Bainbridge Township, Ohio
Board of Zoning Appedls
May 16, 2002

Pursuant to notice by publication and certified mail, a public hearing was caled to order at 7:30
P.M. by Mr. Michad Lamanna, Chairman. Members present were Mr. John Kolesar, Mr. Todd Lewis,
Mrs. Ellen Stanton and Mr. Dondd Takacs. Mr. Takacs arrived a 7:50 P.M. The following matters were
then heard:

Mr. Lamannasworein al personswho intended to testify.

Application 2002-15 by Chagrin Falls Park Community Center Corp. for property at 16755
Bedford Street

The applicant is requesting area variances for the purpose of congructing a new single family
dwdling. The property islocated in a R-3A Didtrict.

The zoning inspector's |etter dated May 14, 2002 was read and photos of the Ste were submitted.

Ms. Deanna Fairchild was present to represent this application.

Ms. Fairchild testified that the proposed house will be asingle family, two story home on the corner
of Bedford and Woodland and added that the previous home on the property that was demolished was a
one story home with a basement and a garage.  She continued by saying that the Chagrin Fals Park
Community Corp. owns the land which conssts of 10,000 . ft. or five parcels.

Mr. Lamannasaid thereisa 15 sathack from the road which seems alittle short and it is centered
on the lot but there is aroad right-of-way.

Ms. Fairchild said they have zoning for two lots south of this, they just need variances and added
that this home will face the modd home.

The board viewed photos of the Site.
Since there was no further testimony, this application was concluded.

Motion BZA 2002-15 - 16755 Bedford Street

Mr. Lamanna made a motion to grant the following variances:

1. A variance from the required front yard setback of 100" to 15' for a variance of 85.
2. A variance from the required side yard setback of 50' to 29.5' for a variance of 20.5' on
both sides.



3. A variance from the required rear yard setback of 90' to 38' for avariance of 52.

4, A variance from the maximum lot coverage of 10% to 17.98% for avariance of 7.98%.
5. A variance from the required lot Size of 3 acresto .23 acres for avariance of 2.77 acres.
6. A variance from minimum lot width from the required 200 to 100’ for avariance of 100'.
Based on the following findings of fact:

1. A practicd difficulty exigs in thet this proposed building Site congdts of five previoudy
platted lots of record.

2. The sze of thelot is congstent with other building Stesin this part of the community.

3. These setbacks will provide setbacks that are consstent with the other dwdlingsin thisarea
and therefore will not adversdly affect the neighborhood.

Mrs. Stanton seconded the motion.
Vote: Mr. Kolesar, aye; Mr. Lamanna, aye; Mr. Lewis, aye; Mrs. Stanton, aye; Mr. Takacs, aye.

Application 2002-23 by LdiaHuckabee for property at 16716 Geneva Strect

The applicant is requesting area variances for the purpose of congructing a detached garage. The
property islocated in aR-3A Didtrict.

The zoning inspector's |etter dated May 14, 2002 was read and photos of the Ste were submitted.
Mr. Eddie Huckabee was present to represent this application.

Mr. Huckabee testified that he is requesting avariance to build a 16' x 20' (1-1/2 car) garage.
Mr. Lamannasad thisisanarrow ot to sart with.

Mrs. Stanton asked about the house nearby.

Mr. Huckabee said that house will be torn down and the garage will be used for storage.

Mr. Lewis asked which one will come down.

Mr. Huckabee showed the board, on the site plan, which one will be torn down and said his mother
aso owns the adjacent three lots.

Mr. Lamanna asked what are the plans for these lots.

Mr. Huckabee said there is not anything they can do with them.



The board discussed the surrounding lots per the agrid photo.

Mr. Lamanna asked since the lots are al owned by the same person if they can be combined.
Mr. Huckabee stated yes, they could be combined.

Mr. Lamannasaid that 5' from the side property lineisredly too close.

Mr. Huckabee sad heistrying to keep it in line with his existing driveway.
Mr. Lamanna asked if the driveway is paved.

Mr. Huckabee sad no, itisgrave.

Mr. Takacs asked if the property consisted of threelots.

Mr. Huckabee said yes, but they have an additiona two lots.

Mr. Takacs asked how far the house is from the road.

Mr. Lamannasaid it is22 or 10’ - 12' from the pavement.

The board discussed the setbacks.

Mr. Lewis asked if the other house that is going to be demolished is occupied.
Mr. Huckabee replied no.

Mr. Lewis asked when the house will be demolished.

Mr. Huckabee said when the garage gets buiilt.

Mr. Lamanna sad it is a little tight on the rear property line, but the gpplicant dso owns the
property in the rear.

Mr. Takacs suggested attaching the garage to the house.

Mr. Huckabee said that people would have to go through the garage to come into the house if it
was attached.

Mr. Takacs asked if people could use the front door.

Mr. Huckabee replied yes.
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. Lamanna said the garage could be moved forward allittle bit.

. Huckabee said he could move it up alittle but would have to apply for another variance.
. Lamanna said no, the drawing can be adjusted.

. Huckabee said he just did not want to bring it up to that door.

. Lamanna explained the dternate location for the garage.

. Huckabee said he can moveit up.

. Lamanna said the board has been trying to maintain a 35' setback for backyards and if the

garageis moved up, there will be about 39" with 8 between the house and the garage.

Sn

ce there was no further testimony, this gpplication was concluded.

Motion BZA 2002-23 - 16716 Geneva Street

Mr

. Lamanna made amotion to grant the following variances for the purposes of building a20' x

16' detached garage.

1. A variance of 50" on the side yard requirement o that the proposed garage can be built
right up next to the adjacent lot line.

2. A variance from the required rear yard setback of 90’ to 38 for avariance of 52'.

3. A variance from the maximum lot coverage of 10% to 24.5% for a variance of 14.5%.

Basad on the following findings of fact:

1 A practical difficulty exists because the property consists of three lots of record.

2. Thereis very little room to add this detached garage.

3. Thereis not an exigting atached garage on the house so it is reasonable to add a detached
garage to the property.

4, The reason for granting the Sde yard variance is based upon the existing property owner
aso owning the adjacent two lots on which there is some sructures that will be torn down
in the future thereby clearing the way for that lot.

5. Since the adjacent two lots are insufficient for independent development, this variance is

premisad upon those lots being combined with the exidting three lots to form asingle usable
parcel and based on that configuration, this will be consstent with the other setbacks of
dwellingsin this area and therefore will not adversely affect the adjacent property owners

or the character of the neighborhood.



Mr. Takacs seconded the motion.
Vote: Mr. Kolesar, aye; Mr. Lamanna, aye; Mr. Lewis, aye; Mrs. Stanton, aye; Mr. Takacs, aye.

Application 2002-24 by James Zdlafor Jamestowne Builders, Inc. for property a 18801 Brewster
Road

The applicant is requesting area variances for the purpose of congtructing a new residentia single
family dwelling. The property islocated in a R-3A Didlrict.

The zoning ingpector's |etter dated May 14, 2002 was read and photos of the Ste were submitted.

Mr. Jm Zdlaof Jamestown Builders, Mr. David McGee, Counsd for the gpplicants and Mr. and
Mrs. Nicholas Federico were present to represent this gpplication.

Mr. Zdlatedtified by explaining the placement of the proposed house on thelot, the location of the
waterfall and the rear devation. He sad that remodeling was not feasible but he did not redlize that by
taking down the Structure it would be a problem.

Mr. Takacs asked about the size of the original structure.

Mr. Zdla said he guessed it was 2,800 9. ft. - 3,000 sq. ft.

Mr. Takacs asked about the Size of the proposed house and if it was going to be gpproximately
4,600 0. ft.

Mr. Zdlareplied yes, 3,200 s0. ft. is visble without the basement.

Mr. David M cGee submitted an gpplicant's brief to the board and tedtified thet this application falls
under Chapter 165.12 because the house was built under the old 1-1/2 acre zoning code and said Mr. Zdla
iswanting to comply but there is a question as to whether this variance is necessary.

Mr. Lamannasaid this variance is necessary because that section does not gpply to thiscase. He
sad it is not intended to address Situations whereby someone tears down their entire structure.

Mr. McGee said the code uses the term "rebuilt, repaired” etc. and it Satesin thisingance that a
home can be rebuilt to any manner without increasing the 20' sstback. He said the origind home had a 15
sde yard setback and this plan proposes to bring the house into compliance. He referred to Ohio law and
added that Chapter 165 mandates that it has to favor the homeowner.

Mr. Lamanna sad it is talking about exceptions to the zoning.

Mr. McGee sad the gpplicants are trying to accommodate and it is obvious we are here to address



the concerns that the board has.
The board reviewed photos of the site and the evation and floor plans of the proposed structure.
Mr. Zdla said he had photos of the former structure.

Mr. McGee said the proposed house will be 7' further away from the property line than the former
house.

Mr. Lamanna asked about the adjacent lot.
Mr. Zdlasad the applicant owns both parcels.
Mr. Takacs asked if they were two lots of record.

Mr. Zdlasad yes, there were two parcels with 160" of frontage and added the lot is heavily treed
and you cannot seeit.

The board discussed the requested Sde yard setbacks and reviewed a GIS printout of the two lots.

Mr. Takacs asked where the waterfal islocated.

Mr. Zdlasad it is located on the property behind this one but the owners of it cannot see the
waterfal.

Mr. McGee said the proposed house is Stuated to take advantage of the view.

Mr. Lamanna questioned the 29' 9de yard setback and said thisis avery wide house which isone
of the problems.

Mr. Federico and hiswife Carol testified that they hopefully can build this house.

Mr. Lamanna asked Mr. and Mrs. Federico if they own the adjacent parcel and what their plans
werefor it.

Mr. Federico said they plan to build a house for their daughter. He continued by saying thet it is
al woods and the house cannot be seen in the winter time.

Mr. Lewis asked about the placement of the adjacent house on the other ot.

Mr. Zdlasad it isin line with the other house and added that they have to have a septic field and
areplacement fidd so they will need the room in the back on the other lot.

Since there was no further testimony, this application was concluded.



Moation BZA 2002-24 - 18801 Brewster Road

Mr. Lamanna made a motion to grant the following variances:

1
2.
3.

4.

A variance from the required ot width of 200’ to 167" for avariance of 33.

A variance from the required lot Sze of 3 acresto 1.63 acresfor avariance of 1.37 acres.
A variance from the required side yard setback of 50" to 22' and 29' respectively for
variances of 28 and 21' repectively.

A variance from the maximum lot coverage of 10% to 14.6% for a variance of 4.6%.

Based on the following findings of fact:

=

Thisisapre-existing lot of record in aformer 1-1/2 acre didtrict.

Dueto the practicd difficulty on the lot Sze and width, it would be impossible to meet the
current standards there.

With respect to the Side yard variances, the lot is somewhat narrower than normal width
and would be difficult to build on with those Sde variances.

On the one side (the 22' Sde yard variance) the adjacent home on the adjacent property
isavery wide lot and the exigting dwelling is a substantia distance from the property line
and therefore would not be adversdly affected by that.

On the closer side, the board also notes in this case that the gpplicant is the owner of the
adjacent undeveloped parcd and the 29' is within the prior 20' sde yard setback
requirements for the 1-1/2 acre district and d<o if there should not be an adverse effect on
that adjacent lot, but if there is an adverse effect, the property owner will himsdf suffer that
effect 0 the board would minimize the importance of that potential adverse effect from thet
Sde.

With respect to the total lot coverage variance, in this case, due to the unique nature and
dructure of thislot and the fact that there was an existling dwelling located far back on the
lot, there was a subgtantid driveway because the house is positioned o degp in the lot and
due to the rather large area of the driveway and access necessary for the garage and
parking, it would be impossible to meet the ten percent lot coverage variance with that
deep setting of the house,

In generd, the board dso finds thet thisis consistent with the loca neighborhood and given
the nature and gze (height) of this housg, it is only asingle sory on the front, it should not,
even though there are some side yard variances, be obtrusive to the adjacent properties.

Mr. Takacs seconded the mation.

Vote: Mr. Kolesar, aye; Mr. Lamanna, aye; Mr. Lewis, aye; Mrs. Stanton, aye; Mr. Takacs, aye.

Application 2002-25 by McMillon Congtruction for Darryl and Demateress Richards for property

at 16714 Lorain Street




The applicant is requesting area variances for the purpose of congtructing a new residentia single
family dwelling. The property islocated in a R-3A Didlrict.

The zoning ingpector's |etter dated May 14, 2002 was read and photos of the Ste were submitted.

Mr. Cedric McMillon was present to represent this application.

Mr. McMillon testified that he is building a house for Mr. and Mrs. Richards on Six lotson Lorain
Street in the Chagrin Fals Park area. He said it will be a Cape Cod style home with three bedrooms and
2-1/2 baths.

The board reviewed the site plan and the requested setbacks.

Mr. Lamanna stated that the proposed setback from the street is 20" and the last application was
15 back. He said the board istrying to get alittle more room in the back yard, at least 35 and added that
alot of the other houses have a 15' front yard setback.

Mr. McMillon said this house is Stuated at 20" back but he can relocateit.

Mr. Lamanna sad the board likes to maintain alittle more room in the back and there would ill
be enough room to get a car off the street. He added that this looks like a very nice layout.

Since there was no further testimony, this application was concluded.

Motion BZA 2002-25 - 16714 Lorain Street

Mr. Lamanna made a motion to grant the following variances:

1. A variance from the required front yard setback of 100 to 15' for variance of 85

A variance from the required sde yard setbacks of 50" to 37" and 37" respectively for a
variance of 13.

A variance from the required rear yard setback of 90' to 31' for avariance of 59'.

A variance from the required lot width of 200" to 120’ for a variance of 80'.

A variance from the required lot Sze of 3 acresto .275 acresfor avariance of 2.72 acres.
A variance from the maximum lot coverage of 10% to 23.4% for a variance of 13.4%.
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Based on the following findings of fact:

1. This parce consigts of Six previoudy platted lots of record in Chagrin Fals Park.

Thisisone of the larger building Stesin the area.

3. The number of lotsis conggent with the Sze of the house being congtructed on that and the
setbacks are smilar to or grester than those currently commonin the neighborhood so they

N



are both consigtent with the neighborhood and will not adversdly affect any of the adjacent
property owners.

Mr. Takacs seconded the motion.
Vote: Mr. Kolesar, aye; Mr. Lamanna, aye; Mr. Lewis, aye; Mrs. Stanton, aye; Mr. Takacs, aye.

Application 2001-37 by Sx Hags Worlds of Adventure for property at 1060 North Aurora Road
(Continuance) - Zebra Exhibit

The gpplicant is requesting a conditiond use permit for the purpose of developing an areato cregte
auniqudy themed section of the park that festures exotic land and water animas and attractions that
compliment the other "worlds' of rides, water park and marine life. The property is located in a CR
(Commercid Recrestion) Didtrict.

The zoning inspector's | etter dated May 14, 2002 was read and photos of the Site were submitted.

Mr. Rick McCurley and Mr. Patrick McCafferty were present to represent this application.

Mr. McCurley tedtified thet they will be adding two zebras to the park. He showed the board on
a gte plan the location of the barn area and said the pole barn will be ventilated, heated and will have
automatic waterers.

Mrs. Stanton asked for a clarification of the location of the red house.

Mr. McCafferty said the red house is north of where the zebras are going to be located and
explained the location via an aerid photograph. He presented an artist rendering and said they will be
enclosed in nine gauge gavanized fencing.

Mr. McCurley said the containment fence meets AZA standards.

Mrs. Stanton asked if they will be housed at night.

Mr. McCurley replied yes.

Mr. Kolesar asked where the closest residence is.

Mr. McCafferty said the closest resdence is on Brewster Road.

Mrs. Stanton asked if Six Flags owns the property on the other side of the tracks.

Mr. McCafferty replied yes.

Mr. Lewis asked if the tracks are elevated because the prevailing winds are out of the west and



zebras and horses have the same by-product, o chances are the by-product will carry out of the park, not
into the park.

Mr. McCafferty said the areais heavily wooded so that will cut down on alot of the wind.

Mr. Lewis sad he is sure the neighbors will et them know if their housekeeping falls below par.
He then asked how noisy zebras are.

Mr. McCurley sad they are amilar to horses, by whinnying and nickering and they use their tails
and ears to communicate.

Mr. Lewis said he has observed zebras in Africa at watering holes and they were loud, athough
there were 150 of them. He dso referred to a behind the scenes tour involving alion attack on afemale
employee a awell established park and said the community and the employees are heavily trugting you in
your anima care because accidents are caused by human error, €tc.

Since there was no further testimony, this application was concluded.

Motion BZA 2001-37 - 1060 North Aurora Road (Zebra Exhibit)

Thisisafurther request by the gpplicant for spedific goprova of the development of a zebra exhibit
as shown in drawings submitted with the gpplication.

Mr. Lamanna made a mation to include in the conditiona use permit the zebra attraction as so
proposed.

Basad on the following findings of fact:

1 The board finds that this is consstent with its previous discusson and evduation of this
generd conditiona use permit with respect to anima display aress.

2. This particular atraction would not derogate from the findings the board previoudy made
or present any undue impact on the surrounding property owners.

Mr. Takacs seconded the motion.

Vote: Mr. Kolesar, aye; Mr. Lamanna, aye; Mr. Lewis, aye; Mrs. Stanton, aye; Mr. Takacs, aye.

Application 2002-8 by Tanglewood Partners for propety a 8505 Tanglewood Sguare
(Continuance)

The gpplicant is requesting a conditiond use permit for the purpose of establishing a coffee shop
and/or ice cream parlor a the Tanglewood Professond Building. The property is located in a CB
(Convenience Business Didrict).



The zoning ingpector's |etter dated May 14, 2002 was read and photos of the Ste were submitted.

Mr. Sheldon Berns, Attorney for the gpplicant and Mr. Mark Schwartz were present to represent
this gpplication.

Mr. Lamanna dtated that this is an application for an amendment of the previoudy granted
conditiond use for the professona office building and the board did not exam these uses origindly.

Mr. Sheldon Berns testified that the previous application for these uses resulted in atie voteof the
board which amounted to a denid so he filed an gpped. He said these uses are permitted uses in this
digtrict but the owner does not want to pay his lawyer for this adjudication. He continued by saying that
the concern of the board was the effect of this use on the adjacent condominium owners, but if thisuseis
granted, the owner has agreed to plant and maintain a buffer of 20 white pine trees not less than 6 feet in
height or arow of American Arborvitae not lessthan 5 feet in height. He explained that dl of the pastries,
etc. will be prepared off-ite, the hours of operation would be from 6:00 A.M. to 11:00 P.M. and there will
be no drive-thru. He asked the board to grant the amendment to the conditional use permit.

Mr. Takacs asked where this spaceis located in the building.

Mr. Schwartz testified thet it will be located at the southwestern corner of the building.

Mr. Lamanna asked how the building interior islaid out.

Mr. Schwartz said other than a couple of wallsthereis no change.

Mr. Takacs asked about the access.

Mr. Schwartz said there will be only access from the outside.

Mr. Lamanna asked about the hallway access insde the building.

Mr. Schwartz said the public could not access the retail use by going through the interior halway.

Mr. Lamanna asked about the portion of the building that sticks out.

Mr. Schwartz said that is the rear entrance of the building.

Mr. Bernssad dl the retail must enter from the front of the building.

Mr. Lamannaasked if there will be an outsde eating area.

Mr. Berns replied by saying no, there will be no outside service, maybe only a bench to sit on to
egt an ice cream cone.



Mr. Lamanna said then there will be no tableslike at Arabica
Mr. Schwartz said the potentia tenant is not seeking that at thistime.

Mr. Lamannasaid he does not want to see a place that encourages congregating in the rear of the
building.

Mr. Takacs asked if there will be an interior access.
Mr. Schwartz said that the employees may enter from inside the building but the customers will be
ableto only accessit from the front of the building and it would not make any sense to have the cusomers

intherear.

Mr. Lewis referred to the hours of operation as 6:30 A.M. to 11:00 P.M. and asked if the
employeeswill arrive a 5:00 A.M. or will they only be there during the retail hours.

Mr. Bernssaid they will only be there during the retail hours.

Mr. Lewis asked if the ddiveries will only be during the hours of operation.

Mr. Schwartz said he has no problem with limiting the deliveries to the hours of operation.
Mr. Berns said he agreed, that is not a problem.

Mr. Lewis asked about the signage for this use.

Mr. Lamanna sad there is an exigting sgn out front.

Mr. Schwartz sad it will be conggent with the Sgnage but he does not have any information at this
time regarding their request for sgnage.

Mrs. Stanton asked if there will be any lighting changes.

Mr. Schwartz said there is none at this time and cannot foresee the user requiring any specia
lighting.

Mr. Kolesar asked if the neighbors were notified of this hearing.
Mrs. Linda Zimmerman, secretary to the board, replied yes.
Since there was no further testimony, this application was concluded.

Motion BZA 2002-8 - 8505 Tanglewood Square




Mr. Lamanna made a motion to modify and amend the conditiona use permit with respect to the
Tanglewood Professond Office Building to permit the use for a coffee shop and/or ice cream parlor with
thefallowing conditions which have been proposed by the applicant:

1. No food other than ice cream and beverages normally served at coffee shops and ice
cream parlors would be prepared on the premises.

2. All pastries and other food products normally served at coffee shops and ice cream parlors
will be prepared off the premises.

3. The hours of operation induding any ddiveriesto the coffee shop or ice cream parlor shdll
not begin earlier than 6:30 A.M. or end later than 11:00 P.M. seven days a week.

4, No drive-thru service will be permitted for the coffee shop or ice cream parlor.

5. There will be no outside seating or table areasin the rear or Sde of the building.

6. So long asit is used for a coffee shop or ice cream parlor, arow of 20 white pines not less
than 6' in height or arow of American Arborvitae not less than 5' feet in height will be
planted and maintained generdly in accordance with the drawing which has been submitted
by the applicant.

Basad on the following findings of fact:

1 With these conditions, this obviates any of the potentid concerns that the board previoudy
had which was the basis for the limitations contained in the origind conditiond use permit.

Mr. Takacs seconded the motion.
Vote: Mr. Kolesar, aye; Mr. Lamanna, aye; Mr. Lewis, aye; Mrs. Stanton, aye; Mr. Takacs, aye.

Application 2002-20 by Bainbridge Associates Ltd. for property at 8550/8564 E. Washington
Street (Continuance)

The gpplicant is requesting a conditiond use permit with area variances for the purpose of
edtablishing a shopping center. The property islocated in a CB (Convenience Business) Didtrict.

The zoning inspector's | etter dated May 14, 2002 was read and photos of the Site were submitted.
Mr. Cliff Hershman and Mr. Tim Olland were present to represent this application.

Mr. Hershman testified that he and Mr. Olland went back and incorporated every single request
by the board.

Mr. Olland testified by explaining the new dte plan and stated that the Cactus Moon drive will be
eliminated, there will be more parking spaces and he moved the building back and connected the service
drive.



Mr. Takacs asked about the parking in the back and if anyone can park there.
Mr. Hershman said the employees park in the back.

Mr. Olland said the green space was expanded.

Mr. Hershman said they changed the parking arrangement at Market Square aso.
Mr. Takacs asked about the number of proposed parking spaces.

Mr. Olland said they have 31 plus 55 spaces.

Mr. Takacs said the parking is not an issue.

Mr. Hershman replied by saying right.

Mr. Lewis questioned the parking requirements for the day care center.

Mr. Olland said they are in good shape for the day care center and added that they staggered the
building o it will not beinalong line.

Mr. Kolesar said the day care center is not just a normal in and out Situation and asked if the
driveway islong enough to accommodate the cars.

Mr. Lamannasaid thereis amost 300" to que up the cars so ten cars could back up there.
Mr. Kolesar asked if the Retail South C extends an additional 65' closer to the street.

Mr. Hershman replied yes but it is dtill within the setback.

Mrs. Stanton asked about the setbacks.

Mr. Mclntyre explained that per Chapter 117 of the zoning resolution under conditiona uses, no
building can be located within 100 of the right-of-way.

Mr. Takacs suggested ingtdling an idand a an angle on the driveway.
The board discussed the entrance width.

Mr. Hershman said he can gtripe the driveway and added that there will be two lanes out and one
lanein.



Mr. Lamannasaid asign could be ingaled that says "Keep Right" so people won't chop off the
corner.

Mr. Kolesar asked about the forest of huge pine trees between this and the Cactus Moon building.
Mr. Hershman said his god isto keep the rows of pine trees dong side of the Cactus Moon.
Mr. Takacs asked about the adjacent parcel.

Mr. Hershman said it goes to the Bainbridge Township parcel and added that they can't go up to
the CVSline anyway.

Mr. Lewis asked Mr. Hershman and Mr. Olland if they were OK with the truck route right-of-way.
Mr. Hershman and Mr Olland replied yes.
Mr. Takacs asked about proposed signage.

Mr. Olland explained the proposed signage and said they want directiond signsthat say Market
Square East and they would like to be able to put a sgn on the corner.

Mr. Takacs asked about the number of tenants.
Mr. Hershman explained the tenant Stuation.
Mrs. Stanton asked if the facade will look like Market Square.

Mr. Olland said yes, the existing front of the Ethan Allen store will be trested smilarly to the other
Market Square retail because we will add some arches.

Mr. Hershman and Mr. Olland presented proposed renderings of what it will look like.

Mr. Kolesar commented thet if under the present configuration of the drive off of E. Washington
for drug pick-up becomes tricky, if maybe CV'S could be persuaded to reconfigure their drive.

Mr. Hershman said the idand is so people will have to chooseright or I€ft.
Mrs. Stanton asked if dl the parcels will be combined.
Mr. Olland explained that the partners are not the same, they are just dlowing each other to use

the parcels and we do not have to combine them but, if Bainbridge Associates owns al the parcels we
would do alot consolidation, otherwise we will do a cross-over easement.



Mr. Lamanna asked about the lot coverage for Ethan Allen.

Mr. Mclntyre said it is close to 80%.

Mr. Hershman said there is 8% green space.

Mr. Olland sad they met with CEl regarding their poles and they will ingdl the eectricd

underground.

Mr. Lewis asked about the loading dock spaces.

Mr. Mclntyre explained the loading dock requirements.

Mr. Lamanna asked about the lighting plan.

Mr. Olland sad the lighting will be kept on the parcd.

Mr. Mclntyre asked about the landscaping plan.

Mr. Hershman explained the landscaping and seeding plans.

Since there was no further testimony, this application was concluded.

Motion BZA 2002-20 - 8550/8554 Washington Street

Mr. Lamanna made amoation to grant aconditiona use permit for the purposes of agtrip shopping
center and to grant the following variances with respect to this requested shopping area:
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A variance from the required front yard setback of 70" to 30' for avariance of 40'.

A variance from the required side yard setback of 20 to 10' for avariance of 10'.

A variance from the required rear yard setback of 50" to O..

Maximum lot coverage from 40% to 50.06% for a variance of 10.06%.

A requested front yard variance on that of 30" and arear yard variance of 100

A variance of one loading dock under Chapter 169.07 from the three required to two
actud loading docks.

Based on the following findings of fact:

1.

2.

Thereisan exiging retail areaon one of the three parcds that would be combined to form
this shopping center.

There isdso arestaurant building located on one of the other parcels and the third parce
is currently unoccupied. These parcels will be combined to form a single parcel that will
become the center and for that reason the variances on setbacks to the front are consistent



with those that currently exist for the existing buildings.

3. In addition the existing lot coverage for the mgor exiding retail areais approximately 90%
and the exigting restaurant building is on the order of 45% or so and that when combined
that will reduce the overdl lot coverage of the two existing areas by bringing al of these
parcels together with the development plan shown by the applicant so it will end up with
asmdler lot coverage than would have otherwise existed with an independent devel opment
of the currently undevel oped parcel and the existing development of the two parcels that
have been devel oped.

4, The reason for granting the area variances are due to the current existing development on
these properties.

5. Thereislimited room because of the exigting retal building or parking and in addition by
building this an additiona buffer zone will be created between the commercid business
digtrict and the adjacent residentid digtrict.

6. Also in addition, the parcel backs onto an exigting retail areathat is owned by a related
party and who is willing to accept the reduction in the setback requirements for the
buildings and parking areas and because of the fact that there is existing retail areas with
parking and other retail operaions, the falure to have the full setback in these areas will not
adversdly affect any adjacent resdentia digtrict and will not adversdy affect the adjacent
commercid operations.

7. With respect to specific conditions in addition to those genera conditions that are
aoplicable to dl conditiona use permits, the applicant will have areciproca easement or
other agreements or common ownership agreement so as to have an outdoor play areaon
the adjacent Market Square retail center property for any day care center occupying the
parce a the subject of this application and aso will provide the right to use the service
drive as shown on the applicant's proposed plot plan for ingress and egressto the rear of
the Market Square retail center.

8. The gpplicant will dso berm the area.and berm and landscape the area between the parking
that abuts E. Washington Street so as to screen that parking from the street. No such
requirement is necessary for the area between the front of what is shown as Retall South
C on E. Washington Street since there is only extremdy limited parking in that area.

0. The gpplicant will dso provide asmdl idand to delineste the ingress and egress lanes of the
main drive from the center onto E. Washington Stregt. Al of the lighting will be congstent
with that at the Market Square retail center s as to contain to maximum extent practical,
al of thelight onto the grounds of the shopping center and to minimize any spill over of light
to any adjacent aress.

Mr. Takacs seconded the motion.
Vote: Mr. Kolesar, aye; Mr. Lamanna, aye; Mr. Lewis, aye; Mrs. Stanton, aye; Mr. Takacs, aye.

Application 2002-21 by Laughing Coyote, Inc. (Scorchers) for property at 8370 E. Washington
Street (Continuance)




The gpplicant is requesting an area variance for the purpose of congtructing a courtyard in the front
yard. The property islocated in aCB Didtrict.

Mr. Lamannanoted that this gpplication was withdrawn.

Moation BZA 2002-21 - 8370 E. Washington Street

Mr. Lamanna made a motion to dismiss this application at the request of the applicant without
prejudice.

Mr. Lewis seconded the motion.
Vote: Mr. Kolesar, aye; Mr. Lamanna, aye; Mr. Lewis, aye; Mrs. Stanton, aye; Mr. Takacs, aye.

Application 2002-26 by Ivan Jozef Inc. for property at 16381 Chillicothe Road

The gpplicant is requesting a use variance for the purpose of establishing a hedth and beauty spa.
The property islocated in a R-5A Didtrict.

The zoning inspector's | etter dated May 14, 2002 was read and photos of the Site were submitted.

Mr. Tom Reitz, Attorney for gpplicant, Mr. Ivan Kofol, representative of Ivan Jozef Inc., and Ms.
Catherine Posavec, manager of the proposed spa, were present to represent this application. Ms. Laura
Pavlik, Court Reporter, was in attendance for the applicant.

Mr. Lamannaswore in Mr. Kofal.

Mr. Reitz submitted a series of exhibitsto the board and the origina to the secretary. He testified
by saying that he noticed that his gpplication for a use variance is on the agenda but said he dso filed an

gpplication for a subgtitution of a non-conforming use.

Mr. Lamanna asked if the board did not previoudy hear a subgtitution for a non-conforming use
under application 2002-5.

Mr. Reitz replied yes on February 21, 2002.

Mr. Lamanna said that gpplication was denied.

Mr. Reitz sad there was no question that it was denied, but the board was unsuccessful in denying
it or rendering a decison because the minutes were not provided to his client. He questioned the

adminigrative proceedings of the board.

Mr. Lamanna sad it is adecison whether or not this application is res judicata and the board will



need to investigate this from alegd standpoint.

Mr. Reitz said this proposdl is not identical as the one filed in February because thereis areduction
in the number of tanning beds, previoudy ten beds were proposed and now there are five tanning beds
proposed.

Mr. Reitz asked Mr. Ivan Kofol when this property was purchased.

Mr. Kofol testified by saying it was purchased in 2000 with Bongiorno's Restaurant, the former
Willow Bay furniture store pace and a co-op antique store.

Mr. Reitz tedtified that the restaurant is open 4:00 P.M. - 10:00 P.M. dally, is closed on Mondays
and it hasaliquor license. Hereferred to Exhibits 11 and 12 regarding liquor permits and said there have
been no complaints on the restaurant, nor the antique store which isopen 10 A.M. - 4:00 P.M. daily.

Mr. Reitz asked if the owner had received any complaints about the furniture store at the time of
purchase.

Mr. Kofol said they reupholstered and sold furniture and left the Fall of 2000. He added that the
Willow Bay portion has been vacant.

Mr. Reitz asked Mr. Kofadl to view the exhibits and identify them.

Mr. Kofdl identified Exhibit 1 as photos of the former Willow Bay, the antique Sore, the restaurant
on the property, the church on the north side of the property and the church parking lot.

Mr. Kofol identified Exhibit 2 as two photos of the smal house on the south of the property.

Mr. Kofol identified Exhibit 3 as a photo of the church on the south side of the property
(Fellowship Bible Church) including a copy of the May 2002 caendar of eventsfor the church and a copy
of aschedule of the Worship Service dated April 28, 2002.

Mr. Kofal identified Exhibit 4 as a photo of the church on the north side of the property (The
Federated Church Family Life Center) and a photo of their Sgn.

Mr. Ratz gated that attached to Exhibit 4 is an affidavit from John Bourisseau, the Director of the
Family Life Center which categorizes the number of events, the activity and the average number of attendees
that occur at the Family Life Center.

Mr. Lamanna stated that the board cannot take that affidavit into testimony because it cannot be
cross-examined.

Mr. Kofol identified Exhibit 5 as two photos of Route 306.
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Kofol identified Exhibit 6 as two photos of Route 306 looking south

Kofal identified Exhibit 7 as three photos of Route 306 looking north.

Reitz asked Mr. Kofal if when Willow Bay exited the premisesif other tenants were sought.
Kofol said they looked around but were unable to find anyone.

Reitz asked if doctors, etc. were considered.

Kofol said they were not considered because they did not want to expand.

Reitz asked if any other prospective tenants were being considered other than this applicant.
Kofol replied no.

Reitz asked why this subgtitution is desired.

Kofol said there will be no expanson of the building.

Reitz asked Ms. Catherine Posavec what her involvement will bein the spa

Ms. Posavec said she will manage the spa

Mr.

Reitz asked how many people will be using the tanning bed area.

Ms. Posavec said origindly there were going to be ten beds but they have been reduced to five and
the average timeis 20 minutes or ten per hour at full capacity.

Mr.

Reitz asked Ms. Posavec if she anticipates full capacity.

Ms. Posavec replied no.

Mr.

Reitz asked if thereis a high demand for tanning.

Ms. Posavec said no, the popular time is right before Christmas, before Prom, vacations and

UMMmer.

Mr.

Reitz asked where the tanning beds will be located.

Ms. Posavec said they will be on the second floor and the first floor will be for the manicures,
pedicures and hair salon.



Mr. Reitz asked how long a customer will say.

Ms. Posavec said awoman could stay a couple of hours to have her hair done.

Mr. Reitz asked about the hours of operation.

Mr. Posavec said the hourswill be between 9:30 A.M. to 8:00 P.M. or 9:00 P.M. in the evening.

Mr. Reitz asked about the proposed traffic.

Ms. Posavec said the maximum capacity, if everything was being used, would be 15 cars but she
does not think that would be the case. She said the hours between 5:00 P.M. - 7:00 P.M. will be dower
but the hours between 7:00 P.M. - 9:00 P.M. is a better time for people. She added that there are 115
gpaces in the lot and she would be lucky to have 15 people.

Mr. Reitz said there was a concern about toxic chemicals and he asked Ms. Posavec if there will
be any toxic chemicds.

Ms. Posavec replied no.
Mr. Reitz asked if there will be large trucks.

Ms. Posavec sad there is not much to the deliveries, only UPS, other than putting in the origina
tanning beds.

Mr. Reitz referred to Exhibit 8 which is alist of uses a this facility sgned by Joe Orlowski,
Assigant Zoning Inspector.

Mr. Kolesar asked if the beauty shop will be the only tenant in this building.
Ms. Posavec said yes, in the Colonid Spa.

Mr. Kolesar asked if the building is properly equipped in deding with fumes.
Mr. Reitz said should it require any adjustments, they will be made.

Mr. Lamanna asked to view the actud floor plans.

Mrs. Stanton asked if the plans show how many hair ations there will be.

Ms. Posavec said there will be four ations and the right Sde will be for hair and the left sde will
be for manicures/pedicures.



Mr. Takacs asked if the tanning beds will be updtairs.
Ms. Posavec said yes and they will be doing massages and facids upstairs dso.
Mr. Lamanna asked what changes are made from the prior application.

Mr. Reitz said origindly they had 10 tanning beds but reduced them to five because of the board's
concerns.

Mr. Lamanna asked what the rest of the areawill be used for.

Ms. Posavec said there will be awaiting area for people to reax.

Mr. Lamannaasked if the rest will be the same.

Ms. Posavec replied right.

Mr. Lamanna asked about the maximum capacity a thisfacility a onetime.

Ms. Posavec sad if every sngle tanning bed was used there would be 15 people in a course of one
hour.

Mr. Takacs asked about the potential number of employees.

Ms. Posavec said there will be hersdf, a person for the manicures/pedicures, and one or two
people for the hair which would amount to five employees including hersdlf.

Mr. Lamanna asked Mr. Kofol about the furniture store, if they o did reupholstering there or if
they sent the furniture out to another shop for thet.

Mr. Kofol said he did not know.
Mr. Takacs asked what will happen to the other portion of the building.

Mr. Kofol sad the restaurant is in the back and the remaining portion of the building will not
change.

Mrs. Stanton said she is concerned about the traffic being increased because she thought Willow
Bay had 30 or 40 people per day but if you have 15 per hour you are talking about 80 cars per day.

Mr. Reitz sad they will be people from the neighborhood anyway and it would not creste any more
traffic.



Mrs. Stanton said with her experience it is done by appointment only.

Ms. Posavec said there will be drop-ins and said when she has her hair done it can take two hours
to perm, color, or highlight.

Mr. Lamanna asked what efforts have been made to rent out this premises.

Mr. Kofol said they taked to other tenants but some would like to expand the building.

Mr. Lamanna asked if this was advertised with a mgor redtor.

Mr. Kofol said nothing panned out.

Mr. Kolesar asked if thisis gpproved if they would be amenable to cleaning up the landscaping.
Mr. Reitz replied yes.

Mr. Lamanna asked Mr. Retz if he was going to divide his gpproach, subgtitution of a non-
conforming use and a use variance.

Mr. Reitz said under a subgtitution of a non-conforming use, the code requires the same kind of
character, but the board smply looked at the section of the building that was formerly a furniture store.

Mr. Reitz referred to Exhibit 10 - Casefiled in the Court of Appedsin Ohio, Seventh Appellate
Didrict. He continued by saying that this areawas zoned CB in the past and referred to Exhibit 8 (history
of property compiled by Joe Orlowski, Assstant Zoning Inspector).

Mr. Reitz referred to Exhibit 9 and a case review from 1967 which was won for the same reason
and said we have no way of knowing what the noise or traffic was from Willow Bay furniture sore. He
continued by saying that atraffic sudy was done by NOACA between Chagrin Blvd. (old Rt. 422) and
Rt. 306 with an excess of 15,000 vehicles and between Rt. 87 and Rt. 306 there was an excess of 11,000
vehicles and the subject property fals between those two measurements.

Mr. Reitz sad that Exhibit 4 contains additiond information about traffic which is attached to the
office schedule for the Family Life Center and said the bold faced items are the ones that take place at the
Family Life Center (120 events) which isimmediately north of the property owned by Ivan Jozef Inc. He
sad seventeen events have more than 400 people and a number of them are in the 200 range. He
continued by reading from Chapter 101.02 of the Bainbridge Township Zoning Resolution (Declaration
of Purpose) and added that this proposed use will not adversdly affect the neighboring properties. He
referred to Exhibit 1 - the property itsdf, Exhibit 2 - subject property facing south, cannot see ahouse there
with subgtantia foliage, Exhibit 3 - photo of the church itsdf (Fellowship Bible Church) with 200 parking
gpaces and the worship service schedule, Exhibit 3 and 4 - Federated Church Family Life Center with 160



parking spaces, Exhibit 5 - Woods of Wembley with very nice houses but not on Rt. 306 and the second
photo shows an additiona buffer directly across the street, Exhibit 6 and 7 - photos of Rt. 306 taken on
Friday, AM of typicd traffic a that location facing south and north (note truck traffic) and said that the
proposed use would not adversely affect the neighboring properties. He added that he believes that dl of
the dements of a subgtitution of a non-conforming use have been made.

Mr. Reitz referred to the use variance and said the character will be resdentid in nature, it will be
asarvice provided to the residents, it is zoned resdentia but surrounded on both sides by community type
facilities, the spirit will be observed and added that he did not know what the spirit of the zoning resolution
is, he said he looked and could not find it. Hesaid it isalawful use which may be continued and substantiad
justice will be done and said this will not be contrary or derogate from the genera purposes of the zoning
resolution. He thanked the board members for their time and consideration.

Mr. Lamanna asked Mr. Reitz if he happened to know on the referred to court case, if their zoning
ordinance is the same as our zoning ordinance.

Mr. Reitz said he did not know but it was a case from 1957.

Mr. Kolesar asked what court he was talking abouit.

Mr. Reitz said Portage County.

Mr. Lamannasad the board does have athreshold issue here on whether it has a previous decision
on the same matter and not sure that what was presented before is materidly different and he thinks the
board would be forced to defer its decison until the next regularly scheduled meeting and with that being
the case he sees no point in addressing the use variance. He suggested that the board defer this so it can
examine the testimony that was raised and said there is no need to recapitul ate.

Mr. Reitz asked if he should provide the Director of the Family Life Center.

Mr. Lamannasad it is not necessary.

Since there was no further testimony, this application was concluded.

Motion BZA 2002-26 - 16381 Chillicothe Road

Mr. Lamanna made a motion to continue consderation of this goplication to the next regularly
scheduled meeting to be held June 20, 2002 in order to further investigete certain questions of fact that have
been raised by the applicant.

Mr. Takacs seconded the motion.

Vote: Mr. Kolesar, aye; Mr. Lamanna, aye; Mr. Lewis, aye; Mrs. Stanton, aye; Mr. Takacs, aye.



Application 2002-27 by Colonid Auto Sdes & Service, Inc. for property at 8228 E. Washington
Street

The gpplicant is requesting a conditiond use permit for the purpose of the reconfiguration of aused
car lot. The property islocated in a CB (Convenience Business) Didtrict.

The zoning ingpector's |etter dated May 14, 2002 was read and photos of the Ste were submitted.

Mr. Gus Budin testified that he will be taking away part of the existing used car |ot and adding more
to the east Side of the property where the Timberfireis.

Mr. Takacs asked if the cars will be morevishile

Mr. Budin said they are closer to the street than they used to be because they widened the street
and added that he was given a zoning permit for alittle building out front but decided not to build the sdes
office.

Mr. Takacs asked if he will befilling in the back with grave.

Mr. Budin said he will be getting rid of the gravel and putting more grassin.

Mr. Lamanna questioned where the Timberfire outdoor patio is located.

The board viewed photos and an aeria photo of the Site.

Mr. Budin asked how the Timberfire patio affects him.

Mr. Lamannasaid they don' affect you, you affect them and the fact that you are putting something
in the front that was not there before.

Mr. Takacs asked if he was going to park cars on the grass.
Mr. Budin said in the summer-time.

Mr. Lewisasked if the cars are al outdoor.

Mr. Takacs replied yes.

Mr. Lewis said we are dready looking at the cars.

Mr. Budin explained about the cars in the back.

Mr. Lamanna said the board held Timberfire and other people to their lot coverage.



Mr. Budin sad the Timberfireis dl agphdt.

Mr. Lamanna said they are a 40% and said if we hold this lot coverage to the same amount, he
won't have a problem.

Mr. Budin explained the drive and said if he hasto cut it, he will cut it.
Mr. Lamanna asked what the lot coverage was.

Mr. Mclntyre explained that the lot coverage was a 50.5% with the office space that was going
togoin.

Mr. Takacs asked if he was going to diminate the sone and fence.
Mr. Budin said he will put some stone in because it is so hard to cut the grass.
Since there was no further testimony, this application was concluded.

Motion BZA 2002-27 - 8228 E. Washington Street

Mr. Lamanna made amotion to modify the exising conditiond use permit to permit anew asphalt
pavement areain the area as shown on the gpplicant's drawing.

With the following conditions

1. The lot coverage totd amount will remain a the 50.5% granted in BZA 96-42 so the
goplicant will have to reduce other ot coverage to the extent necessary to compensate for
the new asphdt pavement area and will submit for the gpprova of the zoning ingpector
gppropriate plans showing such coverage.

Mr. Takacs seconded the motion.

Vote: Mr. Kolesar, aye; Mr. Lamanna, aye; Mr. Lewis, aye; Mrs. Stanton, aye; Mr. Takacs, aye.

Application 2002-28 by Frank Remington Robinson for property at 7170 Chagrin Road

The gpplicant is requesting a subdtitution of a non-conforming, pre-existing use for the purpose of
subdtituting a non-conforming printing company for a non-conforming professond office building. The
property islocated in aR-3A Didtrict.

The zoning inspector's |etter dated May 14, 2002 was read and photos of the Ste were submitted.

Mr. Frank Robinson, Architect and Mr. Dwight Milko were present to represent this gpplication.



Mr. Robinson testified that they attempting to obtain a lesser use for this property because it
currently has been alight industrid or commercia use and we would like to make it a business use.

Mr. Milko testified that they are proposing a professond office use that will reduce the amount of
activity and the type of equipment used and will dso do amgor restoration to the building.

Mr. Robinson said they are only adding a vestibule to comply with building code requirements. He
presented a Site plan to the board.

Mr. Lamanna asked about the current lot coverage.

Mr. Robinson said it isat 19% but before the county gave the land in the front it was at 41% lot
coverage.

Mr. Lamannaasked if there will be additiona parking.

Mr. Robinson said there will be no additiond parking.

Mr. Milko said there will be six offices with mysdlf and four employees.
Mr. Lamanna asked if there was room to add parking if they need to.
Mr. Milko replied yes.

Mr. Robinson said this property used to be alight industrid, pre-existing commercia building now
zoned resdential. He added that the neighbors are dl in agreement with this,

Mr. Kolesar asked if a portion of the printing shop will be maintained.

Mr. Robinson replied no, it would make it difficult. He showed the board photos of the existing
building.

Mrs. Stanton asked if there any landscaping plans between the residence and the building.
Mr. Milko said there is not redlly any room and said his neighbor cuts his grass.

Mr. Takacs asked what will be stored.

Mr. Milko said there will be shelves for forms etc.

Since there was no further testimony, this application was concluded.

Motion BZA 2002-28 - 7170 Chagrin Road




Mr. Lamanna made a motion to grant the subgtitution of a pre-existing non-conforming use from
a print shop to a professond office use and to permit the addition of a vestibule as required by building
code and to grant a variance from the required ten parking spaces of the new use to the six that currently
exig.

Basad on the following findings of fact:

1 This subgtitution is equaly or a more appropriate use of the property.

2. Itisalessintensve use.

3. It tekesit from alight industria use into a professond office use.

4, In addition, the township has professond office districts which are designed to be buffers

between non-residentia and residentia areas and thiswill help provide such a buffer to the
adjacent residentia areaiin its new use.

5. In this particular use there will not be any increase in traffic or any other adverseeffects to
the adjacent property and there will be actudly less pollution and should be no increase in
the use of the property and less noise so it is gppropriate that this change be made.

6. As mentioned before, it is aso conggtent with the spirit of the zoning and with creating
buffer zones with professona office aress.

Mr. Takacs seconded the mation.
Vote: Mr. Kolesar, aye; Mr. Lamanna, aye; Mr. Lewis, aye; Mrs. Stanton, aye; Mr. Takacs, aye.

Since there was no further testimony the public hearing was closed a 11:04 P.M.

Respectfully submitted,

John Kolesar

Michad Lamanna, Chairman
Todd Lewis

Ellen Stanton

Donad Takacs, Vice Chairman

Attested to by: LindalL. Zimmerman, Secretary
Board of Zoning Appedls



Bainbridge Township, Ohio
Board of Zoning Appedls
May 16, 2002
The regular meeting of the Bainbridge Township Board of Zoning Appeals was cdled to order a 11:04 P.M.

by Mr. Michadl Lamanna, Chairman. Members present were Mr. John Kolesar, Mr. Todd Lewis, Mrs. Ellen Stantor
and Mr. Donad Takacs.
Minutes

Mr. Lamanna made amotion to approve the minutes of the April 18, 2002 meeting as written.

Mr. Takacs seconded the motion that passed unanimoudly.

Applications for next mesting

Application 2002-2 by Mary A. Briggs for property at 16790 Bedford Street (Continuance)

The applicant is requesting area variances for the purpose of constructing an agriculturd building incidentd tc
an agricultura use. The property islocated in a R-3A Didtrict.



Application 2002-26 by Ivan Jozef Inc. for property a 16381 Chillicothe Road (Continuance)

The gpplicant is requesting a use variance for the purpose of establishing a hedth and beauty spa. The property
islocated in a R-5A Didtrict.

Application 2002-29 by Steven B. Huckabee for property at 7087 Rocker Avenue

The gpplicant is requesting area variances for the purpose of congtructing a garage addition. The property is
located in a R-3A Didtrict.

Application 2002-30 by Fifth Third Bank (Dennis Green) for property a South East Corner of East
Washington &. & Park Circle Drive (8355 E. Washington Street)

The gpplicant is requesting area variances for the purpose of congtructing abank. The property islocated in
a CB Didtrict (Convenience Busness).

Application 2002-31 by Fifth Third Bank ¢/o Brilliant Electric Sgn Co. for property a South East Corner ol
East Washington &. & Park Circdle Drive (8355 E. Washington Stregt)

The gpplicant is requesting areavariances for the purpose of inddling Sgnage. The property islocated in aCE
Didtrict (Convenience Busness).

Application 2002-32 by The Fellowship Bible Church for property at 16391 Chillicothe Road

The gpplicant is requesting a conditiond use permit for the purpose of congtructing an addition. The property
islocated in a R-5A Didtrict.

The Bainbridge Township Board of Zoning Appedls set the public hearing on the above gpplications for June
20, 2002 at 7:30 P.M. at the Bainbridge Community Hall, 17826 Chillicothe Road, Bainbridge Township, Ohio and
unanimously resolved to request the Board of Trusteesto issue a purchase order for lega advertisng.

Since there was no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 11:24 P.M.
Respectfully submitted,

John Kolesar

Michad Lamanna, Chairman
Todd Lewis

Ellen Stanton

Donad Takacs, Vice Chairman

Attested to by: LindaL. Zimmerman, Secretary
Board of Zoning Appedls






