CITY OF OXFORD

STAFF SUMMARY REPORT
Report to the City Manager Finance
Originating Department
Council Meeting Of:__ 9/07/10
Heidi Hill
Account Code No. Prepared By
Budgeted Amount: 8/27/2010
Date Prepared

Agenda Title: 3.65 MILL PROPERTY TAX RATE RESOLUTION

Recommendation: Approve

Discussion:
This resolution is the annual standard resolution sent to us from the Butler County Auditor.

The purpose is to legally adopt the Oxford property tax rate for next year as approved by the
Auditor” s office.

Approved By:
Department Head:
City Manager:




RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE AMOCUNTS AND RATES AS DETERMINED BY THE
BUDGET COMMISSION OF BUTLER COUNTY, OQHIO AND AUTHORIZING THE
NECESSARY TAX LEVIES AND CERTIFYING THEM TO THE COUNTY AUDITOR.

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF OXFORD, BUTTER
COUNTY, STATE OF OQOHIOQ, THAT:

SECTION 1: Council in accordance with Chio Revised
Code, and having previously adopted a Tax Budget for the next
succeeding fiscal year commencing January 1, 2011.

SECTICON 2: The Budget Commission of Butler County, Ohio
has certified its action thereon to this Council together with
an estimate by the County Auditor of the rate of each tax
necessary to be levied by this Council, and what part thereof is
without, and what part within the ten mill tax limitation.

SECTION 3: The amounts and rates, as determined by the
Budget Commission in its certification, be and the same are
hereby accepted.

SECTION: 4: There is hereby levied on the tax duplicate
of said City the rate of each tax necessary to be levied within
and without the ten mill limitation, as set forth on Schedule A
attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference:

SECTION 5: This resolution shall take effect at the
earliest date allowed by law.

MAYOR

ADOPTED:

ATTEST:

CLERK OF OXFORD CITY COUNCIL
INTRODUCED BY: RICHAED KEEBLER

PREPARED BY: LAW(S5TAFF)



RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE AMOUNTS AND RATES AS DETERMINED BY THE
BUDGET COMMISSION AND AUTHORIZING THE NECESSARY TAX LEVIES
AND CERTIFYING THEM TO THE COUNTY AUDITOR

(VILLAGE COUNCIL)

Rev. Code, Secs. 5705.34, 5705.35

The Council of the CITY of OXFCRD , Butler County, Ohio, met in

session on the day of , 20

, atthe

(regular or special)

office of with the following members prasent:

moved the adoption of the following Resolution:

WHEREAS, This Council in accordance with the provisions of law has previously adopted a Tax
Budget for the next succeeding fiscal year commencing January 1, 2011; and

WHEREAS, the Budget Commission of Butler County, Chio has certified its action thereon to this
Council together with an estimate by the County Auditor of the rate of each tax necessary o be
levied by this Council, and what part thereof is without, and what part within the fen mill tax
limitation; therefore be it

RESOLVED, By the Council of the CITY OF OXFORD Butler County, Ohio, that the
amounts and rates, as determined by the Budget Commission in its certification, be and the same are
hereby accepted; and be it further

RESCLVED, That there be and is hereby iavied on the tax duplicate of said Village the rate of

each tax necessary to be levied within and without the ten mill limitation as follows:



SCHEDULE A

SUMMARY OF AMOUNTS REQUIRED FROM GENERAL PRCPERTY TAX APPROVED BY BUDGET
COMMISSION, AND COUNTY AUDITOR'S ESTIMATED TAX RATES

COUNTY AUDITCR'S
AMOUNT AMOUNT TO BE ESTIMATE OF TAX
APPROVED BY BUDGET DERIVED FROM RATE TO BE LEVIED

FUND COMMISSION INSIDE  LEVIES QUTSIDE  ====== ====s======

10 MLL LIMITATION 10 MILL LIMITATION INSIDE  OUTSIDE

10MILL 10 MILL
LIMIT LIMIT

GENERAL FUND 1,090,000.00 3.65

GENERAL BOND RETIREMENT FUND

PARK FUND

RECREATICN FUND

FIRE LEVY

POLICE LEVY

TOTAL 1,090,000.00 0.00 3.65 0.00




SCHEDULE B

LEVIES CUTSIDE 10 MILL LIMITATION, EXCLUSIVE OF DEBT LEVIES

COUNTY AUDITOR'S  MAXIMUM RATE

ESTIMATE OF YIELC  AUTHORIZED
FUND OF LEVY (Carry o TO BE LEVIED
Schedule A}

GENERAL FUND:
Current expense levy authorized by voters on ,20
not to exceed years,

Current expense levy authorized by voters on .20
not to exceed years.

Current expense levy authorized by voters on 20
not to exceed years.

Current expense levy authorized by voters on 20
not to exceed years.

TOTAL GENERAL FUND OUTSIDE 10 MILL LIMITATION 0.00 0.00
SPECIAL LEVY FLUNDS:
Levy authorized by voters on 20 6.00
notio exceed  years.
Levy autherized by voters on .20
not to exceed  years. 0.00
Levy authorized by voters on 20

notto exceed  years.

Levy authorized by voters on 20
not to exceed  years.

Levy authorized by voters on .20
notto exceed  years.

Levy authorized by voters on 20
not to exceed  years.

Levy authorized by voters on 20
notto exceed  vears.

Levy authorized by voters on 20
notto excesd  years,

Levy authorized by voters on 20
not to exceed  years.

Levy autherized by voters on ,20
notto exceed  years.




and be it further

RESOLVED, That the Clerk of this Council be, and he/she is hereby directed to certify a copy of
this Resolution to the County Auditor of said County.

seconded the Resoclution and the roll being called upon its

adoption the vote resulted as follows:

Adopted the day of , 20

PRESIDENT OF COUNCIL

CLERK OF COUNCIL




CERTIFICATE CF COPY

ORIGINAL ON FiLE

The State of Chio, Butler County, ss.

1, , Clerk of the Council of the Village of

within and for said County, and in whose custody the Files and Records of said Council are required
by the Laws of the State of Ohio fo be kept, do hereby certify that the foregoing is taken and

copied from the original

now on file, that the foregoing has been compared by me with said original document, and that the
the same is a frue and correct copy thereof.

WITNESS my signature, this day of , 20

CLERK OF COUNCIL

NOTE: A copy of this Resolution must be certified to the County Auditor before the first day of
Qctober in each year, or at such later date as may be approved by the Board of Tax appeals.

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE AMOUNTS AND RATES AS DETERMINED BY THE BUDGET COMMISSION

AND AUTHORIZING THE NECESSARY TAX LEVIES AND CERTIFYING THEM TO THE COUNTY AUDITCR.
(VILLAGE COUNCIL)

ADOPTED .20 FILED . 20

CLERK OF COUNCIL COUNTY AUDITOR

DEPUTY AUDITOR




CITY OF OXFORD
STAFF SUMMARY REPORT

Report to the City Manager Clerk of Council
Originating Department

Council Meeting Of: September 7, 2010

Mary Ann Eaton

Account Code No. #: N/A Prepared By
Budgeted Amount:__N/A August 23, 2010
Date Prepared

Agenda Title: Legislative Authority Notice - Transfer permit from
M&R Wholesale Distribution Inc DBA The Den, 117 E. High St. 1%t
FI, & BSMT, Oxford, Ohio, 45056 to Oxford Den Inc DBA The ben, 117
E. High St. 1°% FL & BSMT, Oxford, Ohio, 45056.

Recommendation:

Discussgion: This is a request to transfer liquor permits for The
Den. The request i1s for the following:

Cl - Beer only in original sealed containers for carry out only
until one a.m.

C2 —~ Wine and certain prepackaged mixed drinks in sealed
containers for carry out only until one a.m.

Application was made through normal processes with the Commission
and all required inspections will be conducted by the Ohio Liquor
Commission.

Approved By:
Initial Date
Department Head: \
City Attorney: o\

City Manager: — A \ %ﬁz |



NOTICE TO LEGISLATIVE

OHIO DIVISION OF LIQUOR CONTROL
66068 TUSSING ROAD, F.0. BOX 4005

AUTHORITY REYNCOLDSBURG, OHIO 43068-3005
{614}644-2360 FAX(614)6d44-3186
TC
6615608 TRFO |[OXFORD DEN INC
res DBA THE DEN REC
06 j01 ]2010 117 E HIGH ST 1ST FL & BSMT Eﬂb@;
parii OKFORD OHIO 45056 vED
08 |09 [2010 Alg
EILING DATE 1 3
Cl c2 PEREMIT CEASSES 20’0
091088 F03543 City of
FROM 08,/11/2010 g
5410211

B TYPE

DEA THE D

06 |01 2010

IE DA

Eﬁﬁ%g 2010

ElLING DATE

cl C2
09 lpss

Tax DISTRICTE

OXFORD OHIO

PERMIT CLASSES

RFCEIPT NO.

M & R WHO%ESALE DISTRIBUTION INC

117 E HIGH ST 1ST FL & BSMT
45056

IRV RO

08/11/2010

MAILED

IMPORTANT NOTICE

RESPONSES MUST BE POSTMARKED NO LATER THAN.

09/13/2010

PLEASE COMPLETE AND RETURN THIS FORM TO THE DIVISION OF LIQUCR CONTROL

WHETHER OR MOT THERE IS A REQUEST FOR A HEARING.
REFER TO THIS NUMBER IN ALL INQUIRIES

A TRFO 6615608

(TRANSACTION & NUMBER]

IMUST WMIARK ONE OF THE FOLLOWING)

WE REQUEST A HEARING ON THE ADVISABILITY OF [SSUING THE PERMIT AND REQUEST THAT

THE HEARING BE HELD 1IN OUR COUNTY SEAT.

WE DO NOT REQUEST A HEARING. []
CiD YOU MARK A BOX?

1IN COLUMBUS.

IF NOT, THIS WILL BE CONSIDERED A LATE RESPONSE.

PLEASE SIGN BELOW AND MARK THE APPROPRIATE BOX INDICATING YOUR TITLE:

[Signature)

{Title)-[_] Clerk of County Commissioner {Date}
] clerk of City Council

[] Township Fiscal Officer

CLERK OF OXFQORD CITY COUNCIL
101 E HIGH ST
OXFORD OHIO 45056

DLC 4052

REV. 03/089



OHIQ DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
PIVISION OF LIQUOR CONTROL. )
6606 Tussing Rand, P.O. Box 4005, Reynoldsburyg, Ohia 43068—‘.?0(]:\
Telephone: {614) 644-2431 hitp:/fwww.com.ohio.povilige

\

L PR (18 6% | GpricER/ SHAREHOLDERS DISCLOSURE FORM
SECTION A,  {This form must accompany alt applications of a corporate business entity)
rNumc of Corporation Ok Tord Den, Inc. DBA Name The Den
Permit Premises Address 117 B, High Street City, Sate - Oxford, OH ‘ Zip Cede 45056
Township, il in Unincorporated Area Tax ldentification No. (TIN) 27-3079910

SECTION B.

1. Is stock publicly traded? D Y1 NO
IE"YES",  indicate exchange . & Do NOT complete SECTION 1.
2 Does any siockholder own 5% or more shares? 1 YES, complete SKCTION D. YIi8 N{)
¥

1000

3. Total Number of shares issued

Plense be advised that amy social seeurity nnmbers provided to the Division of Liguar Conirel in this applicntion may be refeased to the Ohie Departiment of Public Salely, the Ohio

Depariment of Taxation, the Ohio Atiorney General, or to any ather state or local Inw enforcement agency if the ageney requests the social security number to conduct an invesfigaiion,
implerment enforcement uction, or collect taxes,

SECTION €, Lzt the top live (5) olficers of the captioned corporabion. If an oifice is NOT held please indicate by wriling NONE,

THE INDIVIDUALS LISTED RELOW MUST HAVE A BACKGROUNT CHECK PERFORNMER BY BCLRIAND SHBMIT A PERSONAL 1ISTORY BACKGROUND FORM. PLEASE HEATD)
TBACKGROUND CHECK INFORMATION" DLCAE9¢

NAME OF OFFICER SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER DATE OF BIRTHI

1) CEQ

Yerosident Keshav Reddy _ 01/21/1970

3) Vice-Presidert. Saritha Kasarla . (09/28/1975

41 Secrctary

5) Treasurer

SECTION D. Stockholders holding 3% or more outstanding shares. Note: If you answered Question 1 YES, do not camplete this seetion

[l'_> TUE INDIVIDFALS LISTED BELOW MUST HAVE A BACKGROUND CHECK PERFORMED BY BCL&| AND SUBMIT A PERSONAL HISTORY BACKGROUND FORM. PLEASE READ
TV "BACKGROUND CHECK INFORMATION" DLC4191. I none, please indicate by writing "NONE",

1} Stockholder's Name K eshay Reddy Secial Seeurity No NUBMBER OF SHARES
. - — 1 HELD
Residence Address §522 Greenoak Drive Tax Identification No. (il applicable) (NOT PERCENTAGE)

Ciyand State  Cincinnati, OH ZipCode 45248

500
Telephone No. 513 237 7800 Dale of Birth 01/21/1970

2} Stockholder's Name Saritha Kasarla Sovial Sceurity N £if badioia ae NGMBER OF SHARES
- i HELD =
Residence Address 140 Northridge Dr Tax Tdentification Ne. (ifapplicable) (NOT P ERCRN']""%";)
- 2 )
City and State OXfOI‘d, OH Zip Code 45056 )
500
“Telephone No. 678 360 3448 Date ol Birth 09/28/1975 :E =
. <3
(PLEASE SEE REVERSE SIDE SHOULD YOU NEED ADDITIONAL SPACE TO LIST STOCKIIOLD ERS) R et
STATE OF OHIO, COUNTYss th

L_KEsHmY  REDDY

orme__ OREERD DEN), leve -
statements made in the i.'orcgoing affidavitare truc.
{Signature) IQLXAUW’MC (Print Name and Corporate Tite) SRR R_ENDY . PRESHGEN T
Sworn to and subscribed in my presence this 5 (3 day ar J u} y

) ] 1 -~ A-
being first duly sworn, sccording lo law, deposes and says that hefshe is (Tide) Pf\..ﬁ.ﬁ K| a_ifin'a

- & corporation duly authorized by law Lo do business in the Stale ol Ohia, and that the

17/ e [
] e g

/%i_m"\fi Q‘V’a@f R 154 Qﬁ“’_{,;L
{Nolﬂr‘y Public) " {Notary lijxpirmic)n)

DLCHIZ0 FOE/ADA SERVICE PROVIDIER FORTTY USERS DIAL 1-800-750-0750

TanyBUEnHS
LREN | ENGEL, NOTARY PUBDK

Kl‘{g\ﬁﬁ\! PR o3 i’:! E E}..TG:{{;UDQ‘iE

Ny COMMISSION ERFIRES OCT. 20,2



09 BUTLER 088 OXFORD POPULATION 23,134

CLASS RATIO PERMIT PERMITS PERMITS APPLICATIONS
QUOTA ISSUED AVAILABLE ON FILE

cl 1,000 24 18 6 1

c2 1,000 24 19 5 1

D1 2,000 12 12 0 3

D2 2,000 1z 12 0 4

D3 2,000 12 11 1 2

D3A 0 0 7 7 0

D4 2,000 12 1 il G

D5 2,000 12 12 0 3

August 23, 2010

Ohio Department of Liquor Control



CITY OF OXFORD
STAFF SUMMARY REPORT

Report to the City Manager Service Department

Ovriginating Department
Council Meeting of: September 7, 2010

Michael Dreisbach. Service Director

Account Code #: N/A Prepared By
Budgeted Amount: N/A August 31, 2010
Date Prepared

Agenda Title: High Street Roadway Improvements (Main Street to Poplar Street) — Application
for Ohio Public Works Commission Issue 1 Funds.

Recommendation: Approve

Discussion: The City has completed the rehabilitation of two blocks of High Street brick roadway
between Main Street and College Avenue. The rehabilitation consisted of the removal of the existing
roadway, correcting all subgrade deficiencies, installation of a new aggregate sub-base, 10” concrete
base, 1 sand blanket, and relaying the original brick pavers.

Ohio Public Works Commission - Issue 1 funds, administered by the Butler County Engineer’s Office,
are available to local governments for projects that improve safety. The City of Oxford, through an
application process, has the opportunity to receive Issue 1 funds to be used for the rehabilitation of
another block of High Street, between Main Street and Poplar Street. The City may be eligible to
receive approximately $400,000 from the Commission. The City would be required to provide
approximately $170,000 as the local match to completely fund the project. The local funding would be
required in FY 2012, Additionally, City staff would install new water main in the project area in
advance of road construction (as we have done in the prior two projects). This new main will
eventually connect to the recently consiructed water main terminating at the corner of High Street and
Campus Ave. (a joint project between the City and Miami University).

The City’s application for funding, should Council approve the project, will include the following
project schedule with construction in 2012:

Project Engineering;: Sept. 15, 2010 through December 2010
Bid Advertising and Award December 2011 through March 2012
Construction May 2012 through August 10, 2012

It is Staff’s recommendation that Council authorize the City Manager to apply for and sign all

documents necessary fo receive a grant from the Ohio Public Works Commission for the reconstruction
of High Street from Main Street to Poplar Street.

Approved By: Initial Date
Department Head: MBD \8/31/10

City Manager: q %é& 2;’ ;ép




RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION OF COUNCIL SUPPORTING THE SUBMISSION OF A GRANT
APPLICATION FOR OHIO PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION ISSUE 1 FUNDS IN THE
AMOUNT OF $400,000.0C0 TO BE USED FOR THE REHARTILTTATION OF HIGH
STREET BETWEEN MAIN STREET AND POPLAR STREET.

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF OXFORD, BUTLER
COUNTY, STATE OF OHIO, THAT:

SECTION 1: Council having determined the rehabilitation
of High Street between Main Street and Poplar Street to be
beneficial to the City; Council hereby supports the use of grant
funds to assist with the cost of the rehabilitation of High
Street between Main Street and Poplar Street.

SECTION 2: Council hereby autherizes the City Manager to
submit a grant application to the Ohio Public Works Commission
requesting Issue 1 funds for the rehabilitation of High Street
between Main Street and Poplar Street.

SECTION 3: This resclution shall take effect at the
earliest date allowed by law.

MAYOR
ADOPTED:

ATTEST:

CLERK OF OXFORD CITY COUNCIL
INTRODUCED BY: RICHARD KEEBLER

PREPARED BY: LAW(STAFF)



CITY OF OXFORD

STAFF SUMMARY REPORT
Report to the City Manager
Council Meeting of:  August 17, 2010 Service Department
Originating Department
Account Code #: N/A David Treleaven
Prepared By
Budgeted Amount: N/A August 5, 2010
Date Prepared
| Agenda Title: Environmental Commission Meeting of August 4, 2010
| Recommendation: For Review and Consideration
Discussion:

Environmental Commission members present at the Wednesday, August 4, 2010 meeting were: Vice-
Chair, Mr. Wright Gwyn; City Council Representative, Mr, Greig Rutherford, Planning Commission
Representative, Mr. Ted Wong; Ms. Kelly Church, and Mr. Vince Hand. A quorum was present. Mr.

Kevin Armitage had previously informed the Commission that he would be unable to attend the August 4,
2010 meeting.

Commissioners rteviewed revisions to a PowerPoint slide presentation regarding conservation
development. The PowerPoint presentation had initially been prepared by Chair, Mr. Charlie Ford, based
upon previous research and discussions by Commissioners. The presentation reviewed was prepared by
Vice-Chair, Mr. Wright Gwyn and by Mr. Vincent Hand, incorporating comments made during the July
2010 Environmental Commission meeting, The presentation addressed five pertinent conservation
development subjects that the Planning Commission had requested the Environmental Commission
research. The subjects were: 1) locations where conservation development had worked; 2) what type of
development incentives were utilized; 3) the open-space set-aside area requirements utilized; 4) codes
and/or ordinances for these conservation developments; and 5) visual depictions of the conservation
developments.

The Environmental Commission’s conservation development PowerPoint presentation is to be made to
the Planning Commission at their regularly scheduled August 2010 meeting. Vice-Chair Mr. Wright
Gwyn is to make revisions utilizing suggested edits made during the review, and provide an electronic
copy of the PowerPoint presentation to Staff on Thursday, August 5, 2010. Copies of the presentation
will be provided to the Community Development Department for disiiibution to the Planning
Commissioners prior to their August 10, 2010 meeting.

The Commission adjourned at 8:45 p.m. The Commissioners are to be at the Planning Commission
meeting on Tuesday, August 10, 2010 to present the conservation development PowerPoint, The next
regularly scheduled meeting of the Environmental Commission is tentatively on Wednesday, September
1, 2010 at 7:00 p.m. in the Municipal Building’s Second Floor Conference Room.

Approved By: Initi Y Dat
Department Head; S/fo

City Manager:
[t 7 ’/ 4



CITY OF OXFORD
STAFF SUMMARY REPORT

Report to the City Manager Community Development
Originating Department

Conncil Meeting Of: August 17, 2010
Kathryn A. Dale

Account Code No. #: Prepared By
Budgeted Amount: August 6. 2010
Date Prepared
|Agenda Title: HAPC Meeting Repori — August 4, 2010
DISCUSSION:
Requests for Review:
HAPC-16-2010 107 E. Church Street, Quarter, new signage, Janet Holmes, Applicant/Agent

The Applicant sought a COA for approximately an 18” x 117 wall sign. The concept of the sign is to look like
typewriter keys. Each letter will be encased in an 18” circular silver metal frame with a black background and
white letters. The Applicant is also proposing three external light fixtures which illuminate the sign and are
similar in style as those at Walker Shoes & Chipotle. Overall, the proposed sign on the front fagade meets the
Design Guidelines and is very unique. The Applicant presented that the light fixtures would be white to blend
in with the white background of the buildings sign band. Many of the comments from the Commission were in
regards to the uniqueness of the sign.

The HAPC voted 7-0-0 10 APPROVE the COA for the proposed sign as presented.

HAPC-15-20110 19 W. High Street, Arabian Nighis Restaurant, current Fiesta Charra location, new
signage, Farrah Akkoub, Applicant/Agent

The Applicants were not present. Ms. Dale asked that the Commission table the discussion or allow Mr. Smmith
to review administratively. Mr. Smith shared that he thought the camel clip art might look better in the center
transom window. Ms, Peferka concurred. Mr, Lloyd, Mr, Daniels, Mr, Harman and Ms. Henderson all stated
they thought the camel art looked fine where they were proposed because it balanced the center sign and if
moved to the center window, some street trees would block the visibility.

The HAPC voted 7-0-0 to APPROVE the COA for the proposed sign as presented and to allow Mr. Smith to
sign off on the application administratively.

Correspondence and Announcements:

Ms. Peterka shared that the Garden Club would be constructing a gazebo at Inloes Park near the railroad tracks.
Ms. Peterka asked that if anyone has or knows of someone who has a weathervane or small cupola to place on
top of the gazebo to please have them contact her or the Garden Club.

Old Business:
Pillar Restoration Guide: Mr. Smith is finishing up and hopes to provide the information to Ms. Dale soon to
include in the HAPC reference library.

Historic Marker Concepi: Ms. Dale indicated that the current Foundry the City works with for historic
plaques had provided a very high quote for the proposed District Historic Marker signs. Ms. Dale has yet to
receive quotes from a couple of other companies, and stated if she didn’t receive anything from them soon she
would be contacting other companies. Also, Ms. Dale shared that she had received quotes for the annual
historic plaques and said she would be looking into some of those quotes for next year’s awards.

HAPC Report-August 2010




HAPC-09-2010 118 E. High Street DuBois Book Store, demolition of an existing building and
construction of a new 4-story mixed use building, Scott Webb, Applicant/Agent

Mr. Webb presented the stucco and granite colors and materials he discussed at the June 2 HAPC meeting for
the 4" story of the new Dubois Building, Mr. Webb shared that the material would be scored to look like large
tiles. The Commission approved the selections.

New Business:

Ms. Dale shared that Mac & Joe’s was planning on painting the building and that she had been working with
the Paint Sub-Committee to come up with some color selections. T'wo options have already been provided to
the building manager as well as the business owner. However, the business and building owners preferred an
option that the Committee could not come to agreement on, which was a red building. Ms. Dale asked the rest
of the Commission to voice their opinions and serve sort of as the tie breakers. Ms. Henderson stated that she’s
on the Sub-Commitiee and wasn’t really against the red, but just thought there was too much red Uptown.

M. Hollenbaugh, business owner, was present and shared that when he bought the business back in the late
60’s early 70’s that the building was red. Mr. Lloyd said he was hesitant too at first but he is really okay with
the red as well. All were in favor of permitting Mac & Joe’s to be repainted red.

Administrative Findings / Approvals:
Mr. Smith referred to his recent Administrative Approval of a navy blue awning at 28 W. High.

Ms. Dale shared that an Adminisfrative Findings letter was sent to the owner of The Den for closing in a
window area with glass block.

Other Business:

Ms. Peterka provided an update about the Nail Depot sign and indicated that the store owner is very upset over
the denial of her sign. Mr. Harman concurred. It is believed that the store owner will not be installing any
signage at this location.

The next regular HAPC meeting is scheduled for September 1, 2010.

Approved By: Initials Date
Department Head: e/ S19/70

City Attorney: i ;
City Manager: / 9

HAPC Report-August 2010




CITY OF OXFORD
STAFF SUMMARY REPORT

Report to the City Manager Human Resources
Originating Department

Council Meeting Of: September 7, 2010

Mary Ann Eaton

Account Code No. #: N/A Prepared By
Budgeted Amount: __N/A August 31, 2010
Date Prepared

Agenda Title: Report regarding the August 25, 2010 Civil Service
Commission Meeting.

lRecommendation:

Discussion: The Civil Service Commission held a regular meeting
on Wednesday, August 25 2010 at 7:00 p.m. Those members present

were: Phil Russo, Chair; Susan Liprnickey; Karen Martino and
Charles Crain.

Mike Dreisbach, Service Director; Steve Schwein, Police Chief;
Bok Holzworth, Police Lieutenant; Tom Horvath, Police Lieutenant

and Mary Ann Eaton, Recording Secretary were in attendance for
the City.

Also present were Don Gabbard and Linda Wendt from the Talawanda
School District.

The Commission approved a six month extension of a Temporary
Appointment for a full-time Police Officer.

The Commission acknowledged receipt of a report regarding a
proposed examination fee, a report regarding the reinstatement of
an employee to a previous position and a report and PowerPoint
presentation regarding a proposed provision to move part-time
employees to full-time civil service employees.

The commission reviewed and approved 4 job descriptions for the
Talawanda School District and an examination for the Talawanda
School District.

The Commission approved a Promotional Recommendation for the
Streets & Maintenance Division of the Service Department.

The next meeting is tentatively scheduled for September.

Approved By:

Initial Date
Department Head:
City Attorney:

\
\
City Manager: ﬁ%ﬁg? A Zﬁﬂ&ﬁ’
i I




CITY OF OXFORD
STAFF SUMMARY REPORT

Report to the City Manager: Douglas Elliott, Jr. Fire

Originating Department
Council Meeting Of: September 7, 2010

John Detherage
Account Code No. #: N/A Prepared By
Budgeted Amount: N/A September 1, 2010

Date Prepared

Agenda Title: A Resolution authorizing the Oxford Division of Fire to apply for the 2010
Staffing for Adequate Fire and Emergency Response (SAFER) grant.

Recommendation: Adopt the Resolution.

Discussion: The Fire Department requests permission to apply for Federal Grant funding to
add the part-time equivalent of two full-time (24hr. 7 day per week) firefighter/EMS positions.
These positions would take our daily staffing level from three to five on duty personnel. The
grant would be for a three year period with the Federal funds covering the cost of the first two
years and the City of Oxford covering the cost of the third year in the amount of $350,000.00.
This level of staffing will give us enough personnel to cover two EMS calls at the same time or
a five person crew to begin initial fire ground operations.

Approved By:

Initial Date
Department Head:

\
City Attorney:
City Manager: \ ; %ﬁ//ﬁ
[4




RESOLUTION WO,

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO APPLY FOR A
*STAFFING FOR ADEQUATE FIRE AND EMERGENCY RESPONSE’ ({SAFER) GRANT
ADMINISTERED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY (DHS)FEDERAL
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY (FEMA) .

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF OXFORD, BUTLER
COUNTY, STATE OF OHIO, THAT:

SECTION 1: The City Manager recommends authorization to
apply for a SAFER grant to enhance the Fire Department’s ability
to comply with staffing, response, and operational standards
established by the National Fire Protection Association (NFPA)
and the Occupational Safety & Health Administration (OSHA).

SECTION 2: Council, having determined the grant funds to
be beneficial to the community by enhancing the Fire Department,
hereby accepts the recommendation of the City Manager to apply
for a SAFER grant.

SECTION 3: The City Manager is hereby authorized to
apply for a SAFER grant from the Department of Homeland Security
(DHS) Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) .

SECTION 4: The City Manager is further authorized to
enter into any agreements as may be necessary and appropriate for
obtaining this financial assistance.

SECTION 5: This resolution shall take effect at the
earliest date allowed by law.

MAYOR
ADOPTED:

ATTEST:

CLERK OF OXFORD CITY COUNCIL
INTRODUCED BY: RICHARD KEEBLER

PREPARED BY: LAW(STAFF)



CITY OF OXFORD
STAFF SUMMARY REPORT

Report to the City Manager Community Development
Originating Department

Council Meeting Of: September 7, 2010

Kathryn A. Dale

Account Code No. #: Prepared By

Budgeted Amount: August 19, 2010
Date Prepared

[Agenda Title: Board of Zoning Appeals Meeting Report — August 18, 2010

|Rec0mmendati0n: N/A

DISCUSSION:

Public Hearing:

BZA-09-2010 182 Ryan Drive, Variance to Sections 1141.01(a)(2)B, 1141.01(a)(3)A.1, 1141.03(e)3, io allow for the
installation of an inground pool and fence in the side yard of a corner lot, Robert & Patricia Stephens,
Owners/Applicants

The Appellant is proposing to constructa 16’ x 38” ingound pool with a supplemental walkway and patio around the pool.

The property is a corner lot and according to the zoning code, pools must be located in the rear yard; however, corner lots

do not have “rear” yards, but instead 2 front yards and 2 side yards. The Applicant is also required to provide a 6

obscuring fence or hedge since the pool is within 50° of the property line, however only 4” high fences are permitted in the

front yard. The Appellants requested a variance for a privacy fence in the front yard as well.

Staff shared that the Appellants took careful consideration into the placement of the proposed pool so as to request the
minimum variances necessary. The fence and pool area will be screened by an existing hedge line and the streetscape will

remain unchanged. Most of the discussion by the Board was in regards to the exact distance of the fence and hedge from
the street and sidewalk.

Regarding the requested variances, the BZA made the following Findings of Fact:
1.) The property in question will yield a reasonable return and can be used beneficially without the variance

because the property can continue to be used as a single-family without the pool; however, any accessory
enhancements to the property will require a variance.

2.) The request is not substantial as it relates to the other underlying zoning requirements and the Appellants’
have ensured that the proposed pool does not encroach any closer to the street than the existing house.
3) The essential character of the neighborhood would not be substantially altered by the variance and the

adjoining properties would not suffer a substantial detriment as a result of the variance because the
substantial, existing landscaping will sereen the proposed fence and pool from the street and the
streetscape will be unchanged.

4.) There were no comments received from the various City Departments indicating there would be a
detrimental effect on government services.

5) It is unknown if the property owner purchased the property with the knowledge of the zoning
requirements.

6.) The property owner’s predicament cannot feasibly be obviated other than a variance as there is no rear
yard per the zoning code on corner Jots and accessory uses, such as the proposed pool, are only permitted
in the rear yard.

7) The spirit and intent of the zoning requirement would be observed and substantial justice done by granting
the variance.

After considering and weighing these facts and circumstances, the Board found that practical difficulty was shown
sufficient to warrant granting the variance to Sections 1141.01(a)}(2)B, 1141.01(a)(3}A.1, 1141.03(¢)3, to allow for the
installation of an inground pool and 6” fence as presented and voted 5-0-0 to APPROVE the application.




BZA-10-2010 5990 Contreras Road, Variance to Sections 1141.01(a)(1), 1149.04(a)(3), 1149.04(b)3, to allow for a lot
split with an existing accessory structure/no principal structure; and allowing existing parking and driveway not meeting
setback requirements, Peter & Connic McCarthy, Owners/Applicants

The application was tabled until September 15, 2010 for additional legal review of the application. No reports were
provided and the hearing was not opened.

BZA-11-2010 6141 Vereker Drive, Variance to Section 1143.01(c)(2) A, to allow the installation of a porch
encroaching into the front yard setback, Errol & Diane Huffman, Owners/Applicants

The Appellant is proposing to construct an 8’ x 27° covered front porch with a 7> circular step projection that will encroach
into the required 30 front yard setback. The edge of the circular steps will be approximately 20.3 feet from the froni
property line and the covered porch will be 27.5 feet. The purpose of the porch addition is to provide a handicap ramp.

The Applicant shared that the ramp was a medical necessity and that they had considered other locations for the ramp.
Public comments from persons With Standing were received in favor of the request.

Regarding the requested variances, the BZA made the following Findings of Fact:

i.) The property in question will yield a reasonable return and can be used beneficially without the variance
because the property can continue to be used as a single-family without the porch addition; however,
according to the Appeliants testimony it may not be of benefit to them due to recent medical procedures
and the necessity for wheelchair use.

2) The request is not substantial as it relates to the other underfying zoning requirements,

3.) According to testimony received from neighboring property owners of standing, the essential character of
the neighborhood would not be substantially altered by the variance and the adjoining properties would
not suffer a substantial detriment as a result of the variance

4) There were no comments received from the various City Departments indicating there would be a
detrimental effect on government services.

5) The owner was not aware of the zoning restrictions because the driveway was existing.

6.) The property owner’s predicament cannot feasibly be obviated through some method other than a variance
due to the ADA compliance regulations.

1) The spirit and intent behind the zoning requirement would be observed and substantial justice done by

granting the variance because it is the minimum variance necessary.

After considering and weighing these facts and circumstances, the Board found that practical difficulty was shown
sufficient to warrant granting the variance to Section 1143.01{c}(2)A to allow the installation of a covered porch
encroaching into the front yard setback and voted 5-0-0 to APPROVE the application.

New Business/Old Business:
Mr. Meyer voiced his concern to the Board regarding their considering other information that may not be in their purview
of requested variances and hoped in the future the Board would remain vigilant to stay focused on the requests at hand.

The next regular meeting is scheduled for September 15, 2010.

Approved By: Initial Da

PP _ ﬁ
Department Head: 1 21190
City Attorney:

City Manager: / gég/ﬁ
¢



CITY OF OXFORD

STAFF SUMMARY REPORT
Report to the City Manager: Douglas Elliott Police
QOriginating Department
Council Meeting Of: July 20, 2010
R.B. Holzworth
Account Code No. #: N/A Prepared By
Budgeted Amount: N/A July 2, 2010

Date Prepared

Agenda Title: An Ordinance Repealing Parking Code Section 353.05 of the Codified Ordinances of
the City of Oxford, entitled PAYMENT; AMOUNT AND TIME LIMITATIONS, and adopting New Section
353.05, entitled PAYMENT; AMOUNT AND TIME LIMITATIONS.

Recommendation: Approval J

Discussion:

As detailed in a separate staff report, the Oxford Parking & Transportation Advisory Board (OPTAB) is
methodically studying topics that impact parking/transportation. The outcome of the OPTAB study process will
be a series of incremental changes, the first of which pertains to the pricing of metered parking in the UP
{(Uptown) District. There appears to be nearly universal agreement that parking in the UP can often be very
probiematic. Congestion and associated parking problems are created by the sheer number of vehicles, the
limited number of parking spots, proliferation of mixed-use developments, habitual meter feeding and the cost
of parking. The problem confounds Oxford residents and guests on a daily basis during the school year and has
been validated by two occupancy studies (attached to the OPTABR’s Parking and Transportation Planning
document). The initial study was conducted by the Parking Unit in 2009, and the 2™ more comprehensive
study, was performed by a MU statistics class in the Spring 2010.

There is not a single solution to the problem, but the OPTAB has unanimously recommended that a logical first
step is to increase the price of metered parking from $.25/hour to $.50/hour on the high-demand block faces
{High Street from Campus to College, East Park Place, West Park Place and the south half of Lot 52), a total of
one hundred forty-five (145) metered spots. Secondly, but no less important, is the recommendation to
increase the number of short-term parking sports (defined as 20 minutes by the OPTAB) from five (5) to sixteen
(16), positioning these spots on either side of each alley juncture with High Street or as close as possible to that
location. Attachment No. 1 contains the following diagrams: 1) current locations of short-term metered spots
in UP, and 2) proposed locations of shart-term metered spots in UP. The suggested fee for a short-term meter is
$.25. Thirdly, the OPTAB recommends the integration of smart meter technology into the UP/RO metered
areas, perhaps starting with the short-term meters; however, it is arguable that the entire district would benefit
from this technology.

The objective of these changes is to increase the recurring availability of parking spots in these block faces by
promoting turnover, with goal being to have ~1.5 spots out of every 10 available. By using these spots
effectively (read as price them correctly), we can achieve 85% occupancy, the level at which the motoring public
perceives the spots to be well used but still available. The fee increase will create new revenue for the city, but
that is not the primary objective.




Subsequent occupancy studies may indicate that $.50 is still not the “right” amount and the OPTAB may need to
ask for another adjustment. The OPTAB is planning on conducting regular occupancy studies, hopefully with the
assistance of the MU students, so that decisions and recommendations will be data-based whenever possible.

In order to put this recommendation in context, a short overview detailing the history of meter rates in Oxford
might be useful. Meters were first installed on High Street in 1948 and the rate at that time was 5¢/hour. In
1983, the rate at a 2-hr meter was changed to 10¢/hour; and in 1991, the rate was increased to 20¢/hour. The
last time the hourly rate was increased at 2-hr meters was in 1993, when it was increase to the current rate of

25¢/hour. Regardless of which inflationary calculation is utilized, metered parking in this high demand zone is
underpriced.

While it would be disingenuous to suggest that the uptown merchants are fully supportive of this change, as
that is simply not true, the OPTAB is well aware of the change cycle (Plan-Do-Study-Act) and each step will
receive careful attention. In other words, there is no intention of setting the rate and waiting another
seventeen years to request the next rate change. If the new rate isn’t meeting the objective, as determined by
occupancy studies, the board will suggest additional rate modifications. The parking dynamics are changing in
Oxford and the OPTAB has every intention of being attentive and responsive.

The Parking Unit can be prepared to make the programming changes to the meter mechanisms very quickly. We
will need a little lead time to order and apply new labeling. 1t would be optimal to have the new rate in place by
early September and public service announcements will be timed to coincide with the return of the Miami
University students: A New Year - A New Rate.

Recommendation:

Approve legislation amending OCC 353.05 [Payment; Amount of Time Limitations].

2010 Fee Ordinance If the legislation amending OCC 353.05 is approved, the parking rate fees contained in the
FY2010 Fee Ordinance will need to be revised accordingly. According to subsection two of Ordinance 3090
[2010 Fee Ordinance], the city manager has been authorized by City Council to implement fee changes as
deemed appropriate.

Note: Information about projected revenue, while available, has been intentionally omitted from this staff report as it is not
the driving force behind this request. Some consideration could be given to applying a percentage of the new revenue fo
fund beautification projects in the UP District.

Approved By: Initial Date /
Department Head: SUs A1/ /W

City Attorney: Z\
City Manager: ﬁ% \ F/ 2 0
Ve




ORDINANCE NO.

ORDINANCE REPEALING TRAFFIC CODE SECTION 353.05 OF THE CODIFIED
ORDINANCES OF THE CITY OF OXFORD, OHIO, ENTITLED “PAYMENT;
AMOUNT AND TIME LIMITATIONS”, AND ADOPTING NEW SECTION 353.05,
ENTITLED “PAYMENT; AMOUNT AND TIME LIMITATIONS”.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF OXFORD,
BUTLER COUNTY, STATE OF OHIO, THAT:

SECTION I: Council hereby finds that the Oxford Parking & Transportation
Advisory Board, along with the Oxford Division of Police, recommend repealing Section
353.05 of the Codified Ordinances of the City of Oxford, Ohio, and adopting new Section

353.05 to adjust parking meier rates in high density parking areas within the City of
Oxford,

SECTION II: Council hereby repeals Section 353.05 of the Oxford Code of
Ordinances and adopts new Section 353.05 as follows (language to be repealed is strieken
through and the language to be adopted is in bold):

353.05 PAYMENT; AMOUNTS AND TIME LIMITATIONS.

{a) The owner or operator of a vehicle, upon entering a single-space meter
space during the hours of operation as provided in Section 353.03(a), shall immediately
deposit a coin or combination of coins of the United States in the parking meter situated at
the side or front of the parking space and operate said meter according to the instructions
thereon. Failure to do so shall constitute a violation of this section. Upon deposit of the
appropriate and required coin or coins and placing the meter in operation, the parking space
may be lawfully occupied by such vehicle during the period of parking time prescribed for
the particular amount deposited.

(b) If any vehicle is left parked in a single-space meter space for such length
of time that the single-space meter indicates by a proper signal that the lawful parking
period has expired, such vehicle shall be parked overtime in violation of this section and
the parking of such vehicle overtime shall be unlawful. Parking a vehicle during any
unexpired time remaining on a meter and left by a prior user of the meter shall not be
considered a violation of this section or of subsection (a).

(c) The owner or operator of a vehicle shall, upon entering a multi-space
meter space during the hours of operation as provide in Section 353.03(a), shall
immediately deposit, or cause to be deposited in the appropriate multi-space meter, the
required fee in coins or cash (where allowed) of the United States, or by token, credit card,
parking card or by other methods as approved by the Chief of Police. Payment shall be
made in the manner and amount as indicated on said multi-space meter, and, if so required,
owner or operator must return to the vehicle and place purchased receipt, face-up and
conspicuously upon the driver’s side dashboard of the parked vehicle. Upon appropriate
deposit, the parking space may be lawfully occupied by such vehicle during the period of
parking time prescribed for the particular amount deposited.



(@ If a multi-space meter is out of order or unable to accept payment or issue
a receipt, payment shall be made at the next available multi-space meter. In no case shall
parking in a multi-space meter area be allowed without payment, except as
otherwise described. If any vehicle is left parked in a multi-space meter space for such
length of time in excess of the parking time prescribed for the particular amount deposited,

such vehicle shall be parked overtime in violation of this section and the parking of such
vehicle overtime shall be unlawful.

(e) Single-space and multi-space meters with a maximum parking time of
fifteen-(15) twenty (20) minutes shall be adjusted so as to provide fiffeen 35 twenty (20)
minutes of parking time upon the deposit of tercents——(10¢) twenty-five (25¢) cents.

(3] Single-space and multi-space meters with a maximum parking time of two
hours shall be adjusted so as to provide one hour of parking time upon the deposit of
twenty-five cents (25¢); however, single-space and multi-space meters located in high-
density parking areas (as defined by the City Manager om report and
recommendation from the Chief of Police) with a maximum parking time of two
hours shall be adjusted so as to provide one hour of parking time upon the deposit of
fifty cents (50¢).

(g) Single-space and multi-space meters with a maximum parking time of ten
(10) hours shall be adjusted so as to provide-twe one-hours hour of parking time upon the
deposit of twenty-five cents (25¢) however, single-space and multi-space meters located
in high-density parking areas (as defined by the City Manager on report and
recommendation from the Chief of Police) with 2 maximum parking time of ten hours
shall be adjusted so as to provide one hour of parking time upon the deposit of fifty
cents (50¢).

SECTION III: This Ordinance shall take effect at the earliest time allowed by law.

MAYOR

ADOPTED:

ATTEST:

CLERK OF OXFORD CITY COUNCIL
INTRODUCED BY: RICHARD KEEBLER

PREPARED BY: LAW (STAFF)



CITY OF OXFORD
STAFF SUMMARY REPORT

Report to the City Manager Community Development Department
Originating Department
Council Meeting Of: September 7, 2010

Jung-Han Chen

Account Code No. #: Prepared By:
Budgeted Amount: August 17, 2010
Date Prepared:

Agenda Title: PC-09-2010 CONDITIONAL USE — 127 W. Church Street, for a Place of
Worship in the UP (Uptown) District, John Richter, The Oxford Vineyard,
Applicant

Recommendation: Approval

Discussion:

The Planning Commission held a Public Hearing for this Conditional Use application to establish a Place
of Worship in an existing retail building. The space contains approximately 3,680 sq. ft. and has
sufficient on-site parking available. The current congregation is approximately 65 attendees, 30%-40%
students, with services being conducted on Sunday’s at 10:00 a.m. and 1:00 p.m. and the space may be
utilized as needed during the week for various congregation events. At this time, no modifications to the
exterior or layout of the parking have been planned.

During the Public Hearing, the Applicant addressed that there would be no impact or hardship made on
surrounding properties or businesses.

Staff referred to the February 2010 City Council meeting where approval was made to this congregation
at a different location Uptown (17 N. Poplar). Unfortunately, the space became leased to another entity,
thus forcing them to look for a different site. Staff agreed based on casual observation that the
congregation appeared to run a low-key operation. Staff assumes that they will continue to operate this
way.

The Applicant was reminded to confirm with the building code that they are compliant and to meet with
Staff should they have any questions.

The Applicant has already applied and been approved for signage contingent upon approval by City
Council.

The Planning Commission members reviewed the Decision Standards and voted 7-0-0 to recommend
APPROVAL to City Council.

Approved By: Inifial Date
Department Head: / 8//0
City Attorney:
City Manager:




ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT TO ALLOW A PLACE

OF WORSHIP IN THE UPTOWN (UP) DISTRICT AT 127 W. Church Street,
OXFORD, OHIO.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF OXFORD, BUTLER
COUNTY, STATE OF OHIC, THAT:

SECTION 1: The Planning Commission met pursuant to
Oxford Codified Ordinance Section 1147.02 on August 10, 2010 for
the purpose of considering the request of The Oxford Vineyard,
Applicant/Agent, John Richter, for a conditional use permit to
allow a place of worship in the Uptown (UP) District at 127 W.
Church Street Oxford, Ohio.

SECTION 2: The Planning Commission, after public
hearing and discussion, voted to approve a motion recommending
approval of the conditional use application to allow a place of

worship in the Uptown (UP) District at 127 W. Church Street,
Oxford, Ohio.

SECTION 3: Council hereby accepts the recommendation of
the Planning Commission and accepts the recommendation report
submitted by the Planning Commission and incorporates the same
herein and further grants the conditional use permit application
to allow a place of worship in the Uptown (UP) District at 127 W.
Church Street, Oxford, Ohio.

SECTION 4: This Ordinance shall take effect at the
earliest time allowed by law.

MAYOR

ADOPTED:

ATTEST:

CLERK OF OXFORD CITY COUNCIL
INTRODUCED BY: RICHARD KEEBLER

PREPARED BY: LAW(STAFF)



Certification of Action
Oxford Planning Commission
Recommendation to City Council

Report Date September 7, 2010
Case Number PC-09-2010
Applicant Information John Richter, Agent for
The Oxford Vineyard, Applicant
Requested Action Conditional Use Permit
Summary of Requesi To Permit a Place of Worship in the Uptown District
Public Hearing On August 10, 2010 a Public Hearing took place at 118 W. High Street. A
Informaiion Public Hearing notice was published in the Oxford Press on June 11, 2010.

Courtesy notices were mailed to adjacent property owners on June 1, 2010.

Commission Action The Planning Commission voted 7-0-0 recommending approval of the
Conditional Use Permit at the August 10, 2010 mecting.

Commission Findings At the August 10, 2010 Planning Commission meeting, the Commission,
and Conclusions after hearing the Applicant and Staff findings, and reviewing the Decision

Standards, voted to approve the Conditional Use. No conditions were
found to be warranted.

Exhibits Submitted to the
Commission

1. Staff Report dated June 16, 2010

2. Interoffice Review Transmittal Sheets
3. Property Notifications Map

4. Letter of Agency
5

6

7

Conditional Use Permit Application Dated May 17, 2010
Site Plan

Photographs



City of Oxford
Community Development Department
STAFF REPORT

Planning Commission

Case # PC-09-2010 Date — June 16, 2010

APPLICATION

Applicant: Pastor John Richter, Oxford Vineyard Church

Location: 127 W. Church St.

Owner: Robert Blackburn

Action Request: CONDITIONAL USE, 127 W. Church St. for a Place of Worship in
the UP (Uptown) District, The Oxford Vineyard, Applicant

Current Use: Vacant Retail

Surrounding Existing Land Uses: Business/Retail, Residential, Restaurants

DESCRIPTION

The Applicant secks a Conditional Use permit to establish a Place of Worship in an existing retail
building. The building is approximately 3,680 sq. ft. and the aerial photo shows that there are 15 marked
on-site parking spaces available. According to the Applicant’s descriptions, the congregation averages 65
attendees and 30-40% of those in attendance are students. Services are held on Sundays around 10 am and
1 pm. and the facility may be utilized for other congregation events during the week. A total of eight off-
street parking spaces are proposed for the proposed use. At this time there are no modifications to the
exterior of the building or layout of the parking. They have also requested signage in accordance with the
sign regulations and have been reviewed and approved by the HAPC.

SITE HISTORY

BZA-05-1984 Setback variance for 127 W. Church St.
HAPC 07-2004 Church Street printing- signage- 21 N. College Ave
HAPC 08-2005 ADM- D.P. Dough sign replacement. 23 N. College Ave,

ZONING CODE

Section 1147.01 (c) Effect of Conditional Use Permit. A conditional use permit shall be valid only for
the specific vse and location approved.

Section 1143.10(b)(2)(B)(4) allows Places of Worship as a conditional use in the “UP” Uptown Zoning
District. Section 1147.03(b)(15) regulates Use Specific Regulations & Potential Concerns for Churches.

Churches, Libraries, Community and Recreation Centers
A. Potential Concerns:

1. Adequate lot size to permit future expansion.

2. Location and screening of outdoor recreation arcas
3. Bus or van storage

4. Lighting

5. Parking and traffic impact

PC-09-2010



B. Regulations
1. None

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

The Comprehensive Plan indicates this site is included in the “Core” of the City and part of the
“Neighborhood Enhancement Area”. The Core Zone contains well defined public realm due to the
obvious and prominent location of civic spaces and uses in a central place. The development intent for
this area includes a mix of uses including employment and commercial areas as well as the maintenance

and improvement to public and private property that reflects the traditional commercial features that exist
in the area.

COMMENT FORMS
No public comment forms have been 1ecelved to date.

AGENCY REVIEWS

Requests for review were made to the Police, Fire, Engineering & Economic Development Departments,
The following comments have been received:

Police: Comments returned with no comments on this request.
Fire: Comment returned with no comments on this request.
Engincering:  Comments returned with no comments on this request.
Econ. Dev. Comments returned.

DECISION CRITERIA

A copy of the Zoning Code Conditional Use Decision Standards is attached.

ANALYSIS

In February, 2010, City Council approved a conditional use for this congregation to locate at 17 N. Poplar
St. The space was then leased to another entity; therefore forcing them to look for another site. The
proposed use is in fact a condifional nse in the UP District and appears to satisfy all of the Decision
Standards. No specific strategies or objectives are directly accomplished; attributes of the Comprehensive
Plan are achieved. There are no modifications to the existing structure and no use affiliated with the
church will cause adverse effects or nuisances, nor there any more demand of governmental services. The
building is more than sufficient to accommodate this use and there is ample parking on and off-site within
a walkable vicinity of the building. There arc seven places of worship between Walnut, Campus Church
Streets and College Avenue, to add another similar use would not be disturbing to the existing
neighboring uses.

Based on causal observation when the congregation was located at 17 N. Poplar St, the congregation
appeared to run a low-key operation. It would be our assumption the congregation would continue to
operate that way.

It is important that the Applicant make sure the building meets the building code for congregation
purposes. The Applicant is recommended to meet with the Building staff to go over building issues at
their request.

RECOMMENDATION

The application appears to meet all the Decision Standards of the Conditional Use and can be approved as
presented.

S g gy O

hen, AICP
C munity Development Director

PC-09-2010



ATTACHMENT

(c¢) Planning Commission Review. The Planning Commission shall base its review of a proposed
Conditional Use upon the complete application, upon any staff report, and upon any relevant and credible
public comment presented during the public hearing. If the Planning Commission finds that the
information provided is insufficient to make a determination, it may suspend its review until sufficient
information has been provided.

(1) Burden of proof.

A.

The Planning Commission has no obligation to recommend approval and City
Council has no obligation to approve a Conditional Use. This Zoning Code
assumes that the uses listed in this section are not appropriate unless an applicant
proves that the use will not be detrimental to the public health, safety, or general
welfare of the City or the neighborhood in which it is proposed.

Applicants shall prove that potential negative impacts of elements such as
location, size and extent of facilities and operations, site design, traffic
generation, site access, and potential impact upon public facilities will be
adequately mitigated.

(2) General decision standards. All Conditional Uses shall satisfy these General Decision
Standards:

PC-09-2010
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The proposed use is in fact a Conditional Use in the zoning district in which it is
proposed.

The use and site will satisfy the general intent of this Zoning Code.

The use and site will be compatible with the general intent of the Comprehensive
Plan.

The size and shape of the site are sufficient for the proposed use.

The use will not be hazardous or disturbing to existing or potential future
neighboring uses that are permitted in the zoning district.

The use will not involve activities, processes, maierials, equipment, or conditions
of operation that will be detrimental to any person, property, or the general
welfare because of excessive production of traffic, noise, smoke, fumes, glare,
odors, or other emissions.

The only accessory uses will be directly related to the operation of the principal
use and will not be operated independent of the principal use.

The use and site will be adequately served by public facilities and services such
as streets, water and sewer, drainage structures, police and fire protection, and
refuse disposal, or adequate provisions will be made to provide the same services
privately.

Development of the site and operation of the use will not require substantial
public expenditure for additional infrastructure or services.

The site will be designed, constructed, and maintained in a character harmonious
in appearance and general character with the existing or intended character of the
general vicinity, and that such use will not change the essential character of the
same area. Structures to be constructed, reconstructed, or altered in a residential
zoning district shall have the appearance of residential buildings permitted in the
zoning district.

The site is designed so that on-site traffic and traffic accessing the site will not
inappropriately impact the movement of traffic on adjacent public streets.
Proposed construction will not result in the destruction, loss, or damage of a
natural, scenic, or historic feature of major importance.

All necessary permits and licenses for the Conditional Use and its operation have
been or can be obtained for the use at the proposed location.



City of Oxford
Inter-Office Review Transmitial Sheet

Date: 6/3/2010

To: CF'i'r'é'rDleborimer.m‘t Egmgineering Division Police Department Economic Development
From: Clomn;hbni;r?l;);;/elopmen‘f

Drawings are being submitted to you for the following:

Case #: PC-09-2010

Description:

PC-09-2010 CONDITIONAL USE, 127 W Church Street, to allow for a Place of Worship in the
Uptown (UP) District, John Richter, Oxford Vineyard, Applicant

X Review Revisions Other
Comments or status update requested by: Lynn Taylor

please return no later than: 7/1/2010 Note:lfno comments are received, we will assume the
project meets your department's standards.

Drawings are refurned: w/comments Wwithout/comments

Drawings reviewedW Date: &P

A~
T \/V S




City of Oxford
inter-Office Review Transmittal Sheet

Date: 6/3/2010

To: Fire Departiment CE:Figineering Divisioj Police Department Economic Development

From: Community Development

Drawings are being submitted to you for the following:
Case #: PC-09-2010

Description:

PC-09-2010 CONDITIONAL USE, 127 W Church Street, to allow for a Place of Worship in the
Uptown (UP) District, John Richter, Oxford Vineyard, Applicant

X Review Revisions Other
Comments or status update requested by: Lynn Taylor

Please return no later than: 7/1/2010 Note: If no comments are received, we will assume the
project meets your department's standards.

Drawings are refurned:  w/comments _without/comments

Drawings reviewed by: W“*—" Date: 6 ~3-10



City of Oxford
Inter-Office Review Transmittal Sheet

Date: 6/3/2010

To: Fire Department Engineering Division (P’élice Depur’rmen’r/l\%conomic Development

e a et g e e

From: Community Development

Drawings are being submitted to you for the following:
Case #: PC-09-2010

Description:

PC-09-2010 CONDITIONAL USE, 127 W Church Street, to allow for a Place of Worship in the
Uptown (UP) District, John Richter, Oxford Vineyard, Applicant

X Review Revisions Cther

Comments or status update requested by: Lynn Taylor

Please return no later than: 7/1/2010 Note: If no comments are received, we will assume the
project meets your department's standards.

Drawings are returned:  w/comments

Date: . 3 /()

Drawings reviewed by:




City of Oxford
Inter-Office Review Transmittal Sheet

Date: 6/3/2010

s

To: Fire Depariment Engineering Division Police Depor’rme@”r/ Economic Developmen’r)
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From: Community Development

Drawings are being submitted to you for the following:
Case #: PC-09-2010

Description:

PC-09-2010 CONDITIONAL USE, 127 W Church Street, to allow for a Place of Worship in the
Uptown (UP) District, John Richter, Oxford Vineyard, Applicant

X Review Revisions Cther

Comments or status update requested by: Lynn Taylor

Please return no later than: 7/1/2010 Note: If no commenis dre received, we will assume the
project meets your department’s standards.

Drawings are re’rumed@ without/comments
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Letter of Agency

To Whom [t May Concern:

Please be advised that _ John Richter has permission to represent our interest with the City of
Oxford and act on our behalf for the Planning Commission hearing July 13, 2010 regarding the
Conditional Use - Place of Worship located at 127 W. Church St., Oxford, Ohio 45056.

Thank you,

.

Signed: Robert .. Blackburn Date: S/ R )/ 0
Blackburn Rentals




Case No.: l a",O ? '2\0 IO
Date Filed: /G
Conditional Use Permit Application

City of Oxford, Ohio J\,\l\{ (3 m—%
REQUIRED INFORMATION (print clearly{
Name of Applicant: O \/1 NAVEYT Q ( 3; 414) l—a( lrte¢ \
{Attach a letter of aggncy if the/ Applicant is not the property owner)
Mailing Address: dinz  Shllged]  ©2d
Hoamillon , OH 45013 Email Address_y:
Telephone Number(s).__ 5 )%- 200 - <724
Name of Property Owner (if other than Applicant) Bob  (jackbyrin
Location of Property: 127 W Churels <4
§ t
Legal Description: LT w 1/7, 3 i i’. W_YAC ST
Zoning District: UTow

Total Area: 210 . Acres Squ@cwcle one)

Existing Use Descnptlon Ueed 05 q shideat vv\lm%i"f‘\/ Bm\cﬁma dor ("( $rees
and  adudent_eveut s
Proposed Use Descrlptlon Holdiva  ohurch _ corvices

SUBMISSION REQUIREMENTS

The required fee of $400.00, made payable to the City of Oxford, must accompany the application. The
entire submission must be prepared in accordance with Chapter 1147, Conditional Uses, of the Zoning
Code of the City of Oxford.

Attach thirteen (13) copies of a site plan indicating the following:

North arrow

Scale

Vicinity Map

All existing and proposed lot lines within the site

Dimensions of alf lots and of the entire site and any adjacent rights-of-way

Location, height, and use of all proposed and existing structures

Location and design of all proposed vehicle management areas

L.ocation, size, and type of all proposed signs

Location, height, and type of all proposed screening and tandscaping

Distances to residential zoning districts if within 1,000 feet

The use of land and location of structures on adjacent property and across adjacent rights-
of-way

Elevations of proposed structure, or typical elevations if structures are not yet designed,
shall be required by the Zoning Administrator if the proposed location, height, or bulk of the
structure is such that it may negatively affect an adjacent use

13.  Photographs of the existing use and its surroundings.

14.  Other information as required by the Planning Commission

RN LN =

— —

—
thl

Attach a Narrative Statement describing how the proposed Conditional Use meets the
following Decision Standards of the zoning district in which it is to be located:

The proposed use is in fact a Conditional Use in the zoning district in which it is proposed.
The use and site will satisfy the general intent of this Zoning Code.

The use and site will be compatible with the general intent of the Comprehensive Plan.
The size and shape of the site are sufficient for the proposed use.

The use will not be hazardous or disturbing to existing or potentiat future neighboring uses
that are permitted in the zoning district.

moowsr

Updaled5/08



F. The use will not involve activities, processes, materials, equipment, or conditions of
operation that will be detrimental to any person, property, or the general welfare because of
excassive production of traffic, noise, smoke, fumes, glare, odors, or other emissions.

G. The only accessory uses will be directly related to the operation of the principal use and will
not be operated independent of the principal use.

H. The use and site will be adequately served by public facilities and services such as strests,
water and sewer, drainage structures, police and fire protection, and refuse disposal, or
adequate provisions will be made to provide the same sarvices privately.

I.  Development of the site and operation of the use will not require substantial public
expenditure for additional infrastructure or services.

J. The site will be designed, constructed, and maintained in a character harmonious in
appearance and general character with the existing or intended character of the general
vicinity, and that such use will not change the essential character of the same area,
Structures to be constructed, reconstructed, or altered in a residential zoning distribute shall
have the appearance of residential buildings permitted in the zoning district.

K. The site is designed so that on-site traffic and traffic accessing the site will not
inappropriately impact the movement of traffic on adjacent public streets.

L. Proposed construction will not result in the destruction, loss, or damage of a natural, scenic,
or historic feature of major importance.

M. All necessary permits and licenses for the Conditional Uses and its operation have been or
can be obiained for the use at the proposed location.

On a separate sheet of paper, provide the names and addresses of all adjoining property
owners within 200 feet of the site, including those across streets, roads, alleys and
highways. *Property Owner names will not be included in the agenda packet.

NOTE: The Butler County website {www.bhutlercountyohio.orgfauditor) is very helpful when
searching for the mailing address of adjoining property owners. Onge the site is up, click on
online searches, then click on real estate. It will allow you to search by owner, address or
parcel number.

All materials must be delivered to the office of the Community Development Director, City of Oxford, 101
East High Street, Oxford, Ohio 45056. Any questions should be directed to the Community Development
Department at (513) 524-5204. The issue will be placed on the next possible agenda.

Incomplete applications will not be processed.
NOTE: Notification and publication requirements must be adhered to. Submit materials 45
days prior to the proposed meeting date. City Staff will erect a public hearing sign on the

subject property. It is the Applicant’s responsibility to remove the signage once the hearing(s)
are completed.

™ Q,/@MJ,% x‘:@-~}r\l T Z;C.HTL:@ Date:  5~-17-20/0

S‘%nature of Ap/phcant Printed Name

FEE /| RECEIPT
$400 Fee Paid / Receipt Number: l‘slﬁ L‘q

S:\forms\condilionaluse Updated 08/9



Oxford Vineyard Narrative Summary of Conditional Use Permit Application

A. The proposed use is in fact a Conditional Use in the zoning district in which it is proposed.
The Oxford Vineyard, a non-denominational Christian church, is requesting a permit to
operate a place of worship at 127 W Church Street, Oxford, OH. This address is located in the
UP {Uptown) zoning district. Per section 1147 of the Oxford Planning and Zoning Code dated
Jun 2, 2009, a place of worship is a permissible conditional use in the Uptown zoning district.

B. The use and site will satisfy the general intent of this Zoning Code.
The proposed use and site will satisfy the general intent of the Zoning Code in that a place of
worship is a use consistent with the stated purpose of the Uptown District which is, “to
preserve and encourage the continued vitality of the City’s historic central business and civic
activity area, as well as to achieve a mixture of appropriate uses in a functional, aesthetic and
pedestrian compatible manner.” Also, the proposed use is consistent with neighboring sites of
worship. Additionally, the proposed use is a use that has considerable protection via the
United States Bill of Rights.

C. The use and site will be compatible with the general intent of the Comprehensive Plan.
The use and site are compatible with the general intent of the Comprehensive Plan via many
of the objectives stated in Section 3.2 of the Plan:

Objective 2  Enhance Neighborhoods within the Mile Square
Objective 3  Continue to enhance Uptown

Objective 7  Preserve apen space and farmland and expand existing open space
Objective 8 Expand urban green space.
Objective 10 Be a leader in environmental stewardship

in accordance with Objective 2, by providing a pedestrian friendly, alternative place of
worship in the “Core”, this use promotes the pedestrian orientation of the Mile Square. The
Oxford Vineyard has met some of the neighboring churches in the Uptown area to promote
unity and coordinate to work together on community service activities such as the “Walk for
Hunger.”

In accordance with Objective 3, the Oxford Vineyard will enhance Uptown by stimulating
economic activity. We have consistently visited the Co-Op Bookstore for supplies as well as
many of the Uptown restaurants. Finally, we would like to provide a safe and alternative
haven for students to have “hang out” on the weekends.

Additionally, this use is environmentally friendly due to the pedestrian nature of the location,
the decision to utilize an existing structure rather than utilize open spaces or farmland, and via
the creation of a worship community that strongly encourages good stewardship of the earth.



D. The size and shape of the site are sufficient for the proposed use.
The proposed location lends itself well to the proposed use. As a fermer-department-store,
the site offers a large 2100 square foot structure with an open floor plan, one restroom
facilities, appropriate egress and a sprinkler system. This is ample space for worship services
which have averaged 65 attendees and have been no more than 100 people {including
children).

E. The use will not be hazardous or disturbing to existing or potential future neighboring uses
that are permitted in the zoning district.
The use will be harmonious with, rather than hazardous or disturbing to, the existing or
potential future neighboring uses. Our goal and purpose is to be a blessing; not a curse to the
community. We have reached out to the local churches in the Uptown to help promote unity
with the different congregations.

F. The use will not involve activities, processes, materials, equipment, or conditions of
operation that will be detrimental to any person, property, or the general welfare because
of excessive production of traffic, noise, smoke, fumes, glare, odors, or other emissions.
30-40% of the congregation so far has been students who walk to services. This means that
the other 40 or so people are families who would require parking. There are currently 8
spaces available onsite which means that for an average of 4 people per family, the Oxford
Vineyard would require 2-7 parking spaces in the Uptown area between 10 am and 1 pm on
Sundays. This should have little impact on parking and traffic in the Uptown area.

G. The only accessory uses will be directly related to the operation of the principal use and will
not be operated independent of the principal use.

The principal intended use of the site is worship, prayer, outreach and service to the
community. Anticipated accessory uses may include: ancillary classrooms, recreation,
counseling and gathering spaces with a value for creating a “third place” environment as a gift
to the community.

“Third place” as defined in Wikipedia: Third places, then, are "anchors" of community life and
facilitate and foster broader, more creative interaction. All societies already have informal
meeting places; what is new in modern times is the intentionality of seeking them out as vital
to current societal needs. Oldenburg suggests these hallmarks of a true "third place": free or
inexpensive; food and drink, while not essential, are important; highly accessible: proximate
for many (walking distance}; involve regulars — those who habitually congregate there;
welcoming and comfortable; both new friends and old should be found there.



. The use and site will be adequately served by public facilities and services such as streets,

water and sewer, drainage structures, police and fire protection, and refuse disposal, or
adequate provisions will be made to provide the same services privately.

The existing public facilities and services are adequate for the proposed use and will not cause
additional stress on those utilities,

Development of the site and operation of the use will not require substantial public
expenditure for additional infrastructure or services.
The Oxford Vineyard will not require any additional infrastructure or services.

The site will be designed, constructed, and maintained in a character harmonious in
appearance and general character with the existing or intended character of the general
vicinity, and that such use will not change the essential character of the same area.
Structures to be constructed, reconstructed, or altered in a residential zoning district shall

have the appearance of residential buildings permitted in the zoning district.
No material changes are proposed to the building.

. The site is designed so that on-site traffic and traffic accessing the site will not

inappropriately impact the movement of traffic on adjacent public streets,
This place of worship is intended to service a significantly pedestrian population. 8 parking
spaces are available on-site. Traffic flow through this area should not be effected.

Proposed construction will not result in the destruction, ioss, or damage of a natural, scenic,
or historic feature of major importance.

No construction is being proposed. The site does not have natural, scenic, or historic features
of major importance.

All necessary permits and ficenses for the Conditional Use and its operation have been or
can be obtained for the use at the proposed location.

There should be no barriers to obtaining necessary permits per discussions with Bob
Blackburn, building owner.
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CITY OF OXFORD
STAFF SUMMARY REPORT

Report to the City Manager Community Development
Originating Department

Council Meeting Of: August 17, 2010

Jung-Han Chen

Account Code No. #: Prepared By

Budgeted Amount: August 11, 2010
Date Prepared

Agenda Title: Planning Commission Meeting Report — Angust 10, 2010

Recommendation: N/A

Election of Officers

The election of officers took place. Ms. Susan Kay was elected to serve as Planning Commission Chair; Mr. David
Prytherch was elected to serve as Vice-Chair. Mr. Marvin Hurston was re-elected to serve as Secretary to the
Commission.

Mr. David Prytherch and Mr. Ted Wong will continue to serve on the CIC and Environmental Commission respectively.
Mr. Richard Daniels was elected to serve on HAPC.

Reports from Commissions, Boards, Committees & Staff:
Mr. Prytherch announced that CIC, working with Miami Heritage Tech Park which is located at the corner of SR 73 and

Oxford Milford Road, has secured a § 3.5 million grant from the State of Ohio Job Site Ready Grant. It was great news
for the CIC to receive this grant and it is also important to begin thinking about long-term planning implications as this
site gets developed. '

DISCUSSION:

Public Hearing:

PC-09-2010 Conditional Use, 127 W. Church Street, to allow for a place of Worship in the UP (Uptown)
District, John Richter, Oxford Vineyard, Applicant

Earlier this year, the Applicant received approval for a Conditional Use permit for a place of worship at 17 N. Poplar
Street. Due to a leasing issue, the church has had to move to this new location in the Up (Uptown) District.

Based on casual observation when the congregation was located at 17 N. Poplar Street, they appeared to run a low-key
operation. It would be our assumption that the congregation will continue to operate this way.

It is important that the Applicant makes sure the building meets the building code for congregation purposes. The
Applicant was recommended to meet with the Building staff to go over building issues.

The Planning Commission voted 7-0-0 to recommend APPROVAL as presented, to City Council.

PC-10-2010 ZONING TEXT AMENDMENT, 1143.139 (¢) OI(Office and Light Industrial) Site Development
Regulations, 1143.14 (¢) LI (Light Industrial District) Site Development Regulations. City of
Oxford, Applicant

This application intends to address some of the site development regulations that are currently in two zoning districts
(OI&LI). These regulations may be overly restricted in allowing any reasonable development to take place. Current site
development regulations in both districts stipulate that the maximum impervious surface allowed for building and




associated vehicle management purposes is 33%.

Staff consulted with other municipalities to learn what their respective regulations were for industrial zoned
properties. There was no consistent pattern between the local entities. Many localities only prescribed different yard
setbacks; the lot coverage depended upon the lot width and depth and that ranged from 35% to 75%.

Another factor needing to be part of this discussion is the retention area for the site. The design and the sizing of retention
areas depend on the post development impervious areas handling additional storm water runoffs.

As a side note, Staff did a quick calculation based on an aerial photo of the current Square D site, which is located in an
LI District. The lot coverage was approximately 55%. Under the current regulations, Square D is a nonconforming
structure and cannot expand without receiving variance approval from the BZA. Therefore, any changes to the site
development regulations must take this site into consideration.

Several issues were raised during the Public Hearing concerning exploring techniques to encourage more environmental
friendly practices to incentivize the development. It is something the Commission will explore in the future.

The Planning Commission voted 6-1-0 to recommend APPROVAL as presented, to City Council.

New Business:

The Planning Commission heard a presentation from the Environmental Commission regarding the proposed Open
Space Cluster Development Regulations. This presentation was generated from a joint work session between the
Planning Commission and the Environmental Commission. The Environmental Commission made recommendations
to the Planning Commission on different aspects of the current regulations. The Planning Commission will consider
the recommendations during future work sessions dealing with Subdivision Regulations.

Other Business:

Ms. Kay thanked the representatives from the Environmental Commission and outlined the work plan for the
Commission for the remaining year. The first priority is to continue with discussions regarding Subdivision
Regulations. It will be critical to continue fine tuning the details on various sections of the regulations. The entire
Planning Commission felt this needed to be the top priority. Ms. Kay also indicated that City Council has asked the
Planning Commission to review the Home Occupation Section of the Zoning Code. This will be reviewed after the
Subdivision Regulations.

With regard to the General Business District Overlay regulations, Ms, Kay and Mayor Keebler met with staff and felt that
it might be more appropriate to undertake this task in a more comprehensive planning process approach. Mr. Prytherch
also concurred with Ms. Kay that a comprehensive planning approach would be more appropriate since there are other
elements that would also needs reviewed and revised. Staff will work with the Planning Commission on these different
topics.

The next regular meeting is scheduled for September 14, 2010.

Approved By: Initial  Date
Department Head: AR 215//0
City Attorney:
City Manager: / 7
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CITY OF OXFORD
STAFF SUMMARY REPORT

Report to the City Manager Community Development Department
Originating Department

Council Meeting Of: September 7, 2010
Jung-Han Chen

Account Code No. #: Prepared By:
Budgeted Amount: August 17, 2010
Date Prepared:
Agenda Title: PC-10-2010 ZONING CODE TEXT AMENDMENT 1143.13(c) OI (Office

& Light Industrial District) Site Development Regulations, 1143.14(c) LI
(Light Industrial District) Site Development Regulations, City of Oxford,
Applicant

Recommendation: Approval

Discussion:

One of the current regulations in the OI and LI zoning districts may be too restricted to allow for any
reasonable development to take place. Specifically, the site development regulations stipulate that the
maximum impervious surface allowed for building and associated vehicle management purposes is 33%.

Prior to contemplating any changes to the existing code, staff consulted with other municipalities to learn
what their respeclive regulations were for industrial zoned properties. Results showed that there was no
consistent pattern between the Jocal entitics. Many localities only prescribed different yard setbacks; lot
coverage depended upon the [ot width and depth and that ranged from 35% to 75%. This figure does not
include any required landscaping within the parking/maneuvering areas. Therefore, the actual lot
coverage may be less. '

Another factor that needs to be part of this discussion is the retention area for the site. The design and
sizing of retention areas depend on the post development impervious areas to handle additional storm
water runoffs.

The recommended change to existing regulations is to increase the lot coverage ratio from the current rate
of 33% to 70%.

The Planning Commission members reviewed the Decision Standards and voted 6-1-0 to recommend
APPROVAL to City Council.

Approved By: Initial Date
Department Head: 1% %/I o
City Attorney:

|
City Manager: /’%'?/? //




ORDINANCE NO.

ORDINANACE REPEALING OXFORD CODIFIED ORDINANCE SECTIONS
1143.13 AND 1143.14 AND ADOPTING NEW OXFORD CODIFIED ORDINANCE
SECTIONS 1143.13 AND 1143.14 TITLED “OFFICE & LIGHT INDUSTRIAL
DISTRICT” AND “LIGHT INDUSTRIAL DISTRICT™.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF OXFORD,
BUTLER COUNTY, OHIO, THAT:

SECTION I: Council hereby finds that the City of Oxford Planning Commission
held a public hearing on August 10, 2010 and that following the public hearing did
deliberate and as a result of that deliberation, the Planning Commission recommended
repealing Oxford Codified Ordinance Sections 1143.13 and 1143.14 titled “Office &
Light Industrial District” and “Light Industrial District”.

SECTION II: Council hereby repeals Sections 1143.13 and 1143.14 of the
Oxford Code of Ordinances and adopts new Sections 1143.13 and 1143.14 as follows
(language to be repealed is stricken-threngh and the language to be adopted is in bold):

1143.13 OI OFFICE & LIGHT INDUSTRIAL DISTRICT.

(a) Purpose. This district is intended to provide for research and development and
professional office facilities that have minimal impact upon the surrounding environment.

{(b) Uses.
(1) Permitted uses.

A. Professional, business, government, and medical offices with no
retail sales to the general public, with no storage of goods for sale.

B. Professional Offices relying on advanced scientific and engineering
capabilities.

C. Research, experimental, or testing laboratories conducted entirely
within enclosed buildings.

D. Electronic data processing.

E. Public service facilities.

(2) Conditional uses. The following Conditional Uses are subject to review
and regulation in accordance with Chapter 1147,

A. Operations designed to attract little or no customer or client traffic
other than employees.

B. Semi-public uses.

(c) Site Development Regulations.

(1) Lot requirements. No minimum lot size or lot width is specified,
however, lot size and width shall be adequate to provide for parking, access drive
spacing, yard space and screening requirements.

(2) Yard requirements.




A. Minimum front yard depth 50 feet
B. Minimum rear yard depth and side yard width

1. Ifside or rear yard abuts onto a Residential District, yard shall
have a minimum 50 feet for Permitted Use and minimum 100 feet for Conditional
Use, and landscaped screening provided.

2. Each side and rear yard shall be equal to the height of the principal
building.

3. Opaque fence may be substituted for plantings if approved by the
Board of Zoning Appeals.

(3) Structural reguirements.

A. Maximum height 45 feet

B. Lot coverage 33 70 percent

(d) Supplementary Regulations.

(1) Site plan approval required. A site plan shall be submitted that shows
graphically the location and dimensions of vehicular entrances, exits, internal
circulation pattern, off-street parking and loading facilities, building location and
dimensions, storage facilities, landscaping and screening facilities.

(2) Impact statement. Prior to being issued a zoning certificate in the
Office/Industrial District, the applicant must obtain approval of a descriptive text
indicating the nature of the proposed activity, expected levels of noise, odor, dust,
smoke, light, glare and/or vibration from normal operations and a plan for
addressing these impacts. The expected number of employees per shift, at the outset
and at full expansion, shall be indicated. Other information, as required, shall be
submitted either in text or plans.

(3) Storage of material. Storage of material and equipment shall be within
an enclosed building, unless located behind the principal structure and visually
screened from the street and adjacent properties by a landscaped screen, fence or
wall. Such screening of open storage and trash containers must meet the
requirements of Sections 1141.01(a)(3) and 1141.01(b)(1).




1143.14 LI LIGHT INDUSTRIAL DISTRICT.

(a) Purpose. This district is intended to provide for those analytical and associated
fabrication activities associated with research and development, as well as for office and
industrial uses having minimum impact upon the surrounding environment in areas that
are suitable for industrial development by reason of location and the availability of
adequate utility and transportation systems. Permitted uses are those that can be operated
in a clean and quiet manner, subject only to those regulations and performance standards
necessary to prohibit congestion and for the protection of adjacent residential and
business activities.

(b) Uses.
(1) Permitted uses.

A. Any use whose principal function is basic research, design and/or
pilot or experimental product development or technical training.

B. Office buildings of an executive or of an administrative nature or
incidental to those uses previously listed.

C. Sales offices related to the principal manufacturer on the same site
provided that any retail trade with the general public shall be of a limited nature and
that no stock of goods is maintained for sale to the general public.

D. Sales offices related to the principal manufacturer on the same site
provided that any retail trade with the general public shall be of a limited nature.

E. Business and industrial service facilities.

F. Laboratories including experimental, film, testing, research, or
engineering.

G. Printing, publishing, binding, and typesetting plants.

H. The manufacture, compounding, processing, packaging, or treatment
of such products as, but not limited to bakery goods, business machinery, candy,
clocks and toys, cosmetics, electrical and electronics products, components and
equipment, food products, hardware and cutlery, tools, and pharmaceuticals.

I. The manufacture, compounding, assembling, or treatment of articles or
merchandise from previously prepared materials such as, but not limited to, bone,
canvas, cellophane, cloth, cork, feathers, felt, fiber, fur, glass, hair, horn, leather,
paper, plastics, precious or semi-precious metals or stone, sheet metal (excluding
large stampings, such as automobile fenders or bodies) shell, textiles, tobacco, wax,
wire, wood, (excluding saw and planning mills), and yarns.

I, Medical, dental, optical manufacturing.

K. The manufacture of pottery and figurines or other similar ceramic

prodhucts using only previously pulverized clay, and kilns fired only by electricity or
gas.

I..  The manufacture and repair of electric and neon signs.

M. Motion picture production.

N. Adult Entertainment Facilities.

0. Accessory buildings and uses incidental to the principal use.



(2) Conditional uses. The following Conditional Uses are subject to review

and regulation in accordance with Chapter 1147.

A.  Any permitted use over 100,000 square feet of gross floor area

B. Electroplating

C.  Graphic products manufacturer

D. Light sheet metal products, including heating and ventilating
equipment, cornices or eaves

E. Cold storage plants

F.  Tool and die shops, wrought iron shops, machine shops, excluding
drop hammers

G. Banks, including drive-in facilities

H. Restaurants, including fast food and drive-ins

[. Taverns

J. Wholesale facilities

K. Other manufacturing, processing, or storage uses determined by the
Planning Commission to be of the same general character as the permitted uses
previously listed and found not to be a nuisance or offensive by reason the potential
emission or transmission of noise, vibration, smoke, dust, glare, heat, water or air
pollution. In this regard, the Planning Commission may seek expert advice on what
conditions should be imposed on a particular operation to carry out the purposes of
this zone: the cost of such expert assistance shall be borne by the applicant.

(c) Site Development Regulations.

(1) Lot requirements. No minimum lot size or lot width is specified,
however, lot size and width shall be adequate to provide for parking, access drive
spacing, yard space and screening requirements.

(2) Yard requirements.
A.  Minimum front yard depth 50 feet
B. Minimum rear yard depth and side yard width

1. Ifside or rear yard abuts onto a Residential District, yard shall
have a minimum 50 feet for Permitted Use and minimum 100 feet for Conditional
Use, and landscaped screening provided.

2. Each side and rear yard shall be equal to the height of the principal

building,
3. Opaque fence may be substituted for plantings if approved by the
Zoning Board of Appeals.
(3) Structural requirements.

A.  Maximum height 45 feet

B. Maximum Lot coverage 33-70 percent

(d) Supplementary Regulations,

(1) Site plan approval required. A site plan shall be submitted that shows
graphically the location and dimensions of vehicular entrances, exits, internal




circulation pattern, off-street parking and loading facilities, building location and
dimensions, storage facilities, landscaping and screening facilities.

(2) Impact statement. Prior to being issued a zoning certificate in the
Office/Industrial District, the applicant must obtain approval of a descriptive text
indicating the nature of the proposed activity, expected levels of noise, odor, dust,
smoke, light, water and air pollution, glare and/or vibration from normal operations
and a plan for addressing these impacts. The expected number of employees per
shift, at the outset and at full expansion, shall be indicated. Other information, as
required, shall be submitted either in text or plans.

(3) Storage of material. Storage of material and equipment shall be within
an enclosed building, unless located behind the principal structure and visually
screened from the street and adjacent properties by a landscaped screen, fence or
wall. Such screening of open storage and trash containers must meet the
requirements of Sections 1141.01¢a)(3) and 1141.01(b)(1).

SECTION III: It is hereby found and determined that all formal actions of this
Council concerning and relating to the adoption of this Oxdinance were adopted in an
open meeting of this Council, and that any and all deliberations of this Council and any
of its committees that resulted in such formal action were in meetings open to the public,

in compliance with all legal requirements, including, but not limited to Section 121.22 of
the Ohio Revised Code.

SECTION IV: This Ordinance shall take effect at the earliest time allowed by
law.

MAYOR

ADOPTED:

ATTEST:

CLERK OF OXFORD CITY COUNCIL
INTRODUCED BY: RICHARD KEEBLER

PREPARED BY: LAW (STAFF)
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Oxford Planning Commission
Recommendation to City Council

September 7, 2010

PC-10-2010

City of Oxford, Applicant

Zoning Code Text Amendment

To address overly restricted site development regulations in the OI and LI
Districts.

On August 10, 2010 a Public Hearing took place at 118 W. High Street. A
Public Hearing notice was published in the Oxford Press on July 9, 2010.

Courtesy notices were mailed to adjacent property owners on July 10,
2010.

The Planning Commission voted 6-1-0 recommending approval of the
Zoning Code Text Amendment at the August 10, 2010 meeting,

At the August 10, 2010 Planning Commission meeting, the Commission
after hearing staff findings, voted to approve the Text Amendment.

Commission
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2
3.
4.
5
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Staff Report dated July 20, 2010

Interoffice Review Transmittal Sheets

Property Notifications Map

Letter of Agency

Property Owner Letter

Zoning Code Text Amendment Application Dated June 23, 2010



City of Oxford
Community Development Department
STAFF REPORT

Planning Commission

Case # PC-10-2010 Date — August 10, 2010
APPLICATION

Applicant: City of Oxford

Action Request: Zoning Code Text Amendment 1143.13(c) OI (Office& Light

Industrial District) Site Development Regulations , 1143.14 (c) L1
{(Light Industrial District) Site Development Regulations

DESCRIPTION

This application intends to address some of the site development regulations that are currently in two
zoning districts (OI&LI). These regulations may be overly restricted in allowing any reasonable
development to take place. Site development regulations in both districts stipulate that the maximum
impervious surface allowed for building and associated vehicle management purposes is at 33%. This
issue was brought to staff attention when a local business planned to build additional square footage to
expand its manufacturing operations. There are several large tracts of land that are zoned for OT and LI
for future development. Resfricting regulations can easily stymie any potential projects. It is also
important to balance growth to regulations, so both can accomplish its respective outcomes,

SITE HISTORY

PC 06-96 Additional Use Permit- for a handicraft manufacturing and storage facility to be located on
Lot 1950 on College Corner Pike. Approved by Council, Ordinance #2465

PC 07-2005 Zoning Map Amendment-Parce] H4100030000003 College Corner Pike, LI to GB,
Approved by Council, Ordinance #2848 with conditions.

ZONING CODE

Section 1143.13 O1 OFFICE & LIGHT INDUSTRIAL DISTRICT
(©) Site Development Regulations.
(1) Lot requirements. No minimum lot size or lot width is specified, however, lot size and widih

shall be adequate to provide for parking, access drive spacing, yard space and screening
requirements.

{2) Yard requirements.
A, Minimum front yard depth 50 feet
B. Minimum rear yard depth and side yard width
1. If side or rear yard abuts onto a Residential District, yard shall have a
minimum 50 feet for Permitied Use and minimum 100 feet for Conditional
Use, and landscaped screening provided.
2. Each side and rear yard shall be equal to the height of the principal building.
3. Opaque fence may be substituted for plantings if approved by the Board of
Zoning Appeals.
3 Structural requirements.

PC-10-2010 Page 1 of 5



Al Maximum height 45 feet
B. Lot coverage 33%

Section 1143.14 LIGHT INDUSTRIAL DISTRICT
(c) Site Development Regulations.

(1) Lot requirements. No minimum lot size or lot width is specified, however, lot size and
width shall be adequate to provide for parking, access drive spacing, yard space and
screening requirements.

(2) Yard requirements.

A. Minimum front yard depth 50 feet
B. Minimum rear yard depth and side yard width
L. if side or rear yard abuts onto a Residential District, yard shall have a
minimum 50 feet for Permitted Use and minimum 100 feet for Conditional
Use, and landscaped screening provided.
2. Bach side and rear yard shall be equal to the height of the principal

building.
3. Opaque fence may be substituted for plantings if approved by the Zoning
Board of Appeals.
3) Structural requirements,
A. Maximum height 45 feet
B. Maximum Lot coverage 33%
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

Several key directions of the Comprehensive Plan related to this particular matter are as follows:
e Give priority to infill and redevelopment
¢ Create new jobs and services in the community

Land Use: managed growth to ensure small town character, green arcas and preserved
farmland.

* Promote new areas for light industry and manufacturing, research and development and
office spaces.

e Redevelop the 27 North corridor in a planned and coordinated manner.

Economic Development: diverse businesses, local services and employment opportunities.
¢ Retain and expand existing businesses

* Attract new businesses consistent with the skills of the local community, quality of life
and indentified economic needs.

¢ Improve the resident work force through new employment services.
e Develop focused economic development and redevelopment incentive policies.

COMMENT FORMS
No public comment forms have been received to date.

AGENCY REVIEWS
Requests for review were made to the Police, Fire, Engineering & Economic Development Departments.
The following comments have been received:

Police: Comments returned with no comments on this request.
Fire: Comment returned with no comments on this request.
Engineering:  No comments received.

Econ. Dev. No comments received.

PC-10-2010 Page 2 of 5



DECISION CRITERIA
A copy of the Zoning Code Amendment is attached.

ANALYSIS

This proposed amendment was brought to staff’s attention during a recent building application review. A
local business entity planned to construct a new addition to an existing manufacturing/storage building on
College Comer Pike. It was fortunate that staff and the owners worked out a solution to allow the owners
to move forward with this expansion project and satisfy the site development regulations. However, stafl’
believes the site development regulations for the OI and LI are overly restricted and need modified.

Current city regulations delineate a maximum allowable impervious area for building and other accessory
uses on the site. As outlined in the previous sections of this report, the lot coverage is limited to 33% for
building and all other associated uses to the principal use. This allows only one-third of the site to be
occupied by a man-made structure. Put this matter in perspective; the Oxford Zoning Code allows more
than 35% of lot in residential districts to be covered with structure and there is no lot coverage
requirement for commercial districts. It would seem quite stringent from a site development viewpoint to
accommodate the generally higher percentage of land usage for manufacturing purposes.

Prior to contemplating any changes to the existing code, staff consulted with other municipalities to learn
what their respective regulations were for industrial zoned properties. There is no consistent pattern
between local entities. Many localities only prescribe different yard setbacks. The lot coverage depends
on the lot width and depth and that can range from 35% to 75%. This figure does not include any required
landscaping within the parking/maneuvering areas. Therefore, the actual lot coverage may be less.

Another factor needs to be part of this discussion is the retention area for the site. The design and the

sizing of retention arcas depend on the post development impervious areas to handle additional storm
water runoffs.

On a related note, Square D is another manufacturing business in town. Staff did a quick calculation
based on the aerial photo of the site. The lot coverage is approximately 55%. Under the current
regulations, Square D is a nonconforming structure and cannot expand without receiving variance

approval from the BZA. Therefore, any changes to the site development regulations must take this site
into consideration.

RECOMMENDATION
In summary, the major change staff is recommending is to increase the lot coverage ratio from the current

rate of 33% to 70%. No other changes are proposed at this point of time. The actual proposed language is
attached for your consideration,

v ) s - W) Chan

zgﬂan c@n AICP
Cdfnmunity Development Divector

DATE: July 20, 2010

PC-10-2010 TPage3of 5



ATTACHMENT:

(c) Planning Commission and Council Review. The Planning Commission shall base its
recommendation on a proposed Zoning Code amendment upon the complete application,
upon any staff report, and upon any relevant and credible public comment presented during
the public hearing. Council shall base its decision on the same materials and shall also
consider the Planning Commission recommendation. If the Planning Commission or Council
finds that the information provided is insufficient to make a determination, it may suspend its
review until sufficient information has been provided.
¢ Decision standards. A proposed amendment shall be approved only if it meets at least
one of the following criteria, and if its benefits will likely outweigh any potential
pitfalls.

Text Amendments

A. The proposed amendment will make the Code conform more closely to the
Comprehensive Plan.

B. The proposed amendment will improve the public health, safety, and general welfare
of Oxford.

C. The proposed amendment will clarify the intent of the Code.

D. The proposed amendment will better implement the intent of the Code.

E. The proposed amendment will improve enforcement of the Code.

Map Amendments

A. There is an error on the Official Zoning Map or in the delineations between districts
thereon.

B. The proposed amendment will make the map conform more closely to the
Comprehensive Plan.

C. There has been a substantial change in area conditions that necessitates the
amendment.

D. ‘There is a legitimate need for additional land area in the zoning district that will be
expanded

PC-10-2010

Paged of §



1143.13 OI OFFICE & LIGHT INDUSTRIAL DISTRICT
(c) Site Development Regulations.
(1) Lot requirements. No minimum lot size or lot width is specified, however, lot size and width

shall be adequate to provide for parking, access drive spacing, yard space and screening
requirements.

(2) Yard reqnirements.
A, Minimum front yard depth 50 feet
B. Minimum rear yard depth and side yard width
1. If side or rear yard abuts onto a Residential District, yard shall have a
minimum 50 feet for Permitted Use and minimum 100 feet for Conditional
Use, and landscaped screening provided.
2. Each side and rear yard shall be equal to the height of the principal building.
3. Opaque fence may be substituted for plantings if approved by the Board of

Zoning Appeals.
3) Structural requirements.
A, Maximum height 45 feet
B. Lot coverage 70%

Section 1143.14 LIGHT INDUSTRIAL DISTRICT
(c) Site Development Regulations,

(1) Lot requirements. No mininum lot size or lot width is specified, however, lot size and
width shall be adequate to provide for parking, access drive spacing, yard space and
screening requirements.

(2) Yard requirements.

A Minimum front yard depth 50 feet
B. Minimum rear yard depth and side yard width
1. If'side or rear yard abuts onto a Residential District, yard shall have a
minimum 50 feet for Permitted Use and minimum 100 feet for Conditional
Use, and landscaped screening provided.
2. Bach side and rear yard shall be equal to the height of the principal

building,
3. Opaque fence may be substituted for plantings if approved by the Zoning
Board of Appeals.
3) Structural requirements.
A, Maximum height 45 feet
B. Maximum Lot coverage 70%

PC-10-2010 Page 5 of 5



|

Case No.: ol VT AV
Date Filed: [, <)

Zoning Code Text Amendment Application

City of Oxford, Ohio é{ : % ;‘Jfﬁa
REQUIRED INFORMATION

Name of Applicant: c lJFY 0 'p O X% FC‘/

{Attach a Letter o* Agency if the applicant is not the property owner.)
Mailing Address: /Ot F Niah &4

. { .
Telephone Number(s) D15 /5{9 -530Y

Email Address

SUBMISSION REQUIREMENTS
A writlen, detailed description, where applicable, is required for each subsection.

All applications must include:

A general description of the proposed amendment.

A narrative slatement thal describes how the proposed amendment relales to the Comprehensive Plan.
A stalement that identifies potential negative consequences of the proposed amendment.

Any exisling section number and text that is proposed to be deleted or amended.

Any new or amended text as it is proposed to be codified including its proposed location in the Code.
(section numbers)

A narralive statement that describes the expecled effects of the proposed text.

A narrative statement that compares the expected effects of the proposed text with any existing text
that it will replace, if applicable.

moow»

om

Planning Commission and Council Review The Planning Commission shall base its recommendation on a proposed
Zoning Code amendment upon the complete application, upon any staff report, and upon any relevant and credible
public comment presented during the public hearing. Council shall base its decision on the same materials and shall
consider the Planning Commission recommendation. if the Planning Commission or Council finds that the information

provided is insufficient to make a determination, it may suspend its review until sufficient information has been
provided.

Decision Standards A proposed amendment shall be approved only if it meets at least one of the following criteria,
and if its benefits will likely outweigh any potential pitfalls. The proposed amendment will:

make the Code conform more closely with the Comprehensive Plari.

improve the public health, safety, and general welfare of Oxford.

clarify the intent of the Code.

better implement the intent of the Code.

improve enforcement of the Code.

moome

All materials and the application fee in the amount of $150.00 payable to the City of Oxford must be delivered to the
office of Community Development, 101 East High Street, Oxford, Ohio 45056 45 days prior to the proposed meeting
date. Any questions should be directed to the Community Development Department at (513) 524-5204,

NOTE: Incomplete applications will not be processed. City Staff will erect a public
hearing sign on the subject property. Itis the Applicant’s responsibility to remove the

signage once the hearing(s} are completed. 4 3. 13 (c (3)8 it Dévﬂcmm{‘ £€7 .

DI1D/et - /O:{" (,OW_@%,L, s 4D J‘—I@_éﬂe vaelopmaen'\‘f@gutodm
SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT: A Date: & /2 94/( o

— o Z !
PRINTED NAME: Ju n%- HOJ\ Chanm

FEE / RECEIPT

$150 Fee Paid / Receipt Number: A/A’

Siformsizoningtextamendmentapp. Revised 8/09



City of Oxford
Inter-Office Review Transmittal Sheeat

Date: 7/26/2010..

To: fire Department Er)gineering Division Police Department Economic Development

From: Communli’ry Development

Drawings are being submitted o you for the following:

Case #: PC-10-2010

Description:

PC-10-2010 ZONING CODE TEXT AMENDMENT, 1143.13(c) Site Development Regulations,

OI (Office & Light Industrial) District & 1143.14(c) Site Development Regulations, L1 (Light
Industrial) District, City of Oxford, Applicant

X___ Review Revisions Other
Comments or status vpdate requested by: Lynn Taylor

Please return no later than: 8/5/2010 Nofe: If nho comments are received, we will assume the
project meets your department's standards.

EEE NN EN S EENHEERE EN EREBEEE N ENENENEEEFEE SN EEEEEEEE NN AN ENONENENER RENEENREUEENEEFAEHERNENRNEERE]

Drawings are returned: w/comments ithout/comments

Drawings reviewed by




City of Oxford
inter-Office Review Transmittal Sheet

Date: 7/26/2010

To: Fire Department @Police Department Economic Development

From: Community Development

Drawings are being submitted o you for the following:
Case #: PC-10-2010
Description:
PC-10-2010 ZONING CODE TEXT AMENDMENT, 1143.13(c) Site Development Regulations,
OI (Office & Light Industrial) District & 1143.14(c) Site Development Regulations, LI (Light
Industrial) District, City of Oxford, Applicant

X___ Review Revisions Other

Comments or status update requested by: Lynn Taylor

Please return no tater than: 8/5/2010 Nofe: If no comments are received, we will assume the
project meets your depariment's standards.

Drawings are returned: w/comments - without/comments

Drawings reviewed by: y /28, j; OPLSCL. ?-— 12- o




City of Cxford
Inter-Office Review Transmittal Sheet

Date: 7/26/2010

To: Fire Department Engineering Division P

From: Community Development
Drawings are being submiited to you for the following:
Case #: PC-10-2010
Description:
PC-10-2010 ZONING CODE TEXT AMENDMENT, 1143.13(c) Site Development Regulations,
O] (Office & Light Industrial) District & 1143.14(c) Site Development Regulations, LI (Light
Industrial) District, City of Oxford, Applicant

X__ Review Revisions Other

Comments or status update requested by: Lynn Tavyior

Please return no later than: 8/5/2010 Note: if no comments are received, we will assume the
project meets your department's stfandards.

Drawings are returned:  w/commenis @mmems

Drawings reviewed by: o {//d‘/e\/

[




Marc Biales
6317 Buckley Rd.
Oxiord, Ohio 45056

Planning Commission
City of Oxford

101 East High St.
Oxford, Ohio 45056

Dear Sirs:

| am sorry that | will not be able to attend your meeting of August 10. We will be out of
town at the biggest trade show of the year for our business;

Regarding the lot usage on the light industrial district, 1 am certain that the present
wording of the lot coverage and structural coverage section needs to be revised to more
correctly construe the intent of the code.

Lot coverage in the light industrial zoning areas should be much more than the present
33%. | am sure that there was not an intent to have 67% of the iot green space.

| think you will find that most municipalities expect coverage of 70% to 100% in the light
industrial areas. It makes no sense to restrict usage on that type of land. The more of
the property that can be used for productive activity the more jobs that can be created.
More employees can be hired and given meaningful jobs and hence produce more tax
income that can be paid to the city.

This aréof the building code needs thoughtful interpretation. We had to compromise
our recent expansion due to this lack of clarity.

Yours truly,
Marc Biales
President, Wild Berry Incense
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CITY OF OXFORD

STAFF SUMMARY REPORT
Report to City Manager Finance
Originating Department
Council Meeting Of ; 9/7/2010
Joe Newlin
Account Code No. : see below Prepared By
Budgeted Amount : ) 9/2/2010
Date Prepared
@enda Title: 2010 Supplemental Budget #7
[Recommendation: Approve
Issue 1

Repairs to on engine covered by insurance, received a check and need to make the final payment.
Action Needed:

Revenue Side

General 110 798.56 Refund & Reimbursement

Expense Side

Generai 110 798.56 Payment of the final bill (estimate was lower than the actual repair).

Net Effect on Fund Balance/(s) -
Increasef{Decrease)

[sRs‘;lcl::iied a check from the Ohio Aris Council for bicentennial sculpture which needs to be sent to the Oxford Community
Foundation who was in charge of bicentennial funds for the City.

Action Needed:

Revenue Side

General 110 731.00 Refund & Reimbursement

Expense Side

General 110 731.00 Payment to Oxford Community Foundation for sculpture,

Net Effect on Fund Balance/(s) -
increasef{Decrease)

Issue 3
Refunds for income taxes much higher than the historical 1% the City budgets each vyear.

F:\General Accounting\2010\Ordinances\Supplementals\Staff Report SB 7



Currently $55,000 over budget, plus $39,000 v-t-d average.
Action Needed:

Revenue Side

General 110 - NA

Expense Side

General 110 94,000.00 Refunds
Net Effect on Fund Balance/(s} {94,000.00)
Increase/(Decrease)
Issue 4

Additional funds allotted to the City due to funding formula.
Action Needed:
Revenue Side

CDBG 126 11,114.00 Increase in

Expense Side

CbBG 126 11,114.00 Increase in scope of work

Net Effect on Fund Balance/(s) -
Increase/(Decrease)

Issue 5

Advance has been a yearly budgeted item going back to 2000, it is time to make

this a permanent transfer. Funds can revert back to the general fund once this fund is no longer needed.
Transfer will be initiated upon passing of this ordinance.

Action Needed:

Revenue Side

CDBG 126 150,000.00 Permanent Transfer
Expense Side

General 110 150,000.00 Permanent Transfer

Net Effect on Fund Balance/(s) -
Increasef{Decrease)

Issue 6

Received recycling incentive grant from Butler County and will spend the funds on recycling
containers and labeling for existing containers. City already spent our 25% match.

F:AGeneral Accounting\2010\Ordinances\Supplementals\Staff Report $B 7



Action Needed:

Revenue Side

Refuse 341 2,500.00 Grant receipt

Expense Side

Refuse 341 2,500.00 Purchase of containers and labels,

Net Effect on Fund Balance/(s) -
Increasef/(Decrease)

Issue 7

In 2009 the City transferred $12,519.00 and advanced $112,670 from the General Fund for a grant for the Fire Department
from FEMA for equipment and fraining. The project is complete with the City meeting its obligation’s regarding the grant.
Transfer the remaining funds back to General Fund as the scope of the project diminished so we spent less than originally
planned. Transfer to General Fund will be recorded upon passage.
Action Needed:

Revenue Side

General 110 12,284 90 Transfer from FEMA

Expense Side

FEMA 416 12,284.90 Transfer to General

Net Effect on Fund Balance/{s) -
Increasef{Decrease)
Total
Net Effect on Fund Balance/(s) (94,000.00)
Increasef(Decrease)

Breakdown by Fund

General 110 (92,829.10)
Refuse 341 -
CDBG 126 11,114.00
FEMA 416 (12,284.90)

Net Effect on Fund Balance/(s) {94,000.00)
Increase/{Decrease)

7]

Approved By: nfliaté Da A /
Department Head: /) =1 & y 9
: A3
City Manager: % 7 / Z //ﬂ
77

e
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ORDINANCE NOC.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NG. 3089 SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET ORDINANCE
NUMBER 7 TO MAKE SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS FOR FISCAI YEAR 2010.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF OXFORD, BUTLER COUNTY,
STATE OF OHIO, THAT:

SECTION 1: Additional appropriations are needed for the current
fiscal year and monies are available for appropriation in those funds,
and changes to estimated revenues;

SECTION 2: The following increase/(decrease)in revenues be made:

GENERAL FUND 110 798.56
GENERAL FUND 110 731.00
CDBG FUND 126 11,114.00
REFUSE FUND 341 2,500.00

SECTION 3: The following increase/(decrease)in appropriations
from unencumbered balances be made:

GENERAL FUND 110 798.5¢6
GENLRAL FUND 110 731.00
CDBG FUND 126 11,114.00
REFUSE FUND 341 2,500.00
GENERAL FUND 110 94,0060.00
GENERAL FUND 110 150,0G0.00
FEMA FUND 416 12,284.90

SECTION 4: The following transfers be executed:

Transfer from:

GENERAI, FUND 110 150, 000.00
FEMA FUND 416 12,284.90
Transfer to:

CDBG FUND 126 150,000.00
GENERAL FUND 110 12,284.90

SECTION 5: The following increase/ (decrease)in revenues be made:

CDEG FUND 126 150,000.00
GENERAL FUND 110 12,284.90

SECTION 6: In all other respects, Ordinance No. 3089 shsll remain
in full force and effect.



SECTION 7: This ordinance shall take effect immediately upon its
adoption.

MAYOR

ADOPTED:

ATTEST:

CLERK OF OXFORD CITY COUNCIL
INTRODUCED BY: RICHARD KEEBLER

PREPARED BY: LAW (STAFF)



Fhereas:
Community Arts Centers anchor and

enliven neighborhoods throughout our region and are intedgral to
the area’s economic vitality and quality of life, making Oxford
an outstanding place to live, work, play and visit; and

WHEREAS, Oxford is fortunate to have thriving Community Arts
Centers in our own ¢ity and arcund the region; and

WHEREAS, these Community Arts Centers provide access to a
wide range of art opportunities which bring people together to
share experiences and ideas; inspire children, adults, and
families; and help to creadte vibrant and connected communities;
and -

WHEREAS, the Oxford Community Arts Cemter and an additional
17 commuriity arts centers throughout the Greater Cincinnati
region will be open on September 12, 2010 from noon to 4 p.m. and
providing fabulous, free arts experiences for the community.

NOW, THEREFORE, I, Richard A&. Keebler, Mayor of the City of
Oxford do hereby proclaim Septembexr 12, 2010 as,

“Community Arts Centers Day”

in the City of Oxford and -encourage all members of the community
to participate in this special event.

IN WITNESS WHERECF, I have
hereunto set my hand and
caused the seal of the

City o, Oxford to be
affiked;i}his 7th day of
&f September 2010.

AN

RICHARD KEEBLER, “"MAYCR
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