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PUBLIC COMMENTS 

Summary of Submitted Written Comments: 

1) Bob  Whitmoyer  (3510  Westfield  Road):    Comments  attached  are  as  presented  and 

submitted at the July 21, 2014, Plan Commission meeting. 

2) Ginny Kelleher (3920 W 116th Street):  Comments attached are as presented at the July 21, 

2014, Plan Commission meeting and submitted to the Department on July 22, 2014. 

3) Jen Smith (16941 Joliet Road):   Exhibit attached  is as presented and referenced at the July 

21, 2014, Plan Commission meeting. 

4) Linda  Naas  (1122  East  161st  Street),  on  behalf  of  161st  Street  neighbors:    Comments 

attached submitted on August 4, 2014, for public hearing consideration. 
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07/21/14 APC Meeting Proposed UDO  
08/04/14 APC Public Hearing 
Presented by Linda Naas, 1122 East 161st Street 
Representing 161st Street neighbors 
1407-ZOA-01 
 
 
“IC 36-7-4-611(a)   Any ordinance adopted under the 600 series is presumed to 
have been adopted after due deliberation in regard to the facts upon which the 
comprehensive plan was formulated.”  (Can only adopt a 600 series zoning 
ordinance after adopting a 500 series Comp Plan – seems to put some weight on the 
Comp Plan for developing Zoning standards. 
 
· This proposed UDO contains fundamental changes that change the character of our 

community and does not correlate to the 2007 Comprehensive Plan or the intent of 
ordinances as stated by I.C. 36-7-4-611(a).  The 2007 Comprehensive Plan 
recommended ordinance changes for each section, yet they are mostly not 
addressed.  We believe the people spoke at that time and the Administration should 
not usurp the authority of the people.  As public servants, the people’s desires 
should be followed. 

 
1. The Comp Plan emphasizes the rural, small-town atmosphere of 

Washington Township which is dramatically changed in this proposed 
UDO. 

2. The purported purpose to protect agricultural uses, seems by analysis 
and questioning to protect uses like Grand Park built in an agricultural 
area and then affect change to neighboring properties which is 
contrary to Indiana State Code.   

3. An example used was to prevent uses such as Stuckey Farm, which 
to us is an acceptable and desirable use in our community and we 
wish and desire there were more of these rural/agricultural/family 
friendly/public friendly uses which would benefit us – we made this 
clear in the 2007 Comprehensive Plan. 

4. Increased taxation clearly presents as a motivation in several of the 
ordinance sections, forced increases versus a natural, developmental 
increase.  The promise of lower property taxes to residents cannot be 
substantiated and in agricultural uses there is an evident plan to 
increase potential property taxes by ordinance definitions and changes 
in acreage, i.e. 3, 5, 10 acre, all no longer agricultural uses by 
ordinance change, and deletions of previous ordinance, i.e. 16.04.030 
B.11. 



5. Conservation Subdivisions – described in Comp Plan but not defined 
or used in UDO 

6. Comp Plan mentions establishing a rural equestrian district, but UDO 
does not mention it, in fact, equestrian seems to be diminished from 
current rural/agricultural uses 

7. A lot of work was put into the 2007 Comprehensive Plan and each 
zoning district has suggestions for implementation tools and 
development policies for zoning regulations which were to be 
formulated.  These should be reviewed and incorporated into this 
UDO. 

8. UDO:  IC 36-7-4-610(h). 
9. Suggest we define in UDO Suburban vs Urban vs Rural Densities per 

Zoning District; i.e. MF1 and MF2 could have density restrictions based 
on location in the Land Use Concept Map.  There should be a 
connection defined.  Density in PUD’s has been a large issue and is 
not addressed. 

10. 3 Acre lots are only listed for AG-SF1 and SF2 = not even AG-SF1-I. 
11. Only other residential zoning district with a max density is SFA for 

4/Acre.  No Densities listed on other residential zoning districts.  
Suggest a maximum density, change minimum lot size or differentiate 
Suburban/Rural/Urban Density as described in Comp Plan. 

12. Can PUD Districts make up new terms and criteria not found anywhere 
else in UDO?  Seems they can. 

13. Limiting of mass grading mentioned in Comp Plan but not UDO. 
14. Many other examples, must peruse the Comp Plan and use it as the 

Indiana Code requires. 
 

· There should be a red-line copy or at least a detailed list of all changes for the use of 
the Public, APC and Council in understanding and analyzing the proposed UDO. 

 

· Why is there such a hurry and rush to pass this ordinance without proper scrutiny? 
This was the presentation to the committee we were told that time was critical.  If 
there are parts which are so critical to pass immediately, they should be presented 
individually and amended to the existing ordinance. 

 

· Have we addressed some of the issues that have been concerning and challenging 
to people at APC or BZA public hearings for years?  A review of this UDO does not 
correlate to a significant number of issues of the past.  BZA will always have an 
important role in exercising its authority in appeals and variances.  We make this 
point as we were told part of the reasons for this proposed UDO is to make the job of 
the BZA easier, clarify and remove the need for many appeals and variance 
requests.  Can you delineate the specific cases from the past that would be affected 
and how? 

 



· Does the Public clearly understand why and how we are making these changes?  
These changes did not initiate in the Ordinance Committee or Council or APC, as we 
were told, but came from the Planning Department.  Previous ordinance changes 
have been presented with a red-line of changes and/or explanation and in an 
amount of information that can be digested by everyone involved in the review and 
approval process including the Public.   

· Some changes presented as simple wording, are significant, i.e. agricultural zonings 
and uses districts.   

 
· The Economic Development District Overlay is an example of a poor ordinance 

structure as most of it is not ordinance. 
 

· We are concerned not all the affected parties even know these changes are being 
made.  Legally, you can notice and hold public hearing, however, there is insufficient 
information and quite honestly an overwhelming size to the UDO to invite perusal by 
the Public.  We were told some involved in developing this document didn’t believe 
anyone would actually read the UDO except sections that might pertain to them.  
Our concern is that the APC and Council and even the Ordinance Committee will not 
read this ordinance or make a comparison to the existing ordinance – this has been 
our discovery to date.   

 
· The agenda explanation would not alert most affected people that they are affected 

– too many omissions. 
 

· Proposing to repeal and replace all zoning ordinances is a BIG deal, especially 
without an upfront explanation of all changes! 

 

· Making the format more user friendly is a very good idea.  However, the existing 
ordinance was in a much more user friendly format before separating it into 
individual pdf files per chapter heading, and that could be restored. 

 

We do not want to have to pass this ordinance to know what is in it! 
 
Zoning Map – GIS map per link doesn’t match 2/19/14 prepared by Leanne Kmetz and 
found on website.  Difficult to read. 
 
Jesse said in Presentation there were no changes to Chapter 4 Zoning Districts, 
keeping each to 1 page, but we think those involving AG have significant changes.  
Changes to Agricultural definitions, uses, adding “Hobby Farm”, acreages of 3, 5 and 10 

1. Confirm AG-SF1 and AG-SF1-I 
2. AG-SF1-I seems void of anything agricultural, where is this used now and in 

future? 



3. AG-SF1-I not in “Use Table” 
4. Changes rural atmosphere of City as defined in Comp Plan per desires of 

citizenry of City and Township 
5.   If you can't have horses, ponies, mules, goats, sheep on AG-SF1 and AG-SF1-I, 

where does it go?  Where do the 4-H and competition kids go with their animals.  
Some competition horses do not require pastureland with all the feeds available, 
not my preference but some live in barns most of the day.  This is true of some 
other animals.  Are we not interpreting all this new wording properly? 

6. Effects on taxation categories?  AV on AG properties is less but taxed at 2%.  
Raising taxes would make AG land prohibitive to many and to some current 
landowners.  Is this your intent?   

7.   If a family splits an AG property and jointly use it as AG, does the 10 Acres 
apply? 
 

Confusion with AG-SF1-I and SF1 – what is the difference with the new UDO?  3 Acres, 
30,000sf or 20,000sf?  AG uses, no AG uses?  What are AG uses? per state, per city, 
per taxing authority? 
 
IC 36-7-4-616(e) Agricultural nonconforming use – defines agricultural use for this 
section 

 
 

Grandfathering, effective date???  What applies and when to all the projects in progress 
and amendments that may come? 
 
Thoroughfare Plan – are there any links other than in “definitions” section 
 
Comprehensive Plan – are there any links other than in “definitions” section – this one 
should be front and center per IC code weight. 
 
Natural - used alot in Comp Plan and in UDO - been an issue, especially at Viking 
Meadows. 

1. 5-37 
2. 5-39 
3. 6-24 
4. 6-25 
5. 6-26 
6. 6-30 
7. 8-16 
8. 12-5  Conservation Easement 
9. 12-14 
10. 12-16 
 



Natural Areas:  An area possessing one or more of the following environmental 
characteristics:  steep slopes; floodplain; soils classified as having high water tables; 
soils that are subject to erosion; land incapable of meeting percolation requirements; 
Riparian Corridors; mature stands of Native Vegetation; aquifer recharge and discharge 
areas; wetlands and wetland transition areas; and Significant Wildlife Habitats. 

 
Significant Wildlife Habitat – in definition of Natural Area:  Are we applying this in 
DPRs? 
 
Anytime “etc.” is used in ordinances it becomes vague.  (search document); these 
should be reviewed for possible clarifications: 

1. 5-26 Floodplain Controls 
2. 5-30 
3. 5-42, 2 times 
4. 5-46 
5. 6-15, 2 times 
6. 6-16 
7. 6-18 
8. 6-56 
9. 6-60 
10. 6-61 
11. 8-12 
12. 10-35, 2 times 
13. 12-5 
14. 12-7 definition of Dwelling, Multi-family 
15. 12-11 Industry, Medium 

 
 
DPR Ordinance section seems to give more power to Director and less input from 
public.  Divided this into 2 processes. 
 
 
We marked the following for more review:  Chapters 6.1, 6.3, 6.17, 8.9, 10, 12, 13. 
 

Chapter 4. Zoning Districts 
 
· AG-SF1 – it was presented as no changes in Zoning Districts, however, this district 

is changed significantly in Chapters 6, 12 and 13. 
We are opposed to “Hobby Farms” (Chapter 6.1) requiring 5 Acres and Agriculture 
Uses requiring 10 acres, and Hobby Farms and Equestrian Facilities noted as “not 
agricultural for purposes of this ordinance”. 12.1  Many agriculture uses do not 
require 5 acres, 3 is sufficient per existing ordinance. 
 



· 4.2  a 250’ frontage, and 3 acre minimum; 30-foot setbacks have been historically 
allowed for buildings other than stables, and should continue to be adequate for 
animals; i.e. a chicken coop doesn’t require 100-150-200’ setback.  200’ for stables 
is also excessive.  See 6.1 in new UDO,  

· Taxation:  16.04.030 B.11 should be reinserted as it speaks directly to the taxation 
of agricultural parcels: 

o For purposes of determining what portion of any parcel shall be classified for 
zoning purposes as agricultural and exempt from property tax liability under 
IC 33-4-3-4.1, any parcel larger than three (3) acres in size with livestock or 
crops located on a portion of the parcel and within the AG-SF1 district shall 
be classified as agricultural. 

 
· MF2 

1. “rental” removed from MF2 Zoning – should this term be dealt with in 
ordinances? 

2. Now same as MF1, but is there an area for build to rent 
3. Can a PUD determine “for sale” vs “rental”, for example? 
4. Neighbors tend to want to know what is "for rent" or "for sale". 

 
 
Chapter 5.2 US 31 Overlay 

1. Based on 1320 feet from ROW of US 31, should be addressed since ROW has 
changed and is changing 

2. Discussions in past to set District per Monon Trail in some areas or per parcels, 
not slicing through parcels.  

3. Most PUD’s have waived the Overlay 
4.   Does Carmel still have a 600' overlay? 

 
 
Chapter 5.3  US 32 Overlay 
· “Most” changes are here and we all need to know these to compare and review. 
· Access roads:  “by developers” has been removed – this is significant. 
· New section D. for Administrative Waiver for Existing Development 
· Access roads ROW has been decreased from 100’ to 70’.  Why? 
· Additions to Design and Building Standards could be done in an amendment to 

existing ordinance. 
Changes to State Highway 32 Overlay District 

Removed from existing:16.04.065  

2)c) 

If any building, structure or improvement is only partially located within the 32 Overlay Zone, the 
provisions of this Section shall apply to all of such building, structure or improvement. 

Added in UDO 5.3.D 



 
5) Access Control Requirements 
Reference F.3.  UDO 
Removed “by developers”; adds “dedicated as Right-of-Way”; ROW changed from 100’ to 70’ as 
shown in diagrams 
 
“Access roads in substantial compliance with the design plan included . . .  shall be provided by 
developers of lots along State Highway 32 unless the Westfield City Council approves development 
of a lot without providing the normally required access road.” 
“Access roads in substantial compliance with the design plan included in FIGURE 5.3(2) ACCESS 
ROADS shall be provided for Lots along State Highway 32 unless the Council approves the 
development of a Lot without providing the normally required access road, and shall be dedicated 
as Right-of-Way. 
 

 
 
Chapter 5.4  ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT OVERLAY 
· Is this designed to correct the problem of including inappropriate parcels in an EDA 

district? 
· This could be corrected by a simple vote, as each parcel is specifically added to an 

EDA district by legal description. 
· Taxation or the lack thereof seems to be the driver of this entire page. 
· The Westfield Southside Economic Development Area seems to point this out. 
· We suggest Westfield should not have used the EDA designation. 
 
Chapter 5.6  PUD Districts 
· There have been many issues over the years with PUD’s and even a call for a 

moratorium on them and yet this new UDO does not deal with these – evidently not 
seen by the City as a need for revision. 

· This section should be reviewed. 
 
Chapter 6.5B 
· Proposed UDO state fences may not be constructed within “proposed ROW per 

Thoroughfare Plan”.  This conflicts with State Code and is unacceptable to think the 
City can restrict basic property rights. 

 



Chapter 12:  Definitions 
· 2ND MOST CHANGES IN DEFINITIONS  - I’ve made a list which I have not reviewed 

for errors so it could contain some errors – but it contains “about”: 
o 377 TOTAL from both ordinances 

§ 86 REMOVED from existing 
§ 111 CHANGED from existing 
§ 87 NEW added in UDO 
§ 93 REMAINED THE SAME 

· Indiana Codes define livestock (15-11-5-1), agricultural uses, etc, should be 
reflected in our ordinances. 

· Stables were defined in the past as horse stables but this ordinance seems to group 
all animals housed with shelter and requiring 5 acres or more, this just isn’t 
necessary.  Need to revisit. 

· Existing ordinance 16.04.210 #3 “Buildings which are portable and do not have 
permanent foundations are also classified as Accessory Buildings but are not 
subject to improvement location permits.”  This should remain. 

· We suggest it would be a good idea for the Planning Department to supply everyone 
a list of these for review before the Public Hearing and vote. 

· Missing definitions: 
o Bed and breakfast 
o Dog Park – Viking Meadows Amendment from 2013 has this as an amenity 

but it is nowhere to be found in the UDO.   Are there other examples like this?  
Should UDO be amended to include these? 

 
 
Chapter 13. Uses 
Not in Use Table Chapter 13: 

1. AG-SF1-I 
2. SFA 
3. GO-PD 
4. SB-PD 
5. LB-PD and GB-PD 
6. EI-PD 
7. OI-PD 
8. Condominiums 
9. Triplex and Quadraplex showing only in GO 
10. Where may Townhouses be built – only MF1? 
11. Confusion in that above terms don’t match in all locations and are missing 

in some. 
 
Chapter 14. 
PUD Ordinance Links 

1. All ordinances and amendments should have active links 
2. Viking Meadows 04-22 is not the final filed with Ham Co. 



3. All should be accurate 
 

Powers granted to Director:  An overall search of the entire UDO shows many 
changes in granting more power to the Director which in many cases should be 
settled by ordinance or BZA and allow input from the Public and property owners. 

 (A list could be submitted.) 
 
Conflict with State Code:  Any conflicts with State Code and protections should be 

eliminated from this ordinance. 
 
A comparison of the existing ordinance to the new UDO shows many changes whose 

significance is a matter of opinion of City and Public but should be further scrutinized 
with more input from the public after a list of changes or red-line copy is available. 

 
We can sit down and review page by page existing ordinances to the proposed UDO> 
 
 
Thank goodness the U.S. Constitution from 1787 and the Indiana State Codes from 
1824 remain, have not become outdated, and have been and continue to be amended 
to govern us.  We do not agree that our 1977 Westfield/Washington Township Zoning 
Ordinance is outdated (that was mentioned as the first reason to repeal and present this 
new UDO).  Just because the State Codes allow repeal and UDO by IC 36-7-4-610(h), 
doesn’t mean we need to repeal.  Our format was already UDO.  We suggest you 
amend as does the federal and state government.  State Codes eliminate the need for 
some definitions and regulations and ordinances at the local government level.  We 
should reference sections of Indiana Codes and definitions included therein in 
our Ordinances. 
 
In the area of Agriculture, the Indiana Code has many sections defining and protecting 
this part of our state, city, and township.  We think our ordinances should not conflict 
with those.  Leave in a definition of “livestock” for example and use the one from IC 
Chapter 15.  The State and Indiana Farm Bureau and 4-H and many others embrace 
our agriculture. 
 
An attempt to “zone out” agricultural uses will fundamentally change our community and 
take one type of land use from the reach of many.  Should the motivation be to increase 
property taxes on agricultural properties under 10 acres or those proposed to be defined 
as hobby farms, Westfield should not use that avenue to increase tax revenues – it is in 
conflict with State Code.  Again in a group of people this week, young couples shared 
their dream of one day owning a little acreage and having a rural lifestyle for their family.  
How they love the rural atmosphere and farms of Westfield!  The changes in the 
proposed UDO in regards to agricultural uses and those on AG properties will 
irrevocably change our community.  That is not a change we believe in. 
 



(Definitions excel document following.) 
 
 
 



Definitions Removed Definitions Changed Comments
Abutting

Access Way
Accessory Building
Active Recreation
Aggregate Lot Area
Agriculture

Airport
Alley

Alley Line
Alternative Transportation Plan

Apartment
Art Studios
Assisted Living Facilities
Banner
Banner Ornamental
Basement
Beauty Shop
Block

Block Frontage
Boarding House
Buffer Yard

Buffering
Building

Building Area
Building Commissioner
Building Façade
Building, Front Line of
Building, Height of
Building Line (Building Setback Line)
Building Permit
Building, Principal

Business
Caliper
Campgrounds, Public

Cellar
Certificate of Occupancy

Church
Clergyman, Lawyer, Architect or Accountant
Climbing (Play) Element
Club
Cluster Housing

Collector
Commercial Farm Enterprise
Commission

Condominium
Contingent Use

Critical Root Zone (CRZ)
Cul-de-loop

Cul-de-sac
Cut-off fixtures, eighty-five degree
Cut-off fixtures, full

Decibel
District
Dressmaking

Detention Pond
Development
Development Amenities
Director
Driveway

Dwelling
Dwelling, Detached

Dwelling, Duplex
Dwelling, Multi-family
Dwelling, Quadraplex
Dwelling, Single-family



Dwelling, Triplex
Dwelling, Townhouse
Dwelling Unit
Easement
Evergreen

Evergreen Screen
Expressway
Family
Fiber cement siding

Final Plat
Floodplain
Floor Area, Gross Ground

Floor Area, Total
Foot-candle

Front Façade
Frontage
Garage, Private
Garage, Public
Green Belt Space
Gutter
Home Occupations Permitted

Improvement Location Permit
Improvements

Industrial Park
Interested Parties

Junk Yard
Jurisdiction of the Pla Commission
Kennel
Land Disturbing Activity

Land Use Plan
Landscaping
Landscaping Plan
Light emitting diode (LED)

Light fixture
Light pollution
Light trespass
Lighting Plan

Linear Footage, Wall
Livestock

Loading and Unloading Berths
Local Road or Street
Lot
Lot, Depth of
Lot Line, Front
Lot Line, Rear
Lot Line, Side
Lot of Record

Lot, Reversed Interior
Lot, Through
Lot, Width

Mail Order Business
Maintenance, Landscaping

Manufactured Home
Manufactured Home Park

Master Plan
Mobile Home
Natural Areas

Negative Space
Non-conforming Use
Nonresidential Center
Nonresidential Use, Individual
Nursing Home
Octave Band

Octave Band Organizer added to above
Opaque



Open/Green Space
Outlet
Outside Sales Display, Permanent combined
Outside Sales Display, Temporary combined
Outside Storage

Overhead (Play) Element
Park
Parking Area, Public

Parking Lot Planting Areas
Passive Recreation
Person
Planned Business Development
Play Equipment, Detached
Play Panels
Public Way
Preliminary Plat
Primary Arterial
Primary Green Space Areas
Private School
Private Street
Professional Office
Professional Office Center

Proximity Slope
Prune

Public Sewer System
Pylon Sign changed to Sign, Pylon
Recreational Facility

Reapir, Service or Refurbishing of Equipment and Parts
Retention Pond
Right-of-way
Riparian Corridor

Secondary Arterial
Secondary Green Space Areas
Shopping Center
Shopping Center-Gross Leaseable Area
Shrubs, Dense

Sign area
Sign, lawful nonconforming

Sign, Temporary changed to Temporary Sign
Sign, Under Canopy
Site Development Plan

Sliding (Play) Element
Special Exceptions
Street

Subdivider
Subdivision

Swimming Pool, Private
Teaching

Temporary
Thoroughfare

Thoroughfare Plan
Topped
Tourist Home
Town

Tree, Street
Trees, Dense
Typing and Other Office Services
Upland Buffer

Use
Variance

Vegetative Screen
Vision Clearance on Corner Lots
Yard
Yard, Front
Yard, Rear



Yard, Side
Yard Width and Depth

Definitions Added No Changes Comments
Accessory Use
Agricultural Processing
Agricultural Uses
Agritourism Uses (or Agritainment Uses)
Applicant
Arterial (Street), Primary or Secondary
Building Separation *
Certificate of Compliance
City
Club, Civic
Club, Private
Common Area
Comprehensive Plan
Council
Department
Developer
District, Agricultural
District, Business
District, Industrial
District, Multi-family
District, Overlay
District, Residential
District, Single-family
District, Zoning
Entertainment Facility, Commercial
Equestrian Facility *
Farm Stand *
Fixture, Light
Garden and Lawn Center
Gasoline Service Station
Golf Course
Group Home
Hobby Farm
Home Business
Industry, Extraction
Industry, Heavy
Industry, Light
Industry, Medium
Institutional Use
Living Area
Lot Coverage
Lot Line
Masonry Material
Model Home
Motor Truck Terminal
Nonconforming Building (or Non conforming Structure)
Nonconforming Sign out of place
Nursery
Office, Construction Trade
Office, General Services
Office, Medical
Office, Professional
Plan Commission
Plat, Primary
Plat, Secondary
Polymeric Cladding
Property Owner
Public Safety and Service Use



Religious Institution
Residential Facility
Restaurant, Specialty
Restaurant, Sit Down out of place
Restaurant, Fast Food out of place
Restaurant, Takeout and Deli-style
Retail, High Intensity
Retail, Low Intensity
Retail, Medium Intensity
Retail, Special Handling
Retail, Very High Intensity
Salvage Yard
School, Fine Arts or Commercial
School, Professional Trade or Business
Screen, Vegetative
Sign Height
Sign, Pylon
Street, External
Street, Internal
Street, Private
Subdivision, Major
Subdivision, Minor
Tavern (or Nightclub)
Temporary Use and Event
Variance, Development Standards
Variance, Use
Yard, Established Front
Yard, Established Rear
Yard, Established Side

Builder/Developer Directional Signage Offsite
Builder/Developer Direction Signage Onsite
Builder/Developer Kiosk Directional Signage Onsite
Builder/Developere Sequential Sign Collections
Building, Detached
Carnival/Festival
Cemetery
Conservation Easement
Deciduous
Decorative Pole
Dripline
Dwelling, Efficiency Unit
Educational Institution
Frontage Road
Glare
Hospital
Grade
Groundcover
Home Garage Sales
Hospice
Hotel
In-line Tenant
Lamp
Lodging House
Lot, Corner
Lot, Interior
Lumen
Luminaire
Luminance
Material Recycling Facilitates (MRFs)
Motel
Parking Space
Plat
Premises
Public Utility Installations
Recreational Vehicle



Recycling Collector System
Ringelmann Number
Screen
Shield
Shielded, fully
Shrub
Sign
Sign, Acreage for Sale
Sign Area Allocation
Sign, awning
Sign, center
Sign, construction
Sign Copy
Sign, direction
Sign, Election
Sign, Electronic
Sign, entrance
Sign, flashing
Sign, Gas Price
Sign, Home Construction or Home Remodeling Sign
Sign, illuminated
Sign, Interior Circulation
Sign, monument
Sign, Nonresidential Real Estate
Sign, Nonresidential Special Event
Sign, off-premises
Sign, Open House Directional
Sign, Plane
Sign, pole
Sign, projecting
Sign, Real Estate
Sign, Residential Event
Sign, Residential Real Estate
Sign, sandwich board
Sign, Special event
Sign, Time and Temperature
Sign, wall
Sign, Window
Smoke Unit
Story
Story, Half
Structural Alternation
Structure
Township
Tree
Tree, Ornamental
Tree Protection
Tree Protection Area
Tree, Shade
Tree Specimen, Significant
Tree Well
Vegetation, Native
Vibration
Vines
Wildlife Habitat, Significant
Window
Wireless Communication Service Facilities
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PUBLIC COMMENTS

Summary of Submitted Written Comments:

1) [bookmark: _GoBack]Bob Whitmoyer (3510 Westfield Road):  Comments attached are as presented and submitted at the July 21, 2014, Plan Commission meeting.

2) Ginny Kelleher (3920 W 116th Street):  Comments attached are as presented at the July 21, 2014, Plan Commission meeting and submitted to the Department on July 22, 2014.

3) Jen Smith (16941 Joliet Road):  Exhibit attached is as presented and referenced at the July 21, 2014, Plan Commission meeting.
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