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1 Attachment

5-13-15 BZA minutes.pdf

e 2015-07-09 Main Event_Civil Set.pdf (10.4 MB)
Download the attachments by clicking here.

Teresa and Eric,

| hope all is well. Main Event has continued to move forward and we are ready for an initial review by the
County for stormwater and erosion control review. We are working on the application forms and checks and we
will send as soon as they are ready. If you could take an initial look and let us know if there is anything is a
glaring issue, concern, or if something is missing, it would be very helpful.

As outlined below, The drainage for this site was masterplanned assuming 85% impervious. Our site is 90%
impervious (variance for open space approved by the Township is attached) and the proposed Top Golf site is
75% impervious. Given the areas of each, the net result is less than the 85% masterplan.

As noted, let us know if you have any concerns and as soon as | get the forms and check from the owner, we will
get those to you.

Thank you,

http://www.kimley-

B e B

Bill Butz, P.E. (IN, OH, KY)

Kimley-Horn | 600 E. 96! Street, Suite 460, Indianapolis, IN 46240
Direct: (317) 218-9561 | Mobile: (317) 730-1027 | Main: (317) 218-9560
Connect with us: Twitter | LinkedIn | Facebook | YouTube

Celebrating eight years as one of FORTUNE’s 100 Best Companies to Work For

From: BarnesT@bceo.org [mailto:BarnesT@bceo.org]
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Sent: Friday, May 01, 2015 3:21 PM
To: Butz, Bill
Subject: RE: Main Event - West Chester, OH - Open Space Requirement

Bill

Yes - | feel that you have summarized our telephone conversation correctly.
Let me know if you have any questions.

Thanks
Teresa

Teresa Barnes, P.E., CPESC
«lllw' :})es;i.gré Engin:er Water Distric
SUTLER COUN"@ ut L‘F ~ounty Storm Water District
1921 Fairgrove Avenue

~ oIsTRICT Hamilton, Ohio 45011
=~
— 513-785-4142 Office

513-867-5849 Fax

From: <Bill.Butz@kimley-horn.com>
To: <BarnesT@bceo.org>,
Cc: <clark@foremark.com>, <cwalton@westchesteroh.org>

Date: 05/01/2015 12:08 PM
Subject: RE: Main Event - West Chester, OH - Open Space Requirement

Teresa,

Thank you for taking my call this morning. | wanted to follow up and confirm my understanding of the County’s stance on
drainage and the variance.

On the variance, we understand the County does not have any concerns with the granting of the variance reducing the
green space (open space) on the site as long as the end product for the overall development accounts for the difference in
detention in some way.

On the detention, we discussed two methods of addressing the detention.

1.  The first and preferred way would be to use the unused detention capacity from the Top Golf site next door. As you
mentioned, the Main Event Building permit could only be issued simultaneously or after Top Golf to ensure that their
permitted plan is what we expect and functions as noted below, leaving some capacity in the master planned detention
system for Main Event to utilize.

2. The second way would be to provide on-site detention on the Main Event site to hold back the portion of water
where we would be exceeding our allotment of detention capacity per the master planned system. This option would be
likely used in the event that Top Golf is behind Main Event in schedule, or if for some reason their project gets delayed or
cancelled.

Please let us know if | have this correct and we appreciate your help on this.
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Thank you,

Bill Butz, P.E. (IN, OH, KY)
Kimley-Horn | 600 E. 961" Street, Suite 460, Indianapolis, IN 46240

Direct: (317) 218-9561 | Mobile: (317) 730-1027 | Main: (317) 218-9560
Connect with us: Twitter | LinkedIn | Facebook | YouTube

Celebrating eight years as one of FORTUNE’s 100 Best Companies to Work For

From: Butz, Bill

Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 11:43 AM

To: 'BarnesT@bceo.org'

Cc: PottengerE@bceo.org; George Clark

Subject: RE: Main Event - West Chester, OH - Open Space Requirement

Teresa,

Thank you. We have used catch basin inserts for water quality in the past and wanted to make sure they would be
accepted in West Chester. They are very effective in applications such as this where a development was master-planned
prior to water quality being a requirement or where individual lots must address quality on their own site. As noted in the
attached information, they are a mechanical filter similar to a sand filter, only with a different filter medium that is much
easier to maintain. They can accept high flow rates and maintain high TSS and hydrocarbon removal rates as well. Let us
know if the County will accept these. We are planning on installing them in all Main Event on-site stormwater inlets.

On stormwater detention, we have been coordinating with Kleingers who is working on the Top Golf site next door. In
speaking with them, it looks like they will be able to maintain the 25% open space requirement in the zoning code, which
means that their impervious area will be +/-75%.

Main Event has filed a variance with West Chester to vary from the required 25% open space requirement. We have
requested this variance for a couple reasons. First, we have heard from a few people that there is a peak parking issue at
the overall development and we have been encouraged to provide as many parking spaces as possible. Second, the way our
lot has been cut out, we do not have “access” or get the “credit” for the standard buffer yards that would generally help a
development meet this open space requirement. We have requested a reduction from 25% down to 10% open space. In
requesting this, we have done some quick evaluations as it pertains to stormwater detention. We have outlined these calcs
briefly below:

Stormwater master-plan 16.65 ac. 85% impervious =14.15 ac. of impervious area permitted per the
master-plan
Main Event Lot 4.82 ac. 90% impervious =4.34 ac. of impervious
Top Golf Lot 11.83 ac. 75% impervious =8.87 ac. of impervious
Total =13.21 ac. used by the two projects

=0.94 ac. of remaining unused impervious
area permitted by the drainage master-plan

As noted above, the stormwater master-plan based on the 85% impervious is met and leaves +/-1 acre of ‘safety factor’ in
the system.

Please let us know if you are ok with the catch basin inserts noted above and if you agree with the detention assessment as
well.

Thank you and feel free to call or email with any questions!
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Bill Butz, P.E. (IN, OH, KY)
Kimley-Horn | 600 E. 961" Street, Suite 460, Indianapolis, IN 46240

Direct: (317) 218-9561 | Mobile: (317) 730-1027 | Main: (317) 218-9560
Connect with us: Twitter | LinkedIn | Facebook | YouTube

Celebrating eight years as one of FORTUNE’s 100 Best Companies to Work For

From: BarnesT@bceo.org [mailto:BarnesT@bceo.org]
Sent: Tuesday, April 14, 2015 2:06 PM

To: George Clark

Cc: Butz, Bill; PottengerE@bceo.org

Subject: Re: Main Event - West Chester, OH - Open Space Requirement

Good Afternoon George

Page 4 of 6

As we discussed on the telephone yesterday, BCEO is looking for the submittal of documentation that shows the

Main Event site to be less than 85% impervious area.

As long as this level of imperviousness is maintained, BCEO will consider the detention requirements met.

However, Main Event will still be required to provide water quality.

This could be accomplished in a variety of ways, including but not limited to the catch basins being within rain

gardens in the landscaped island, pervious pavements with sand filters, etc.

Let me know if you have any questions.
THANKS

Teresa

Teresa Barnes, P.E., CPESC
Design Engineer

Butler County Storm Water District
1921 Fairgrove Avenue

Hamilton, Ohio 45011

513-785-4142 Office
513-867-5849 Fax

From: George Clark <Clark@foremark.com>
To: "barnest@bceo.org" <barnest@bceo.org>,

Cc: "PottengerE@bceo.org" <PottengerE@bceo.org>, "Bill. Butz@kimley-horn.com" <Bill.Butz@kimley-horn.com>

Date: 04/13/2015 12:58 PM

Subject: Main Event - West Chester, OH - Open Space Requirement

Hi Teresa,
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Thank you for your help on the phone eatlier today. I forgot to mention it while we were talking, but it
would be really helpful to have the confirmation you gave me earlier in writing (via email) to present to the
Town for them to bless our variance request to get a hearing. Would you mind clarifying that Butler County
Engineering does not having any issue with us getting a variance for the Town’s 25% Open Space
requirement as long as we are still within the 15% threshold the County requires and adhere to the water
quality requirements?

Thank you again for your time and help!

Have a great day!

George Clark
Project Manager

(214) 561-6522 O | (214) 561-6565 I | www.foremark.com

’ Foremark Real Estate Services, Ltd.
F ¥

Foremark

. 8235 Douglas Avenue, Suite 945

Dallas, Texas 75225
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WEST CHESTER TOWNSHIP
BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS
May 13, 2015 — Regular Meeting

MEMBERS PRESENT: Mr, Hackney, Mr, Whited,
Mr. Lenz, M. Riddell, Mr. Cavens
MEMBERS ABSENT: Mr. Moeller
STAFF PRESENT: Cathy Walton, Code Enforcement Officer
Vicki Sparks, Administrative Assistant
CALL TO ORDER: 6:30 PM
ADJOURNMENT 8:30 PM

Mr. Hackney called the meeting of the West Chester Board of Zoning Appeals to order.

Ms. Walton called {he roll

BZA 15-11 Northsiar Care Services, LLC

Ms. Walton was sworn in by Me, Hackney.

Ms. Walton presented the staff report including a PowerPoint presentation, current zoning
in the area, aerials, background of request, staff comments, outside agency comments, and
case history. Ms. Walton stated that the applicant is requesting a conditional use for the
property at 7505 West Chester Road to allow a senior adult day program in an R-1A, which
js Suburban Residence district.  Ms. Walton reviewed the standards for a conditional use
with the board members.

Mr. Whited questioned what the 12-15 people would be added to. Ms. Walton stated that they
would be bringing in another 12-15 seniors to what is the normal daily clientele at the pay lake.

Mr. Riddell questioned how the seniors would be transported. Ms. Walton stated that those
coming from the Charleston Club would be transported by a senior bus and that there would be
additional seniors that recetve in-home care who would come individually.

Mr. Hackney swore the applicant in.
Apphicant:  Huagh Clark

7780 Service Center Drive
West Chester OH 45069
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vir. Clark stated thal he has a desure to develop an oasis for semors. He stated that he gets many
calls from people, looking for something like this. He stated that the vision would be fo create a
lodge type of an environment. Mr, Clark stated that Lake Butler Lodge is something that they
envision; something {hat is cedar-sided, with decks overlooking the lake. Mr. Clark stated thal
they would also like 1o erect temporary teepees to expamnd the availability (o include boys and
pirls clubs.

Mr. Hackney questioned if the intent s (o take down or remodel the existing building. Mr. Clark
stated that they would remodel and expand . He stated thal they wanted il o be less
institutional and more home-like.  Mr. Clark stafed that many seniors are oftentimes
uncomfortable having a caretaker come into their home. He stated that this gives them another
option.  Mr. Clark stated that this facility would be heavily supervised and have a professional
staff, including nurses.

Mr. Hackney questioned il the Charleston Club is strictly an adult day care center. Mr. Clark
stated that it is. He stated that they accept clients from the age of 22 and up. Mr. Clark stated
that the average population is around 45-50 years old.

Mr. Ilackney questioned what the hours of operation are. Mr. Clark stafed thal it would be
normal hours.

Mr. Whiied stated that he thinks that this is a wonderful idea. Mr. Whited questioned what the
Hmitation of the number of clients would be. M. Clark stated that he had the same concerns
because he receives calls daily needing this type of service. He staled that it would be
determined by what is best for the community. They would prefer to have a smaller community
with more personalized care,

Mr. Whited questioned if they are licensed and how is the club governed. He questioned how
many clients were allowed. Mr. Clark stated that that would be governed by the Department of
Aging.

M. Riddell questioned whether there 1s an agency for adult care such as there is for child care,
like the Department of Jobs and Family Services. Mr. Clark stated that there 1s and that there are
state guidelines and that they are inspected every three years.

Mr. Lenz questioned regarding fransportation from the Charleston Club to the proposed facility
and guestioned whether 1000 square feet would be adequate [or the nummber of people expected.
Mr. Clark stated that it woulid.

Mr. Riddell questioned whether the clients are outside part of the time. Mr. Clark stated that
they would be and that there are many activities for them.

Mr. Cavens questioned if this is similar to a day camp. Mr. Clark stated thal some people would
choose to stay at the facility for the day, while others would be able to be involved in other
activities. Mr. Cavens questioned if they knew what the current number of patrons would be.
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Mr. Clark stated that the number of patrons to the pay lake has dimished, so il’s hard to
determine exactly how many people would be involved.

Mr. Cavens questioned how many parking spaces there are. Mr. Clark stated that he thought
there were probably about twenty bul that there is room for additional parking.

Mr. T.enz questioned regarding setting up teepees for boys and girls clubs if this facility ts meant
for adults. Mr. Clark stated that they would just fike to give the community opportunities to
enjoy the lake.

Mr. Tackney questioned if they are currently required o be licensed. Mr. Clark stated that they
are certified by the Obio Department of Developmental Disabilities for the purposes of operating
the Charlesion Club, He stated that through the state of Ohio there are broad guidelines and no
licensure for adult day care. He stated that they would follow the guidelines that they adhere to
at the Charleston Club.

Mr. Hackney questioned what the operating hours would be. M. Clark stated that they operate
the Charlesion Club from about 7:00 am to about 5:30 in the evening. He stated that this allows
working people the time to drop off and pick up before and after work. Mr. Clark stated that the
pay lake would remain open later for the rest of the community.

Mr. Riddell stated that he would encourage them to keep the pay lake open. Mr. Riddell
questioned security issues for those clients who might possibly try to leave the property. M.
Clark stated that they have not experienced that. He stated that the clients are highty supervised
without being smothering,

Mr. Whited guestioned if there are any limits to the number of clients. Mr. Clark stated that if is
strictly company policy.

Mr. Cavens questioned if Mr. Clark would be ok with the board putting a stipulation as to the
number of clients they could have. Mr, Clark stated that they would be absohutely fine with it.

Proponent:  None
Mr. Miller was sworn i by Mr., Hackney.
Opponent:  Gary Miller
7394 West Chester Road
West Chester QR 45009

Mr. Miller stated thal he is opposed due to safety concerns of traffic entering and exiling the
property. He stated that he is in favor of the idea but be is opposed to the location.

MNeafral: Danielle Richardson
7482 Fence Row
West Chester OLL 45069

SR
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Ms. Richardson stated that she loves this property. She stated that she thinks the proposed use 1s
a great idea. Ms. Richardson questioned whether this property will still have a single family
residence. Ms. Richardson aiso questioned the school bus issue.

Apphcant:  Hugh Clark
7786 Service Center Drive
West (Cliesier OH 45069

Mr. Clark stated that the clients are transported in vehicles that are smaller than school buses,
many times in minivans. Mr. Clark staied that the 1200 square foot residence will remain in the

bhasement,

Beoard Deliberation

Mr. Whited questioned if the existing residence on the property was an issue or whether it was
grandfathered in. Ms. Walton stated that it 1s ok.

Mr. Hackney questioned whether the second parcel belongs fo the same owner. Ms. Walton
stated that if does.

Mr. 1eny stated that he likes the concept but that he has real concerns with the mixed use; adult
day care, fishing lake, teepees for boys and girls clubs. Mr. Lenz stated that he thinks that we
should put a limit on (he pumber of day care clients and on the hours that they could be brought
onto the site.

Mr. Cavens stated thal in many ways he agrees with Mr. Lenz and staled that he believes this
concepl is a great idea. However, he stated that he does not have a concern with the pay lake.
Mr. Cavens stated that he likes the idea of these patients being able to be together with younger
families and others in the comnunity. Mr. Cavens stated that he does believe that there should
be a limit on the number of chents.

Mr. Riddell stated that he likes the idea but agrees that there should be a limit on the number of
clients.

Mr. Whited qguestioned staff if this is a legal non-conforming use. Ms. Walton stated that it is.
Mr. Whited stated that as it sits now, they can have as many people as they want on the property.
He questioned whether the resirictions on the conditional use would change with future
ownership. Ms. Walton stated that it would remain the same.

Mr. Riddell questioned whether Mr. Clark could have brought as many seniors there as he
wanted, even if he was not purchasing the property from the current owner. Ms. Walton stated
that there would be no limit.

Mr. Hackney stated that he felt there was a difference since Mr. Clark plans on taking care of
these people. Mr. Flackney stated that he is not against this, but feels that limitations shouid be
sel as to the number of people. He stated that he would be comfortable with 20-25 people.
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Mr. Cavens agreed with Mr. Hackney and suggested that they go by the number of parking
spaces and allow 20 people.

Mr. Whited questioned regarding past cases of legal non-conforming use. Ms. Walfon stated that
this is not an expansion of the non-conformance. She stated that it is a use that ts permitted as a
conditional use.

Mz, Hackney questioned if the applicant would still need a conditional use il the existing pay
lake and restaurant were taken away. Ms. Walton stated that they would still need a conditional
use.

Mr. Riddell stated that he feels that we should set a number for how many clients are allowed.

Mr. Hackney questioned Ms. Walton regarding capacity signs thal you see in restaurants,
meeting rooms, efc. Ms. Walton stated that the capacity is determined by the Fire Department.

Mr. Lenz stated that he imagined there would be additional supervisory staff, depending on the
number of clients.

Mr. Cavens questioned whether the applicant could come back io ask for a variance 1f he wanted
to have more clients thanp what we limil him to. Ms. Walton stated he could come back if he
wanted a variance to expand to allow for more clients.

Mr. Riddell stated that he is ok with this proposal.

Mr. Cavens made a mofien fo approve BZA 15-11 as submitted, contingent on maintaining
a imit of 21 supervised semiors at any given time,

Mr. Whited seconded,

Mr. Lenz questioned if the board was putting limits on the bours of operation. Mr, Hackney
stated that be would like to see limitations. Mr. Riddell stated that he agreed with Mr. Cavens
that there was no need for limitations, as he felt that Mr. Clark would use good judgment.

Aye: Mr. Whited, Mr. Riddell, Mr. Cavens

Nay: Mr. Hackmey, Mr. Lenz

BAA 15-12 Don Warmbier

Ms. Walion was sworn in by Mr. Hackney.

Ms. Walton presented the staff report including a PowerPoint presentation, current zoning
in the area, aerials, background of request, staff comments, outside agency comiments, and
case history. Ms. Walton stated that the applicant is requesting a variance for the property
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at 9142 Revere Run to allow poultry husbandry on a lot with less than three acres. The
property is zoned R-1A, which is Suburban Residence District. Ms. Walton reviewed the
standards for a variance with the board members.

Mr. Whited questioned why someone needs a variance to allow pets. He questioned why
chickens are not considered pets. Mr. Hackney stated that these are not pets. Ms. Walton
stated that, by definition this is poultry husbandry, which requires a variance if the
property is less than three acres, Mr. Whited questioned why there are no restrictions on
hamsters and rabbits, etc. Mr. Lenz stated that it's because they are not farm animals.

My, Cavens questioned whether this was an HOA community. Ms. Walton stated that she
did not know the answer to that.

Mr. Lenz questioned regarding the two accessory structures. Ms. Walton stated that the
applicant is removing one structure in order to build the coop.

Mr. Whited questioned whether our restrictions would trump HOA guidelines. Ms. Walton
confirmed that the BOA may have additional restrictions that are outside our code but they
cannot have regulations that violate the zoning code.

Mr. Warmbier was sworn in by Mr. Hackney.

Applicant:  Don Warmbier
9142 Hevere Run
West Chester OH 45069

Mir. Warmbier stated that there is no HOA. Mr. Warmbier stated that they have gone to all the
neighbors within 200° of their property asking them to sign a petition if they were in favor of this
proposal, Mr. Warmbier stated that they had no objections from any of them.

Propenent: None
Ms. Vilkosky was sworn in by Mr. Hackney.

Opponent:  Jane Vilkosky
9204 Revere Run
West Chester OH 45069

Ms. Vilkosky questioned if there was a limit of four chickens and if roosters would be allowed.
Mr. Hackney stated that that was the recommendation of staff but that the board would decide
for sure. Ms. Vilkosky also questioned the size and appearance of the coop and would the
variance stay with the property if ownership changed. Mr. Lenz stated that the variance would
go with the property. Mr. Hackney staied that there weren’t any restrictions on the size of the
coop, other than what the board might stipulate.

Neutral: None
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Board Deliberation

Mr. Lenz stated that he felt this was a pretty gross change from the intended three acres to fess
than one acre.

Mr. Whited staled he felt that we should enforce the current code.

Mr. Cavens stated that he feels that the code is outdated and that it should be allowed as long as
the neighbors are ok with it

Mr. Riddel! stated regarding the code, the Board of Trustees agreed that the variance process was
adequate to handle this issue versus changing the code.

Mr. Hackney stated that he is nol necessarily opposed but that he would like to see some
stipulations that there be a timeline of perhaps two years to allow neighbors to have impul {or or
against. Mr. Cavens stated that he thought this was a great idea. Mr. W hited agreed, stating that
the board doesn’t normaliy base their decision on what the current neighbors think.

Mr. Tackney questioned staff whether the board could make such stipulations. Ms. Walton
referenced a couple of other cases where the board had put a time limit and made the applicant
come back at a future date to reapply. Mr. Whited stated that he believed that those were given
when a development was in process. e stated that be doesn’t believe it’s been done in a
situation like this.

Mr. Hackney and Mr. Cavens agreed that there could be a time limit put in place.

Mr. Lenz stated that he felt he could only approve this if the property was close to three acres in
Rize:

Mr. Hackney stated that be doesn’t remember seeing a fence in this yard and he wondered how
the chickens might be confined to the yard.

Applicant:  Don Warmbier
9142 Revere Run
West Chester O 45009

Mr. Warmbier staled that they have been in this house for aver 22 years. He stated that they take
care of their property and are good neighbors. Mr. Warmbier stated that they can self-govern and
that if there were any problems, they would take care of it. Mr. Warmbier stated that they do not
have a problem with having a time limit put on and requiring them to come back and reappty n
eighteen months.

Mr. Cavens questioned whether the applicant afready has chickens. Mr. Warmbier stated that
they do and that they were given to him before he realized that it was against township
regulations.
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Mr. Riddell questioned how loud the chickens are. Mr. Warmbier stated that they are not.

Mr. Whited questioned staff as to what happens if another owner buys this property and does not
take care of it as well as this applicant. Mr. Whited stated that he is concerned about the size of
the ot as it is well under the required three acres.

Mr. Cavens stated that he agrees with Mr. Hackney that this proposal ts ok, as fong as the board
puts some stipulations on it, such as requiring the applicant to come back in eighteen months.

Myr. Hackney made a motion to approve BZA 15-12 with the stipulation that there be no
more than four chickens, no roosters, require the coop to have a pen that would enclese the
chickens and that it be no closer than twenty feet from the property line, and that all feed
be kept in a rodent and predator free container, and also that the approval would expire in
an eighteen period, at which fime the owner would need to apply for another approval.

Mir. Cavens seconded.

Aye: Mr. Hackney, Mr. Riddell, Mr. Cavens

Nay: Mr. Whited, Mr. Lenz

BZA 15-13 Main Event Enfertainment

Ms. Walton was sworn in by Mr. Hackney.

Ms. Walton presented the staff report including a PowerPoint presentation, current zoning
in the area, aeriats, background of request, staff comments, outside agency comments, and
case history. Ms. Walton stated that the applicant is requesting a variance to allow 90% lot
coverage where 75% is permitted for the property at Oxford Way at Civic Centre
Boulevard, which is currently zoned CBD Central Business District. Ms. Walton reviewed
the standards for a variance with the board members.

Mr. Butz was sworn in by Mr. Hackney.

Applicant:  Bill Butz
600 East 961 Street, Suite 460
Indiapapolis IN 46240

Mr. Butz reviewed the company history and expressed their excitement at the prospect of
coming to West Chester. Mr. Butz reviewed the site plan and what they would like to do to
maximize parking and still maintain green space where it's important. Mr. Butz also stated
that they do absotutely intend to meet the drainage requirement.

Mr. Lenz questioned regarding how many parking spots would be needed for this new
facility. Mr. Butz stated that the resolution requires 220. Mr. Lenz questioned whether this

May 13, 2015 Page 8




would also include common parking for the other establishments at the Streets of West
Chester. Mr. Butz stated that it would.

Mr. Cavens stated that it looks like the applicant is trying to alleviate parking concerns. Mr.
Butz stated that that is what they're trying to do.

Mr. Riddell stated that his understanding was that the applicant had asked for additional
parking in order to benefit everyone. Mr. Butz confirmed that that was correct.

Mr. Hackney questioned if the proposed facility is the same size as their other locations.
Mr. Butz stated that it is pretty much the same size but with some improvements in the
layout.

Mr. Whited questioned how they would handle the water detention to account for the
shortage if Top Golf does not come in. Mr, Butz stated that it would be an underground
detention system. Mr. Butz stated that they do not want open water due to the fact that
their establishment attracts Jots of kids and families. He stated that, if necessary, they
would oversize storm sewer piping and add more if needed.

Mr. Riddell questioned how many facilities they have. Mr. Butz believes that this one would
be Z4.

Ms. Wunnenberg was sworn in by Mr. Hackney.

Proponent: Chris Wunnenberg
6355 Centre Park Drive
West Chester OH 45069

Ms. Wunnenberg stated that he hopes the board appreciates how special this facility is and
how it completes the Streets of West Chester product. Mr. Wunnenberg reviewed parcels
in the area and pointed out the green space. Mr. Wunnenberg pointed out that this would
be a great opportunity for family entertainment and he expressed that Schumacher Dugan
is in support of this project.

Opponent: None
Neutral: None

Board Deliberation

M. Cavens stated that he thinks if°s a no-brainer and that he is in favor,
Mr. Lenz stated he 1s in favor.

Mr. Whifed questioned Mr. Lenz (being a civil engineer) regarding the fact that the Butler
County Fngineer’s office said that they would like for them to keep 85% impervious surface.
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Mr. Lenz stated that it sounded like the issnes had been addressed, according to what Mr. Butz
had explained regarding the drainage. Mr. Riddell stated that it was his understanding that
because of the unigueness of the property, they would have adequate green space. Mr. Whited
deferred to Mr. Lenz on concerns for storm water run-off. Mr. Lenz stated that from his
understanding, there wouid not be a problem. Mr. Butz clarified the difference between drainage
and green space.

Myr. Whited made a2 motion to approve BZA 15-13 as submitted.

Mr. Lenz seconded.

Aye:  Mr. Whited, Mr. Lenz, Mr. Riddell, Mr. Cavens, Mr. Hackney

Nay: None

ADMINISTRATIVE MATTERS
Mr. Hackney made a motion to approve the minutes from the April 8, 2015 meeting.

Mr. Riddel seconded.

Ms. Walton stated that there are two cases for next month’s meeting,.

The next meeting will be Wednesday June 10, 2015, at 6:30 pm

The board adjourned the May 13, 2015 meeting at 8:31 pm

These Minuies do nof purport to be the entire record. A complete transeription of these
proceedings was taken under supervision of the Secretary from an andiotape and may be

obtained upon writien request. Any charges for preparing such franscripts shall be borne
by the person requesting same and must be prepaid.

BZA Chairman: BZA Secretary:

C‘a’&ly Walton U
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WEST CHESTER TOWNSHIP BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

WHERHAS,

WIERHEAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

RESOLUTION GRANTING
APPLICATION NO. BZA 15-13

Main Fivent Uinfertainment, on April 15, 2015 filed Application No. [5-13 with the
Board of Zoning Appeals under Article 8, subsection 8.04 of the West Chesler
Township Zoning Resobulion, seeking a variance (o allow 90% lol coverage where
75% is permitted as applied o the property at Oxford Way and Civie Cenlre
Boulevard, West Chester Ohio 45069 and containing Parcel #f M5620-449-000-012 in
Seclion 27, Town 3, Range 2; (West Chesler Township, Butler County, Ohio); and

a public hearing was held on said application on May 13, 2015 notice of which was
given {o parlies in inlerest in writing and alsa by publication in & newspaper of
general circulation in the Township at least ten (10) days prioc le date of the hearing
in accordance with Section 519,15 of the Ohio Revised Code; and

Article § et seq. af fhe Zoning Resolution empowers the Board {o authorize upon
appeal in specific cases, variances ltom the terms and conditions of the Zoning
Resobition as will not be conleary (o the public interest, and that are consistent with
the criteria provided within the Zoning Resolution; and

the board has considered ali of the information and {estimony presented at the public
hearing and concludes that the requesied variance [ron the terms and conditions of
the Zoning Resolution will not be contrary to the public interest and are consistent
with {he standard for variances set forth in the Zoning Resolution, paying particular
atlention to Section 8.053

THEREFORE BE 1T RESOLVED, that by virtue of the foregoing, the Board of Zoning Appeals does

hereby pran{ the request fo 90% lot coverage whete 75% is permitted with the
following conditions:

1. the coverage on the adjoining lot is submitted at 75% for permitling, or

7. Should the adjoining lot be above 75% lot coverapge at submission [lor
permilting. the applicant shall submit a plan [or (he additional storm waler
detention.

BE 1T FURTHER RESOELVED, that all plats, plans, applications and other data submitted be and are

BZA Chairman

hereby made a part of this Resolation.

Adopted at a regulacly scheduled meeting of the West Chesler Township Boacd of
Zoning Appeals in session on the 13th day of May, 2015 and journalized on the 10th
day of June, 20115,

Cathy Walton{J
B7A Secretary




WEST CHESTER TOWNSHIP BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS
RESOLUTION GRANTING
APPLICATION NO. BZA 15-11

WIHERRAS, Yinh Ngoc Nguyen, on April 10, 2015 filed Application No. 15-11 with the Board of
Zoning Appeals under Article § of the Zoning Resolution, seeking a variance from
Article 14.030 regarding a conditional use as applied (o the properly at 7505
Weal Chester Road., containing parcel # M5610-017-000-016 in Section 15 Town 3,
Ranpe 2 (Wesl Chester Township, Butler County, Ohia); and

WITEREAS, a public hearing wag held on said application on May |3, 2015 notice of which was
piven (o parfies in interest in writing and also by publcation in a newspaper of
general cirenlation in the Towaship al least fen (10} days prioe o date of the hearing
in accordance with Section 519.15 of the Ohio Revised Code: and

WHEREAS, Article 8.0727 of the Zoning Resolution empowers the Board to have the power (o
authorize upon application, conditional use or special exception zoning certificales
for those uses which are specified as such by this Resolation.

WHERIEAS, {he board hag considered all of the information and testimony presented at the public
heacing and concludes thal the requested conditional use or special exceplion will
nol be contrary (o fhe public interest and are consistent with the standard for
variances set forth in the Zoning Resolution, paying particular attention to Section
8.023

THEREFORK BIL P RESOLVELD, that by virtue of the foregoing, the Board of Zoning Appeals does
hereby prant the request {o allow a Senjor Adult Day Program with the following
conditions:

[ A maxinunm of twenty-one (21} senior day care clients per day allowed.

BE T FURTHER RESOLVED, that all plats, plans, applications and other «dala submilled be and are
hereby made a part of this Resohution.

Adapted al a regularly scheduled meeting of the West Chester Township Board of
Zoning Appenls in session on (he 13th day of May, 2015 and journalized on the |0th

dav of hie 2015,
R ;llhy Walton

CHIT lj%{ney
HZA Chairman BZA Secretary




WHEST CHESTER TOWNSHIP BOARID} OFF ZONING APPEALS

WIHERBAS,

WHIERIIAS,

WHERFEAS,

WHERHAS,

RIESOLUTION GRANTING
APPLICATION NO. BZA 15-2

Do Warmbier, on April 13, 2005 filed Application No. 15-12 with the Doard of
Zoning Appeals uander Article 8, subsection 8.04 of the West Chester Township
Zowing Resolution, seeking a variance to allow poultry husbandry on a ot with less
than three acres as applied to the properly at 9142 Revere Run, West Chester Ohio
45069 and containing Parcel ## M5620-083-000-012 in Section 15, Town 3, Range 2;
{West Chester Townghip, Butler County, Ohio); and

a public hearing was held on said application on May 13, 2015 notice of which was
giver o parlies in interest in writing and also by pubficalion in a newspaper of
general circulation in the Township at least ten (10) days prior to date of the hearing
in accordance with Section 519.15 of the Qhio Revised Code; and

Arficle 8 el seq, of the Zoning Resolution empowers the Board to authorize upon
appeal in specific cagses, variances from the terms and conditions of the Zoning
Resolution as will not be contrary to the public interest, and that are consistent with
the criteria provided within the Zoning Resolution; and

the board has considered all of the information and testimony presenied al (he public
hearing and concludes that the requested vaviance from {he terms and conditions of
the Zoning Resolution will nol be contrary to the public inierest and are consistent
with the standard tor variances sel forth in the Zoning Resolution, paying particular
attention to Section §.053

THEREFORE BE P RESOLVED, that by virtue of the foregoing, he Board of Zoning Appeals does

kereby grant (he request to allow poultey husbandry on a lot with less than three acres
with the following conditions:

. Noroosters

2o A maximum of 4 chickens

4. The coop and pen must be no closer than 207 lrom any property line
4. All feed must be kepl in a rodent, predator prool container.

BEAT FURTIHR RESOLVED, that atl plats, plans, applications and other data submilted be and are

hereby made a part of this Resoltution.

Adopted at a regularly scheduled meeting of the West Chester Township Board of
Zoning Appeals in session on the 13th day of May, 2015 and journalized on the 10th
day of hune, 2015

%%/17 0

Cliffflackney
B7ZA Chatrman

Cathy Walton
BZA Secretary




