and that it is 8’ high by 15’ 4” long. He stated that it 

is adjacent to the entrance for the buses, as well as the stadium, and the vehicular entrance to the east lot of 

the high school. Mrs. Baker inquired how far the sign sits back from the road or the right-of-way. Mr. Orsini 

attested that, from the road, it sits about 20 feet but it could be located further back if needed. Mrs. Baker 

was leery about the sign being so tall with regard to “safe distance” when pulling out of there.  Mr. Franklin 

felt the same way as traffic is chaotic enough at drop-off and pickup.   

 

Mr. Chairman asked how the size was derived and what the justification for making it larger than what our 

regulations state.  Mr. Orsini believed that 4’ x 5’ foot would be pretty small for the overall site the high 

school and stadium encompass. The District thought that the scale of the sign was right for the space it is 

occupying. 

 

Regarding previously approved larger signs in the township, Mr. Funk noted a few that were approved for 

Acme Plaza on Route 18 and on Springside Drive, and those were on a case by case basis.  Mr. Leppo asked 

if the sign is on a driveway or a road and Mr. Orsini informed that it is actually on a driveway. When asked 

about signage on the high school building itself, Mr. Orsini stated he would have to check on that. The 

Commission members remembered some signage being proposed on the original building plan.  

 

After much discussion regarding height, the consensus was that it is concerning.  Being that it is obvious 

that the site is the high school, but also understanding the desire to balance the sign out with the site, the 

Board preferred the sign to be lower. Mr. Orsini felt they could drop it to 6 feet and still accomplish what 

is needed. Mr. Boltz had mixed emotions about the 6 feet and suggested to maybe move it further away 

from the right-o-way and into the grass towards the Middle school. Mr. Smock and Mr. Leppo were okay 

with 6 feet but suggested that it should be pushed back for viewing purposes.  Mrs. Baker felt it should be 

lower because there isn’t anyone that will not know that it is Revere High School. She agreed they push the 

sign back and proposed the District do something nice with landscaping to set it off.  Mr. Chairman noted 

that the signage at Acme was approved due visibility and traffic conditions on Route 18. 

 

Mr. Chairman asked Mr. Orsini to reconfigure the sign, to possibly a 6’ x 8’ and a 4’ x 5’ option, on a site 

drawing with a sign rendering. Mr. Orsini confirmed he would be able to do this and is to forward the 

alternate sign plans to the Zoning office for circulation and the ARC Board’s comments.   
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REVISED SIGN NOTES: Done via email 10/9/20 through 10/12/20. 

 

Mr. Orsini emailed the following revisions/comments: We lowered the height to 5’4 at the street side. The 

west side of the sign has been lowered to 6’-8”.  The overall length of the sign is 15’-4”. The R on the sign 

is 2’-8” and “Revere High School” is 1’-0”. “HIGH SCHOOL” is 1’-8” above grade. The sign is located in 

a grass area. In addition, the sign sites 22’ 8” from the right of way and 29 feet from the road.  The sign is 

located behind the rear bumper of a typical car. The drive to the south of the sign is entrance only. The exit 

for that lot is adjacent to the Middle School. I have included an enlarged dimensioned plan and the overall 

site plan as well. We can provide additional information as needed.  

Mr. Boltz, Mr. Leppo, Mr. Smock and Mrs. Smith had no further comments. Mrs. Baker made a site visit 

and had these comments: “I also pulled up the renders we had when we were looking at approving the 

school way back when. If I am not mistaken as you can see there is to be a big sign across the whole front 

entrance that says Revere High School. I do not recall the size of these letters but if they are the size of the 

one that says RHS Athletics and Revere Performing Art Center, I believe that they would be visible from 

Revere Road very well.  The sign itself is fine, however, I think based on the school’s other options, perhaps 

just the building sign would be enough. Again, the school is the only thing in this area not sure many people 

will miss it, so a sign of any magnitude doesn't seem like it is needed.”  

Mrs. Smith commented that Mrs. Baker made some very good points. Mr. Weber commented that Mrs. 

Baker made several excellent points, especially about previously approved building mounted signage.   

The majority of the ARC members gave approval for the revised monument sign for the new high school. 

 


