REGULAR MERTTRG
CENTERVILLE PLANNING COMMISSICHN

April 25, 1972

was h@l@ on &prli ﬁﬁs 19?& dt 73 5@ L.m, Fre aent were Ghamrmdn

Harold Wells, Bruce Baker, Robert Ackerman, John Davis, Gary
%axton, City Manager James Smith and Consulting Engineer Karl
eWis.

The minutes of the April 11, 1972 meebing were approved
unanimously.

C-72~% A Public Hearing was held on the reqguest for Conditional
use of 8%7.8 acres owned by Paul Lapp along A-B Hoad neesr
Wilmington Pike. Mr, Abromowitz of the Woolpert Company
presented the proposal. It contained 5.5 acres of park, 12.3
acres of streets, V5.6 acres of lots, They are permitted 165
lots but are proposing 136 lots. Nr. Maxbon again objected %o
the lack of depth on lots along 4-3 Road, He further felt the
lots should back up to 4i-B Hosd snd have entrances from the
interior of the Lapp property. HMr. Yells felt that by 1&crﬁa,1nﬁ
depth that front yvard turn-arcunds could be included giving
more safe exits and entrances onto i-B Hoad.

Dr. H. Kelso, 2212 i~B Road was opposed because the sbtep
down Ffromw the large lots located to the west was too abrupt.
br, James uahmmn&@mﬁﬁ, Er, Lovimg Duff, Mr, H.C, Woodalil, Dr.
Uwen ﬁuﬁhes and Dr., Meng were all opposed for the ssme reasons,
Porther #r, Duff r@qu@atﬁﬁ congideration of the proposed uses
of adjecent land so that The whole region could be tied in
together, Dr. Meng stabted That h@‘woulé agree to match 1ot
sizes anpd number of lots on his land which abuts the pravosed
cul—de~sac running south from 4B Road, Thus, if only one or
two large lots abut the cul-de-sac on the Lanp property, he
would only propose one or two larze lobs on his property. Thus,
a more genble transition could be made. Mr, Davisg felt, unllke
Mr, Meuwbon, That lobs backing up to A-B Road would be undesirable.
Mpr, Baker felt the arrengement lacked ¢mdy1ﬁatlom and was “"une
Centerville-like™ lacking in cul-de-sacs and perhaps designed
to give the developer a minimum area of atreets Lo be developed,
Nr, Abromowltz stated they would resbtudy the parts of the proposal
which were objected Co,

V=72-% A Public Hearing was held on a reguest for a business
sign for Elder Rc&lbv, Co. on their property at 125 §, Franklin
Street. HMr, Hobert Powers and lir. Jeabterbaugh objected to
business signs in residential districts. In general, the Flanning
Commigsion Telt that & small post-type sign approx Lmatclv 1e

x 18 inches locabted just hack of the street right of way would he
accepbable. A new drewing and design will be submitted prior to

g decigion, This decision would be a first test of the use of
residential office zoning and sign requirements,
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&m72=%  The recuest for rezoning by James L, Schwindemsn was
discussed. Ur, Wells explained that apparently wrong informetion
was given to Mr. Schwindeman, stating thalt the seldom used Bwl
and o-2 districts could be requested rather than the R-] which
was advised., My, Schwindeman was reguested to submit a proposal
for Centerville 5~2 zoning (30,000 sq. £t. lots) and a residential
development plan if his B-1 request was bturned down. Mr. Haxbon
noved to deny the request. Ir. Pavis seconded the motion. The
metion passed 50, HEr, Schwindemen further sgreed to try to work
cut a sultable plan with all neighbors.

Richlev Property--i proposal by Mr. Roderick Richley to subdivide
nis property in the center of a tract of land along A-B Rosd

wag discussed. In general the Planning Commission felt thatb
“flag-shaped”™ gubdivisions were a provblem and in this case the
development would not abub a public street. The Plannine
Commigsion agreed to go to the area ab thelr convenlence in the
next week to sbtudy the proposal "on sibe',

An application was received from Igleburger, Henderson and
Nowzk, architects representing Biteak & ile Hestaursats, Inc.
They are proposing a restaurant along State Roubte 48 soubth of the
Hinkle Houss, The major cbjectlons by the Plarnmipg Counmlssion
were the overhang on the Ifront of the building, the lighted sign
in front and the perking in frownt, Hr. Henderson sbtated they
would restudy the wplan. Karl Lewis would sbtudy the proposed
drainage before the negt meeting and be prepared to make
recommendations, The request was tebled until further information
was avallable,

PO=72w% Digcugsion was held on an ordinapce to amend tThe zoning
ordinance regaprding malti-~Tamily use which is allowed in sosme
existing EB.C. zoning. Harold Wells objected to the Tact that the
ordinance was supposedly in order snd had bsen received by the
City Atbtorney, vet did not contain his signature, He felt thab
this was bad practice. The ordinance was set for Public Hearing
on May 30, 1972 at 7:30 P.l.

Mr. Abromowits of the Woolpert Company presented a preliminary
plan for part of Revere Village. The plan was for single family
housing. Une strip of land along Spring Valley was not part of the
proposal. The Plaunning Commission objected to the plecemeal
submission of the aree even Ghough the small strip was stated to

be owned by a subsidisry of the company owning bthe Hevere Village
property. The Planning Commissicen felt that no provision for
widening Soring Valley by the subfidlery was available and

thet the subsidiery mizght claim at a later date that they could
not widen Spring Valley due To the small size of thelr strip of
land. The Planning Compission felt that the size of the Revere
Village development sould be Taken into consideration when
Spring Valisey considerstions were discussed, The dsvelopers
will regtudy the situation. Mr. Wells resd proposals from the



Fire Department., They dealt mostly with street widths and
street names, The FPlanning Commnission saw no problems in gensral
with the layout.

A request was recelived Irom a Mr. MacArthur for a variance
o bulld a new parage along Von Detbe Circle. The existing
garage is now remodeled into part of the house. More complebe
drawings were requested by the rlamning Commission.,

Hr. Baker requested that the Planning Commission set policy
on when a reguest to the Plamning Commission is congsidered
acceplbed for study. This is because of the 60 dsy l1imit. He
felt bhat submisaion to the City Hansper on a date not colnciding
with a meébing of the Commission was unacceplbable and that a
proposal should only be considered "accepted” when received ab
a weebting of the commission and so stated in the offiecial minutes
of The FPlanning Commission.

There beling no further business the meeting was adjournsd.



