
MFMBERS PRESENT: 

MEMBERS ABSENT: 

STAFF PR ESENT: 

CALL TO ORDER: 

AD.lOIJRNMENT 

WEST CHESTER TOWNSHII' 
BOARD Ol? ZONING APPEALS 
May 13,2015 - Hegular Meeting 

Mr. llaekney, Mr. Whited, 
Mr. Lenz, ML Riddell, Mr. Cavens 

Mr. Moeller 

Cathy Walton, Code Enforcement Officer 
Vicki Sparks, Administrative Assistant 

6:30 PM 

8:30 PM 

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

Ms. Walton called Ihe roll. 

---------.-.-.-.----.---------------
BZA 15-11 Northstar Care Services, LLC 

Ms. Wallon was sworn in by Mr. Hackney. 

Ms. Walton pr'esented 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 7S0S West Chester Road to allow a senior adult day program in an R·IA, which 
is Suburban Residence district. Ms. Walton reviewed the standards for a conditional use 
with the board members. 

Mr. Whiled questioned what the 12-15 people would be added 10. Ms. Walton stated that they 
would be bringing ilJ another 12-15 seniors to what is the normal daily clientele al the pay lake. 

Mr. Riddell queslioned how the seniors would be transported. Ms. Wallon slated Ihal those 
coming from Ihe ChariestolJ Club would be transporled by a senior bus and that there would be 
additional seniors that receive ill-home care who would come individually. 

Mr. Hackney swore the applicant in. 

Applicant: 

May 13, 201', 

Hugh Clark 
7786 Service Center Drive 
West Chester OH 45069 

__ :::s= __ 
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Mr. Clark slaled Ihal he has a desire to develop an oasis f(ll' seniors. He stated that he gels many 
calls hom people, looking for something like Ihis. J-Je stated Ihallhe vision would be 10 create a 
lodge type of an environment. M1'. Clark stated that Lake Butler Lodge is something that Ihey 
envision; something Ihal is cedar-sided, with decks overlooking the lake. Mr. Clark staled that 
they would also like 10 erect temporary tecpees 10 expand the availability (0 include boys and 
girls clubs. 

Mr. Hackney questioned if the intent is 10 take down or remodel tbe existing building. Mr. CI81'k 
stateel thai Ihey would remodel and expand it. He slated that they wanted il to he Jess 
inslitulional and more home-like. Mr. Clark staled thai many seniors are oftentimes 
uncomfortable having a caretaker cOine into their home. lie slaled Ihalthis gives them another 
option. Mr. Clark stated Ihal Ihis facility would be heavily supervised and have a professional 
slarr: including nnrses. 

Mr. llackney questioned if' Ihe Charleslon Club is strictly an adult day care center. Mr. Clark 
slated that it is. He stated that they accepl clients from tbe age of n anel up. Mr. Clark stated 
Ihat the average population is around ~5-50 years old. 

Mr. Hackney queslioned what the hours of operation are. Mr. Clark slated Ihal it would be 
normal hours. 

Mr. Whited slated Ihal he thinks that this is a wonderful idea. Mr. Whited questioned what tbe 
limitation of the llurnber of clients would be. Mr. Clm'k slated thai he hael the same cooncerns 
hecoause he receives calls daily needing this type of service. He staled that i( would be 
determined by wbat is best for the community. They would prefer to have a smaller comlTlunity 
with more personalized care. 

Mr. Whiled qnestioned if tbey are licensed and how is the club governed. I-Ie CJuestioned how 
mallY clients were allowed. Mr. Clark stated that that would be governed by the Department of 
Aging. 

Mr. Riddell questioned whether there is an agency for adult care sucb as there is for child care, 
like the Deparlment of .lobs and Family Services. Mr. Clark stated that there is and that there are 
state guidelines and that they are inspeeled every three years. 

Mr. tell? questioned regarding transporlation lj'orn the Charleston Club to the proposed facility 
and questioned whether 1000 square feel would be adequate (or the number of people expected. 
Mr. Clark stated that il would. 

Mr. Riddell questioned whether the clients are ontside part of tbe time. Mr. Clark stated that 
Ihey wOl,ld be and that Ihere are many activities for them. 

Mr. Cavens questioned if' this is similar to a day camp. Mr. Clark stated that some people would 
choose to stay at Ihe facilily fe)r the day, while others would be able to be involved in otber 
activities. Mr. Cavens questioned if they knew what the current number of patrons would be. 
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Mr. Clark slated that the number of patrons to tbe pay lake has dimished, so it's hard to 
determine exactly bow many people would be involved. 

Mr. Cavens qnestioned how many parking spaces there arc. Mr. Clark stated that he thought 
there were probably abOlll twenty but that there is room for additional parking. 

Mr. l,e117, questioned regarding setting up teepees for boys and girls clubs if this facility is meant 
for adults. Mr. Clark stated that they would just like to give the community opportunities to 
enjoy the lake. 

Mr. Ilackney questioned if tbcy are currently required to be licensed. Mr. Clark stated that they 
are certified by the Ohio Departmenl of Developmental Disabilities for the purposes of operating 
tbe Charleston Cluh. I-Ie stated that through the state of Ohio there are broad guidelines and no 
licensure for adult clay 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.Mr. Clark stated that they opemte 
the Charleston Club li'om about 7:00 am to about 5:30 in tile evening. He stated that this allows 
working peopk the time 10 clrop orT and pick up before and aller work. Mr. Clark statecl that the 
pay lake would remain open later for the rest ofthe comll1unity. 

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

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

1'111'. Cavens questioned if Mr. Clark would be ok with tbe board putting a stipUlation as to tbe 
number of clients they could have. Mr. Clark stated that they would be absolutely fine with it. 

I'r-oponellt: None 

Mr. MilicI' was sworn in b)'MI'. Hackney. 

Opponent: Gall' Miller 
7394 West CheSler Road 
West Chester 011 45069 

Mr. Miller stated that he is opposed due to safety concerns 01 trafTic cntering and exiting the 
property. He slHled tb"l he is ill favor oUhe idea but be is opposed to the location. 

N"utml: Daniell" Richanlsoll 
7 482 Fellee Row 
West Chester 01145069 
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Ms. Richardson stated that she loves this property. Sbe stated that she thinks the proposed use is 
a great idea. Ms. P ichardsoll questioned whether this property will still have a single family 
residence. Ms. Richardson also questioned the school hus issue. 

Applicant: IT IIgh ClaJ-k 
7786 SCJ'vke Center Drive 
West Chester OH 45()69 

Mr. Clark statcd that the c1icnts are transported in vchicles that arc smaller than school buses, 
many times in minivans. Mr. Clark stated that the 1200 square foot residence will remain in tbe 
basement. 

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

Mr. Hackney questioned whether the second parcel belongs to the same owner. Ms. Walton 
stater! that it does. 

Mr. Len?: stated that be 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. Len?: stated thai he thinks that we 
should put a limit on the number of day care clients and on the hours that they could be brought 
onlo the site. 

Mr. Cavens stated that in mallY ways he agrees with Mr. Lenz and stat cd that he believes this 
concept is a great iclea. However. he stated that be does not have a concern with the pay lake. 
Mr. Cavens stated thai he likes the idea of these pat.ients being able to be together with younger 
families and others in the community. Mr. Cavcns stated that he does believe that there should 
be a limil 011 the number of clients. 

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

Mr. Whited questioned stalT if this is a legal non-conforming use. Ms. Walton stated that it is. 
Mr. \Vhited statcd that as it sits now, they can have as many people as they want on the property. 
[-Ie questioned whet.her the restrictions 011 the conditional use would change with future 
ownership. Ms. Walton stated tbat it would remain the same. 

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

Mr. Hackney stated that he felt there was a difference since Mr. Clark plans on taking care of 
tbese people. Mr. Hackney stated that he is not against tbis, but feels that limitations should be 
set as to the number or 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 oflegalnon-conformillg use. Ms. Walton stated that 
this is not an expansion of' the non-conformance. She stated that it is a use that is permitted as a 
conditional use. 

Mr. Hackney questioned if the applicant would still need a conditional use if 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 fcels that we should set a numher for how many clients are allowed. 

Mr. Hackney questioned Ms. Walton regarding capacity signs that you see ill restaurants. 
meeting rooms. etc. Ms. Walton stated tbatthe eapacity is determined by the Fire Department. 

1Vlr. Lenz stated that he imagined there would he additional supervisory statf. depending on the 
number of clients. 

Mr. Cavens questioned whether the applicant eould come back 10 ask for a variance if be wanted 
to have more clients than what we limit him to. Ms. ~Walton stated he could come hack if be 
wantecl a variance to expand to allow for more clients. 

Mr. Riddell statcd tbat he is ok with this proposal. 

MI'. em'ens lIIade a mo(ioll to approve BZA 15-11 as submitted, contingent Oil maintaining 
a limit of 21 super'Viscd seniors at any given time. 

Mr. 'Vllited seconder!. 

Mr. Lenz questioned if the hoard was putting limits on tbe bours of operation. 1Vlr. Hackney 
slated that he would like to see limitations. Mr. Rjddell stated that he agreed with Mr. Cavens 
that there was no need for limitations. as he ['ell thatMr. Clark would usc good judgment. 

Aye: Mr. "'lilted, Mr. Riddell, Mr. Cowens 

Nay: Mr. Hackney, Mr. LenZo 

BZA 15-12 nOll Wannbicr 

Ms. ~Walton was sworn in hy Mr. Hackney. 

Ms. Walton presented the staff reporl 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 variance for tbe 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-IA, which is Suhurban Residence District. Ms. Walton reviewed the 
standards for a variance with the hoard members. 

Mr. Whited questioned why someone needs a variance to allow pets. I-Ie 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. 

Mr. Cavens questioned whether this was an I-lOA 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 I-lOA guidelines. Ms. Walton 
confirmed that the HOA may have additional restrictions that are outside Ollr code but they 
c;mnot have regulations tbat violate the zoning code. 

Mr. \\fannbier was sworn in by Mr. HaclGley. 

Applkanf: DOli Wanllbier 
9142 Rever'c Run 
West Chester OIl 45069 

Mr. Warmbier stated that there is no I-lOA. Mr. Warmbier stated that tbey have gone to all ti,e 
neighbors within 200' of! heir property asking them to sign a petition if they were in favor of this 
proposal. Mr. Wannhier stated Ihat tbey had no objections from any of them. 

Proponent: None 

Ms. Vilkosky was sworn in by Mr. Hackney. 

Opponent: ,Jane VilIwslq 
92()4 Rever'e Rlln 
West Chester 011 45069 

Ms. Vilkosky questioned if tbere was a limit of four chickens and if rooslers would he allowed. 
Mr. Hackney stated thai that was tbe recOImllendation of staff but thai the board would decide 
for sure. Ms. Vilkosky also questioned the size and appearance of the coop and would the 
variance stay witb the property if ownership changed. M1'. Lenz stated tbat the variance would 
go with Ihe property. M1'. llackney staled that there weren'l any restrictions on the size of the 
coop, otber than what the board might stipulate. 

Neutr'al: None 
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Boa,-d Deliberation 

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

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

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

Mr. Riddell staled regarding the code_ the Board of Trustees agreed that the variance process was 
adequate to handle this issue versus chauging the code. 

Mr. Hackney staled that he is not necessarily opposed hut that he would like to see some 
stipulations that there be a timeline of perhaps (wo years to allow neighbors to have input [or or 
against. Mr. Cavens stated that he thought this was a great idea. Mr. Whited agreed, stating that 
the board doesn't normally base their decision on what the current neighbors think. 

Mr. Ilackney questioned stalT whether the board could make such stipulations. Ms. Walton 
referenced a conple of other cases where the board had put a time limit and made the applicant 
come back at a future elate to reapply. Mr. \Vhited stated that he believed that those were given 
wben a development was III process. He stated that he 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 propelty was close to three acres in 
SIze. 

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

Applicant: nOll Wannhier 
9142 Revere Run 
West Chester on 4S069 

Mr. Warmbier stated that they have been in this house for over 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 i ftbere 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 reapply in 
eighteen months. 

Mr. Cavens questioned whether tbe applicant already has chickens. Mr. Warmbier stated that 
(hey do and that they were given to him before he realized that it was against township 
regulatjolls. 
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Mr. Riddell questioned bow lond the chickens are. Mr. Wannbier stated that they are not. 

Mr. Whited questioned stall 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 be is concerned about the size of 
the lot as it is well under the required three acres. 

Mr. Cavens stated that he agrees with Mr. Hackney that this proposal is ok, as long as the board 
puts some stipulations on it, slIch as requiring the applicant to come back ill eighteen months. 

Mr. Hackney made a motion to appn.ve BZA 15~12 with the stipulation that thel'e be 110 

mOl'c thall f01l1' chickens, 110 roosters, requin the coop to have a pell that would enclose the 
chickens llnd that it be no closer than twenty feet from the pl'o"er't)' line, llnd that all feed 
he kept in a !'Odent and predator f1'ee container', and also that the approval would expire ill 
1II1 eighteen period, at which time the owner would need to apply for another approval. 

M r. Cavens seconded. 

Aye: Mr. Hadmcy, Mr. Riddell, Mr. Cayens 

Nay: Mr, Whited, Mr. Lenz 

BZA 15~13 Main Event Entcr'tainment 

Ms. Walton was sworn in by Mr. Hackney. 

Ms. Walton presented the staff report including a PowerPoint presentation, current 7.Oning 
in the area, aerials, 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 cUITently zoned C13D 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 
GOO East 96th Str'eet, Suite 460 
Indianapolis IN 4624·0 

Mr. Butz reviewed the company history and expressed their excitement at the prospect of 
cOllling to West Chester. Mr. Butz reviewed the site plan and what tbey would like to do to 
rnaximize parking anci still maintain green space where it's important. Mr. Butz also stated 
thai they do absolutely 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 2Z0. Mr. Lenz questioned whether this 
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would also include common parking for the other establishments at the Streets of West 
Chester. Mr. Blitz stated that it would. 

Mr. CilVens 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 beneflt 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 cloes not come in. Mr. 13utz 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 lots 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 24. 

Ms. Wunnenberg was sworn in by Mr. Hackney. 

Proponent: Chl'is Wunnenbel'g 
6355 Centl'e Park Dl'ive 
West Chester OH 45069 

Ms. WUl1nenberg stated that he hopes the board appreciates how special this facility is and 
how it completes the Streets of West Chestel" product. Mr. v\!unnenbel"g reviewed parcels 
ill 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 thilt Schumacher Dugan 
is in support of this project. 

Opponent: None 

Neutral: None 

poard Deliberation 

Mr. Cavens staled that he thinks it's a no-brainer and that he is in favor. 

M r. Lcnz stated he is in favor. 

Mr. Whited questioned Mr. Lel17. (being a civil engineer) regarding the fact that (he Butler 
County Engineer'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 issues 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 uniqueness of the property, they would have adequate green space. Mr. IVhited 
deferred to Me Lenz on concerns for storm water run-off Me Lenz stated that from his 
understanding, there would not he a problem. Me Butz clarified the difference between drainage 
and green space. 

Mr. VI'hif.ed made II lIlotion to approve BZA 15-13 as submitted. 

Mr. Lellz seconded. 

Aye: Mr. 'Vhited, Mr. Lenz, Mr. Riddell, Mr. Caven., Mr. Hackney 

Nay: None 

ADMINISTRATIVE MATTERS 

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

Mr. Riddell 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 Minutes do not plll'porl to be the enth-e recor·d. A cOlllplete transcription of these 
proceedings was taken under supervision of the Secretary frolll all audiotape and lila), be 
obtained UpOIl wl'itten "c<luesL All)' charges for pr'epar'illg snch transcdpts shall be b()['lIc 
b)' the person requesting sallle and must be prepa.id. 

BZA Chair'man: BZA Secr'etarT: 

a~UJoL~ -".------ --_._-----
Cathy Walton 
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WEST CHESTER TOWNSHIP BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS 
RESOLUTION GRANTING 

API'I JCATION NO. B7A 15-13 

WIIERHACl. M"in Evenl ":nlerl"inillent, on April IS, JOI'; filed Applk"linn No. 15-13 with tlie 
nomd of I.oning Appe"ls under Arlicle B, subseelion B.04 of the West Cliesler 
TOWfl~hip ZOlling Resolutioll, seeking fl vnrlance 10 [lliow 90(% lot coverage vI/here 
'1.,)(% is permitted fl,~ 8pplied to the property fit Oxford Wny nlld Civic Centre 
Iloulev"rd, We.,1 Cliesler Ohio 45069 and eonlRining P"rcelll M5620-4'19··000-0 12 in 
Seelion 77, Town 3, Range 2; (Wesl Chesler Township, nut IeI' County, Ohio); "nd 

WIIEREAS, " public liearing w"s held on said applic81ion ou May 13,70 IS notke of which w"s 
given to parties in illterest ill \\Titillg nml rdso by publication in A newspaper of 

geneml cireul"lion in llie Township "t leRsl ten (10) ciRYs prior to dale oftlie lieRring 
ill Re(~{)rd:lIll'e vlril h Sed ion) 19.15 of the Oh io Revised Code~ find 

WIIEREAS, Arliele B el. seq. of llie Zoning Resolulion eillpowers tlie Ilo"rd 10 autliorize UpOIl 
flPPCfd in specific CAses, VAriances !'rom the terms and conditiolls of tile Zoning 
Resolution IlS will not be contrAry to the public inlere,qL nnd Ihat Are consistent vvilh 
the criteriA provided v,dthin the Zonillg Resolution; nnd 

WI·II<:I<I\A8. Ihe hoarei h"s considered all o[the in[orillation "mllestim"ny presenlecl At the public 
henring and concludes tllHl the requested vRrirl11Ce from the terms and conditions of 
the: I,oning Resolutioll ,viii Hot be contrary to the public intereflt anel Are consistent 
,,,ith the standard for variances set forth ill the Zoning Re.'wlulion, paying particular 
nltention to Sectioll 8.0S3 

TIIEREFORE 111\ IT IZI\SOI.VED, Ibal hy virlne of the foregoing, the Bomd of Zoning Appeals does 
hereby gnlll{ the request to 900/<) lot coverAge ,,,here 75'% is permitted ,vith the 
following conditions: 

I. The coverage on the adjoining 101 is subl11itled al 75% for perlllitiing, or 
7. Should the fHUoining lot be above 75(% lot coverage At submission for 

pcrnJittillg, tile Hppiicnnt simI! suhmit fI plan ror the mIditiollal storm V-later 
detenlioll. 

BE IT FURTHER HESOI.VED, Ihal ,,11 plnls, pl"ns, applicaliol1s R",I other d"ta s\lbmitled be ,,"d are 
hereby m"de a p"rt 01' this Resolutiol1. 

Adopted nl H regll18r1y ~ehedllied meellng of (he West C~hester 'l\nvlIship Board of 
Zoniug AppeAls in se"ion on the 13th dny o['Mny, 201.') "ndjournalized on the 10lh 
dAY of Juue, 7015. 



WI-lliREAS. 

WIIEREML 

WIIFIUiAS. 

WIIEREAS. 

WEST CIIESTER TOWNSHIP BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS 
RESOLUTION GRANTING 

APPLICATION NO. BZA 15-11 

V illh I'lgoc I'lguyen, 011 April 10,2015 filed Applic"tion I~(). 15-11 with the Ilo"rd of 
7,ol1ing Appenl~ under Arlicle 8 of fhe 7Amlng Resolutioll, seeking n variance from 

Arliele 1'1.0:l() regArding A conditionAl use AS Applied 10 Ihe properly At 7505 
Wesl (,hesler ROAd., conlAilling pmcel H M'i61 0-0 17-000-0 16 in SectiOIl IS Town 1, 
"Anp.e') (Wesl Chesler Township, Butler COllnly, Ohio); And 

A pHhlie henring WAS held 011 snid Application 011 May 13, 7.0 I:; notice or which wns 
given to parlies in illleres( in vniling and 0180 by pllbllcnlioll in fl nev'lRpaper or 
geneml circllielioll in the Township At le"st ten (10) days prior 10 dAle of the hearing 
ill nccordnnce wil h ~ecti()11 :1 19.15 of (ile 011 in ReviRed Cnde~ fllld 

Article H.O:n of Ihe I.oning Resolution empowers the I-JoArd to have the power to 
fH111Hlrf7,e UpOI1 Applicn{ioll, conditiollAI lise or specht! exception 7,oning certificntes 
for 111(1,<1e !1se,'l whi(~h Are specified flS sHch by this Resolution. 

1111:' bonnl hAS GOllsidered all of rhe informntion Alld testimony presented Ill. fhe public 
hemillg nnd COllcilldes fhAI the reqllesled l:Olldilinllfll use or speciAl exceptioll \vill 
Ilol be eOllfrnry to fhe public interest flnd nre consistent with the sfanclanl for 
vminll"c, set forlh ill the ZOllillg R8S0"llioll, payil1g parti<:lIlar attention 10 Seclion 
B.on 

TI-IFREFORli Ill', IT I(hSOLVI"J, fllAi by virtlle of the foregoing, the BOArd of Zonillg AppeAls does 
hereby gnml rhe reques! to rdlow A Senior Adult- DAY Progrnm ,vith the fo[IO\~Iing 
c()lltiilioIlS: 

1_ !\ IlHlxilJ1\11ll oftvventy-one (21) sell lor dRY CAre clients per day Alhwved. 

BE IT FURTIIEH IU,SOLVED, th"t "II plAts, plfll1', "pplicnliolls And other rlAtn slIbmitted be "lid fire 
hernby [HAde A pml of Ihis Resolution. 

Adopted AI n regulArly scheduled meeLillg or~ Ihe \~resl Chester Tov1IIIship BORrd of 
/'Olrillg Ap"e"ls in session Oil the 13th dAY of May, 2015 Al1djourn"lized 011 the 10th 
flavorJune-20IS. 

~4-7 ------------ ------------------------ ------ --- - ---

Cliff 1- cklle), 
IIZA CI,"irr11"" nz/\ Secrel"ry 



WIII\REAS, 

WIIFREA S, 

WIIFREAS, 

WIIEREAS, 

WEST CH ESTER TOWi'ISHIP BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS 
RESOLUTION GRANTING 

APPLICATION NO. IlZA 15-2 

DOli Warmbior, Oil April 1],2015 nletl Application No. 15··1) with the nOllrd or 
ZOlling Appell Is lIlltier Arlicle B, slibseclioll II.()!I or Ihe Wesl Chesler Towilship 
Zoning Resolnlioll, seeking a vmifmce 10 nlln",,1 poullry hl1sbFl11dry 011 n 101 ''''lib less 

II"", Illree "cres as applied (0 Ihe properly at 91'12 Revere RlIlI, Wesl Chesler Ohio 
450(,9 nI,,1 conl"ining Parcel II M5('20-0B3··000·012 in Sedi"n 15, Town J, i<ange 2; 
(Wesl Chesler Township, [luller County, Ohio): and 

n public hcnring WAS held 011 saiel npplicnlioll 011 May 13,20! 5 nolice or ,,,,hleh waR 

given 10 pnrlies in inlercsl- ill writing alld also by publication in fl newspaper of 
general cireulllli"n in the Township Ilt leasl ten (10) days prior to dale of the hearing 
in accordAnce v·,Iith Sedion 519.15 oFthe Ohio Revised Code~ nnd 

Arlicle g 01. sell or Ihe I.oning Resolulioll empowers Ihe Board 10 aulhori,"e lIpon 
appeal ill specific eases, variances from the ferms flnd conditions 0[" fhe Zoning 
Resoilltion AS will not be contrAry to the pllblic interest, Hlld thai arc consistent with 
fhe criferin provided wilhin the ZOlllng Resollllion; and 

tile board has considered all of tile 111l'onnalion find iestilllOll)' presented flt (he public 
hearing find concludes fhal the requested variance from fhe lerlns Hnt! conditions or 
the /'oning Resolution will nol be conlmry to Ihe public iuferesl and are cOllsislell1 
wilb the Rlnlldnrd ItJ!' variances sci forlh ill the 70ning RCfHJluiioll, pAying pArticulfll" 
nllentioll III Seelion 11.053 

'ITIEI(P,FOR" HE IT l(jl.SOLVI'U, 11",1 by virtue or the J(,regoillg, Ihe BOllrd or I.Ollillg Appenls does 
hereby grAllf fhe request to allow poultry hushrllldry 011 a 101- -with less liwn three acres 

\villl the following eOllditiollS: 

I. No i"Oofllers 

). /\ Inaxilllllill or 4 chkkells 
L The coop and pen Illust he no closer limn 2()' IhJlll allY properly li11c 
'I. A/I feed Illusl be kepI ill a rodent, prec/alor prooreonl"iner. 

111'. IT FURTIIER IU,SOI,VEIJ, Ihnl nil plAls, plalls, npplieAlions and other dnl" submilled be Illid me 
he.reby IIwdc a I_wrl or !his Re~ol\ltioll. 

Adopled 8t 8 regl"arly scheduled meel illg of Ihe Wesl Chesler Township HOArd of 
ZOlling Appeals ill session on the 13th dill' of May, 2015 ",,,I journalized Oil lhe 10lh 
day orJlllle, 7015. 

~~ 
B/,A ChA irmall 

~ - - ----------


