PUBLIC HEARING MINUTES OF JUNE 9, 2026
The Board of Trustees of Butler Township met on Tuesday, June 9, 2026, at the Butler
Township Meeting Hall, 3780 Little York Road, Dayton, Ohio, at 5:30 p.m., for a Public
Hearing to transact the business of the Township.

Trustee Thein, President, called the meeting to order at 5:33 p.m.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

PUBLIC COMMENTS
Trustee Thein opened the public comment portion of the meeting. He stated that all
public comments should adhere to the following:

e Public comments are limited to 3 minutes per speaker — everyone may speak
only once.

e Speakers must approach the podium and state their name and address for the
record.

e Comments should be directed to the subject of the public hearing and are
intended for statements, testimony, or concerns rather than dialogue.

e Following the closing of the public comment portion of the hearing, the Board
and/or applicant may respond to questions or comments, if the information is
readily available. If additional review is necessary, a response may be provided
later.

e Individuals with additional questions following the meeting are encouraged to
contact the Township Administrator or a Trustee.

PUBLIC HEARING

Zoning Case ZC 1-26:

The Public Hearing for zoning case ZC 1-26 was opened. The request to rezone
approximately 90 acres located at 8090 Dog Leg Road from R-1, Single Family
Residential, to PD-1, Planned Residential District, and to approve the Preliminary
Development Plan for a 196-lot single family residential development.

Staff reported that in 2025 Arbor Homes submitted a rezoning request for a 299-lot
single-family subdivision. After receiving feedback during public hearings, the
applicant revised the preliminary plan to reduce the density to 247 single-family
homes. The Board of Trustees denied the revised preliminary plan in December 2025.

Staff stated that Arbor Homes submitted a new application and preliminary plan to
rezone approximately 90 acres at 8090 Dog Leg Road from R-1, Single Family
Residential District, to PD-1, Planned Residential District. The proposed development
includes 196 single-family homes on 89.881 acres, at a density of 2.18 units per acre,
with 35.029 acres, or 38.97%, preserved as open green space, including a playground
and pond. The plan is divided into two sections: 131 Arbor Series homes on minimum
60-foot by 137-foot lots, or 7,800 square feet, and 65 Destination Series ranch homes
on minimum 65-foot by 137-foot lots, or 8,450 square feet. Arbor Series homes would
include ranch and two-story designs ranging from 1,200 to 3,200 square feet, with
twelve floor plans, multiple elevations, front brick or stone wainscoting, and additional
exterior and interior options. Destination Series homes would range from 1,549 to
2,362 square feet and offer five floor plans with multiple elevations. Both sections
would include anti-monotony standards to prevent identical elevations from being
built next to one another.

Staff stated the Destination Series would replace the originally proposed “entry level”
Arrival Series and is intended to offer greater functionality and market appeal,
particularly for empty nesters and buyers seeking low-maintenance living. Proposed
features include low-threshold entries, wider interior access points, expanded garage
storage, private backyard homesites, and upgraded exterior materials, including brick
wrap and Hardi Plank cement board siding, which may improve the overall quality and
appearance of the development.



Staff explained that the development would have two access points, one at the north
end of the site and one at the south end, located approximately 1,200 feet apart.
Internal traffic circulation would use public roadways with two-way traffic patterns,
designed in accordance with Montgomery County Subdivision Regulations.

Upon approval of the preliminary development plan, the applicant would be required
to complete a traffic study to identify and address anticipated traffic impacts from the
development. The applicant stated they would work with the Montgomery County
Engineer’s Office to implement any recommendations resulting from the analysis.

Staff stated that the applicant proposed a 30-foot no-build area along the western
property line to serve as a buffer for neighboring residents.

Staff provided a zoning analysis of the subject property at 8090 Dog Leg Road, which
consists of two parcels totaling approximately 90 acres. The property is currently
zoned R-1, Single Family Residential, is vacant, and has previously been used for
agricultural purposes. Staff noted that Article 7 of the Zoning Resolution applies to the
property.

In the R-1 Zoning District, the minimum required lot size is 20,000 square feet. Based
on the subject property’s approximate total area of 89.881 acres, or 3,915,216 square
feet, the site could theoretically accommodate about 196 single-family lots. Therefore,
the applicant’s proposed density of 196 lots is consistent with the density allowed
under the current R-1 zoning designation.

Staff stated that the PD-1 process allows the Township to impose additional
development standards, architectural requirements, buffering, landscaping,
preservation measures, and design conditions to better protect the area’s rural estate
character and promote a higher-quality, more visually cohesive development.

Public water and sewer utilities are not currently available to the subject property. The
proposed development would extend water and sanitary sewer services to the site,
although the specific extension route has not yet been determined. These extensions
may also provide nearby residents with access to the utilities.

Staff noted that much of Butler Township, including the subject property, is located
within a few miles of Dayton International Airport. This proximity may raise concerns
related to noise, traffic, and Federal Aviation Administration restrictions. According to
the 2005 future airport noise impact study, the property is within the outer contour
area identified as 60 DNL (Day-Night Level), the lowest contour level identified in the
study. Staff stated that there are no FAA restrictions or avigation easements
associated with the property.

Staff stated that Arbor Homes’ revised submission reflects changes made after prior
public hearings and discussions with township officials regarding the earlier proposal.
The updated plan includes several revisions intended to address concerns raised
during the previous review process, including:
e Reducing the density to 196 lots.
e Adding a no-build buffer along the western property line.
e Increasing the minimum lot size and frontage.
e Replacing the two- and three-story Arrival Series homes with ranch-style
Destination Series homes, offering a patio-home option geared toward empty
nesters.

In addition, the applicant has indicated that a Traffic Impact Study (TIS) will be
completed should the Preliminary Development Plan be approved. The study, along
with any recommended roadway or traffic safety improvements identified by the
County Engineer or other reviewing agencies, would be reviewed as part of the Final
Development Plan process.



Staff also prepared recommended conditions to preserve the corridor’s rural estate
character, promote public safety, address compatibility concerns, and support a high-
quality, visually cohesive development. These conditions are intended to supplement
the applicant’s commitments and applicable Township zoning requirements during
the Final Development Plan review process.

The recommendation from the Montgomery County Planning Commission and Butler
Township Zoning Commission was read into record, both recommended approval of
this application.

Staff recommended approval of ZC 1-26 to rezone approximately 90 acres on Dog Leg
Road from R-1, Single Family Residential, to PD-1, Planned Residential District, and to
approve the Butler Pines Preliminary Development Plan, subject to the stated
conditions and compliance with the Final Development Plan submission and review
process.

The Public Hearing was opened. Trustee Thein asked for proponents and/or opponents
to address the board. Any comments were asked to be limited to 3 minutes.

Brian Henning, 9050 Centre Pointe Drive, Suite 210, West Chester, Ohio 45069, agent
for the applicant, stated that Arbor Homes resubmitted the rezoning application and
PD-1 Plan for consideration with an updated proposal. He noted that the Butler Pines
property on Dog Leg Road is currently zoned R-1 and used as agricultural cropland,
with a small shed used for farming as the only improvement on the site.

He stated that the applicant proposes a single-family neighborhood under PD-1 zoning,
consisting of 196 homes on 89.881 acres, or 2.18 homes per acre, with 35.029 acres,
or 38.97%, preserved as open space and including a playground. He said the
development aligns with the 2024 Butler Township Comprehensive Land Use Plan
Update and noted that, at 2.18 homes per acre, it is less dense than the four to six
units per acre identified in the plan. He explained that the development would include
two home series: the Arbor Series, with 131 ranch and two-story homes ranging from
approximately 1,200 to 3,200 square feet and offering twelve floor plans with multiple
elevations, and the Destination Series, with 65 ranch homes ranging from 1,549 to
2,362 square feet and offering five floor plans with multiple elevations.

He further explained that the project would give current Butler Township residents,
including new families, growing families, and empty nesters seeking low-maintenance
housing, an opportunity to remain in the community. He noted that 35.029 acres
would be preserved as open space, with playgrounds and ponds available for Butler
Pines residents to enjoy. He stated that a traffic study would be completed after
preliminary zoning approval to ensure existing residents are not unduly impacted by
the new homes. If the study identifies negative impacts, Arbor Homes would work with
Butler Township officials to develop an acceptable solution.

Finally, he stated that the development would benefit Butler Township in several ways,
including providing current residents with additional homeownership options,
creating opportunities for attainable homeownership, extending Montgomery County
public sewer and water service north of Interstate 70, and strengthening and growing
the tax base to support needed public services. He estimated that the property value
of Butler Pines would exceed $70 million upon completion.

Jan Hollon, 8240 Dog Leg Road, addressed the board and stated that the vote was not
only about a subdivision, but also about whether Butler Township would follow its
laws, uphold planning standards, and maintain residents’ trust. She said the decision
would permanently affect the area’s character and set a precedent for future
development. She stated that the applicant had not provided sufficient evidence to
satisfy Butler Township’s rezoning requirements. Citing Article 19, Section 1906, she
said trustees must base approval of a planned development application on evidence



rather than assumptions, promises, or future studies. She noted that seven findings
must be supported, including site safety, adequate roads and intersections, utility
feasibility, neighborhood compatibility, consistency with the comprehensive land use
plan, and promotion of public health, safety, and welfare. She emphasized that these
are legal requirements, not recommendations. She said critical information remained
missing, including traffic impacts, road improvements, compatibility with the area’s
rural character, and completed studies or supporting documents. She added that
Article 19 allows the Township to require traffic, engineering, and other supplemental
studies and argued that approving rezoning before receiving that information would
reverse the proper process. She concluded that growth should occur only when it
respects the community, follows the law, and can be completed safely and
responsibly, and she asked the board to deny the rezoning if all seven findings were
not met.

Michael Hire, 8240 Dog Leg Road, addressed the board and expressed concern about
the proposed seven-foot spacing between homes. Citing Section 1906A.1, he stated
that the applicant must show the site is suitable for development without creating
hazards or inconveniences related to flooding, erosion, or similar risks. He said the
applicant had not met this requirement because no site-specific hydrologic,
stormwater, or engineering studies had been provided to show the property could be
safely developed as proposed. He noted unresolved questions about stormwater
runoff, protection of neighboring properties, drainage performance during heavy rain,
and long-term maintenance of stormwater infrastructure. He said nearby residents
have already experienced flooding, yet the applicant had not provided runoff
modeling, drainage studies, detention basin designs, or erosion-control analysis to
show existing conditions would not worsen. He stated that the site’s physical
suitability remains unproven and that the application lacks sufficient evidence
regarding flood risk, stormwater management, erosion control, ground stability, and
other site-specific constraints. He also said the application does not adequately
address construction impacts, including dust and air quality during grading and
excavation. He referenced public records of homeowner complaints involving water
intrusion, leaking roofs, HVAC failures, uneven floors, and structural defects, and
noted reports of blasting at Arbor Homes’ Summit Landing development in Tipp City.
He said the proposed development is near Stonequarry Road, where nearby
properties contain creeks and limestone formations, but the applicant had not
analyzed subsurface conditions, potential blasting, vibration impacts, or related risks.
He stated that residents have received no assurance that similar activities would not
occur. He further noted that since the first meeting on the proposal in August 2025,
no residents had appeared in support, while residents consistently raised concerns
about flooding, safety, traffic compatibility, and overall impacts. He concluded that
the applicant had not demonstrated compliance with the required approval standards
and asked the trustees to vote no on the rezoning application.

Amanda Neely, 8291 Dog Leg Road, stated that she has lived at her address for 18
years and is invested in and loves the community. She said her property is
approximately five acres and that she values the rural setting. She expressed concern
about inadequate access and traffic circulation, noting that traffic and accidents on
Dog Leg Road have increased in recent years. She said a family member who lives
across the street was struck while turning into her driveway, totaling her car. She cited
Zoning Resolution Section 1906A.2, which requires evidence that the site will be
accessible from public roads adequate to handle the development of traffic and that
internal streets will safely and efficiently serve residents and generate traffic. She said
deferring the traffic study until after zoning approval does not reflect prudent
planning, because approving the zoning change first would establish the density
before road impacts and needed improvements are fully understood. She described
Dog Leg Road as a narrow rural two-lane collector road already experiencing
significant traffic growth and said conditions have become dangerous for residents
and the community. She stated that adding 196 homes is expected to generate
approximately 1,860 additional daily vehicle trips on top of the current 3,300 trips. She
also said two subdivision entrances, only about 1,200 feet apart, could create turning
conflicts and congestion, increasing the risk of accidents and potential fatalities. She
noted that left-turn lanes and road widening may be necessary and questioned



whether taxpayers would be burdened with those costs. She added that construction
traffic from rapid, dense development would further increase risk and congestion. She
concluded that without a complete traffic study showing safe access and circulation,
the requirement remains unmet, public safety is at risk, and the board should vote no
on the proposed development.

Dan Brockman, 8440 Frederick Pike, stated that he owns and values his 100-acre farm.
He said he once considered building 20 homes on the property under the existing
requirements and spoke with the County about the proposal, but it was not feasible
at the time. He explained that the area near the airport was formerly known as the
Black Swamp because of its springs, water, and limestone. He noted that his farm sits
in the valley between Dog Leg Road and Frederick Pike. He said County Engineers told
him 20 years ago that runoff from sewage and stormwater flow through the area, and
that although the creek is usually a small brook, it can flood under certain conditions.
He then described how flooding occurs.

Janie Ryherd, 325 Green Acres Drive, addressed the board regarding design
compatibility and neighborhood character under Section 1906A.4. She stated that
structures, drives, parking, lighting, and other facilities must be designed for efficiency,
safety, harmony, and the highest compatibility with surrounding neighborhoods. She
said the proposed lot sizes sharply contrast with the large-lot rural estate pattern
along Dog Leg Road and the standards established by R-1 zoning. She noted that R-1
zoning requires 20,000-square-foot lots and other standards intended to ensure new
development remains compatible with surrounding properties and the Rural Estates
DPA. She said the proposed 7,800- to 8,450-square-foot lots, narrow 60- to 65-foot
frontages, and reduced setbacks would disrupt the open, spacious character of the
established estate corridor. She stated that Mr. Farmer’s recommended conditions do
not address the underlying issues or the lack of information needed before
recommendations can be considered, and that many recommendations are subjective
or difficult to enforce. She added that landscaping buffers cannot offset the
fundamental scale mismatch. She said the proposed development conflicts with the
Rural Estates DPA and does not demonstrate a public safety or welfare benefit when
compared with existing R-1 zoning. She also expressed concern that rezoning would
primarily benefit the developer rather than serve public safety and welfare. In
addition, she cited Arbor Homes’ history of construction defects, including leaks,
cracks, subpar finishes, and other issues, and said these concerns could affect
neighborhood quality and property values. She stated that the development is
unsuitable for the location because of drainage concerns previously raised. She also
said the Township Land Use Plan for the Rural Estates DPA calls for new residential
areas to connect to existing subdivisions and noted that no such connections exist. She
further noted that the plan identifies a density of four to six units per acre.

Amanda Lidle, 8095 Dog Leg Road, addressed Section 1096A.5, which requires that the
proposed development be substantially completed within the specified timeframe.
She stated that the application does not include phasing or construction schedules,
and that timelines for infrastructure extensions, permits, and traffic mitigation remain
unknown, making reliable scheduling impossible. She questioned how long water and
sewer work would take and what disruptions the neighborhood would experience. She
said the issue is especially important to her family because they live directly across
from the proposed rezoning. She also noted that neighbors adjacent to the property
recently held a graduation party and had to stop traffic to allow guests to leave. She
concluded that without firm schedules and milestone commitments, the requirements
were not met, and she asked the board to vote no.

Maggie Thorn, 8475 Dog Leg Road, addressed the board regarding Section 1906A.6,
which requires a planned development to conform with Butler Township’s
Comprehensive Land Use Plan. She stated that Mr. Farmer’s staff report omitted
several issues the proposed development does not address. She noted that the plan
identifies future land-use strategies for the Rural Estates Development Pattern Area,
including promoting high-quality, attractive development, focusing residential
development in areas with existing public utilities, and maintaining Butler Township’s
rural character. She said the Rural Estates goals also call for new residential areas to



connect to existing subdivisions and identify a density of four to six units per acre
where public utilities exist. She stated that 196 homes would not preserve the area’s
rural character, particularly given the surrounding family properties and the interstate
to the south. She said residents value the area’s rural nature, whether they grew up
there or moved from the city for that lifestyle, and that allowing 196 homes in the
heart of the Rural Estates area would disregard the top community values identified
by residents during the planning process. She concluded that the development would
permanently alter the Township’s rural character, that the zoning should remain R-1,
and that the proposed development does not belong on the property.

Ralph Shull, 661 Martindale Road, addressed the board and said prior speakers had
already covered many of his concerns. He stated that thousands of people from across
the county visit Aullwood for hiking, environmental education, and children’s learning
opportunities, and he believed the proposed development would affect that area. He
cited Section 1906A.7, which requires a project to promote the public health, safety,
and general welfare of Butler Township. He said unresolved traffic safety concerns,
increased flooding, utility strain, and neighborhood incompatibility would jeopardize
public safety. He also stated that Arbor Homes’ documented history of construction-
quality issues and slow warranty service intensifies these concerns by potentially
exposing residents to unsafe or poorly served homes. He noted that Aullwood,
including approximately 400 acres gifted to the Township by John and Maria Aullwood,
contributes significantly to Butler Township’s character and serves as a place of refuge
and renewal. He said residents take pride in their homes and properties and have
cultivated some of Aullwood’s character throughout the Township. He respectfully
asked the board to carefully consider its decision.

Kim Radominski, 2201 Kershner Road and owner of property at 7830 Dog Leg Road,
stated that she has lived in Butler Township for 29 years. She expressed concern that
significant traffic issues remain unresolved and noted that the required traffic impact
study has been delayed until after zoning approval. She said the community does not
yet know how the proposed development would affect local traffic. She stated that
adding two subdivision entrances approximately 1,200 feet apart could create turning
conflicts, congestion, and increased accident risk, and that emergency vehicle access
and response times may be affected. She questioned whose property would be
needed for road widening, how that process would occur, and what costs would
ultimately fall to the Township and taxpayers. She said these uncertainties, along with
increased noise, vehicle emissions, and impacts on the rural community’s clean-air
environment, are unacceptable before rezoning is considered. She stated that ignoring
these issues could burden residents with unforeseen sacrifices and public authorities
with unplanned expenses. She concluded that full, transparent, and funded traffic and
road improvement plans are essential before any rezoning and urged the board to
vote no on the request.

Tom Heck, 7337 Dog Leg Road, addressed the board and stated that the detailed
concerns raised by residents were substantial and should not be overlooked. He said
his overall observation was that the objective facts are grounded in the land use plan
and zoning resolution. He noted that residents will experience the long-term effects
of any decision made and urged the board to reconsider the proposal carefully. He
stated that his concern was not specific to Arbor Homes or any other developer, but
to whether the rezoning should be approved. He added that Butler Township has been
and continues to be fair, and he did not see a reason to approve the rezoning request.

Audrey Holland, 2050 Kershner Road, addressed the board and stated that she was
very disheartened by the last Zoning Commission meeting, where she felt members
appeared prepared to approve the rezoning. She said residents were told they should
pool their money and purchase the land themselves, which she believed was
inappropriate. She stated that residents want to preserve the community as it is and
expressed concern that Arbor Homes’ proposed homes would not be comparable to
the existing community. She said residents support the trustees and would like the
board to support them. She also noted that while it was stated at the prior meeting
that Montgomery County supports the proposal, the Butler Township community does
not.



Gail Brockman, 8440 Frederick Pike, addressed the board and stated that some of her
properties are near the highway, where ditches are regularly cleaned out. She raised
concerns about flooding and questioned where water would go once additional
concrete is added, noting that stormwater would run off rather than absorb into the
ground. She said the concrete associated with 196 new homes would increase runoff.
She also stated that when traveling on Kershner Road she is often unable to turn left
and questioned whether hunting would still be permitted on the 17-acre area. She said
she was very upset and urged the board to vote no.

Brian Henning, agent for the applicant, addressed the concerns by residents. He
indicated they will complete traffic studies and any road improvements; those plans
will be fully engineered before any final approvals. He noted this would be the same
for erosion control and flooding with all those plans going forward before the
Montgomery County Engineer. He addressed concerns regarding blasting, and they did
have a Geotech study done on drilling and they are not concerned about rock in that
area. He indicated that regarding accidents that they will have to put in turn lanes,
which they have been expecting. In terms of construction defects, he stated that they
have a warranty department dedicated to fixing any issues that may arise over time.
He indicated that they are big on net promoter score (NPS), that essentially every
homeowner gets multiple surveys. Lastly, he noted that these homes are to begin at
$300,000.00.

Trustee Jackson asked whether the proposed rezoning was preliminary and contingent
upon the applicant meeting all applicable requirements. He further asked whether, if
drainage or traffic-impact requirements could not be satisfied or required adjustments
could not be made, the zoning would revert to R-1, Single Family Residential. Mr.
Henning and staff confirmed that was correct. Trustee Jackson then asked whether
turn lanes were anticipated as necessary for the project and whether they would be
located at the development entrances or on Dog Leg Road. Mr. Henning stated that
both would be included, with left- and right- turn lanes serving both entrances. He
explained that any turn lanes on Dog Leg Road would be constructed within the
existing public right-of-way and would not require acquisition of neighboring
properties. Trustee Jackson also confirmed that Arbor Homes would be fully
responsible for any road improvements or other requirements imposed by the County
or Township through the final development plan process, and that those costs would
not be incurred by the Township. Mr. Henning confirmed.

Trustee Pruszynski asked to review the site map again and questioned whether a
buffer would be added near the southwest corner of the Destination Series area. Mr.
Henning stated that a buffer could be added. Trustee Pruszynski also asked why the
Destination Series homes were located toward the rear of the plat and expressed
concern that children from the northern portion of the development could be
traveling through streets where children may be playing. She asked whether that was
a typical location for the Destination Series. Mr. Henning stated that the homes are on
the south side, with direct access from the southern entrance, and that this placement
is typical. Trustee Pruszynski noted that residents in the northern portion likely would
not use the southern entrance. She further asked whether the homes would be
regulated as 55-and-older housing or simply designed for that market. Mr. Henning
stated that the homes would be available to any buyer but are targeted at buyers age
55 and older. Trustee Pruszynski asked whether one-sided street parking had been
addressed since the prior proposal. Mr. Henning stated that one-sided parking was still
planned. Trustee Pruszynski also confirmed whether two vehicles could fit in a
driveway and whether additional driveway space would be negotiated by the buyer.
Mr. Henning agreed, noting that it would depend on the driveway.

Trustee Thein closed the public hearing and opened discussion amongst the board.

Trustee Jackson stated for the record that the Board had considered the property for
more than a year. He noted his personal connection to the neighborhood, including



that his parents live there, that he previously worked at nearby First Grace, helped
lead the Kershner picnic, and has long valued the area’s open space. He addressed
claims that he sought public utilities for First Grace through the project, stating that
neither he nor his father is employed there and that he has no remaining ties to the
organization that would influence his decision. Trustee Jackson said residents
previously opposed the 299-home and 247-home proposals as too dense, and that the
Board rejected both after considering concerns about density, property values, and
neighborhood standards. He stated that the current 196-home proposal reflects the
Board’s requested changes by removing the Arrival Series and replacing it with a more
upscale patio-home option better aligned with surrounding values. He emphasized
that any approval would remain subject to extensive review of utilities, roads,
drainage, engineering, County approvals, and applicable regulations, with Arbor
Homes responsible for addressing those concerns before the project could move
forward. Trustee Jackson also noted that the Zoning Commission recommended
approval and, although it is not the final decision-making body, the Board values its
input. He stated that the School Board also supported the proposal. He added that
new development can be difficult for existing neighborhoods, but property owners
have the right to sell their property. He further stated that responsible development
is necessary to support Township services and avoid placing additional tax burdens on
residents, particularly after voters approved of the police and fire levies the Board
considered necessary.

BOARD ACTION

Resolution No. 26-28: A Resolution Approving Zoning Case ZC 1-26, A request to
rezone approximately 90 acres, located at 8090 Dog Leg Road from R-1, Single-Family
Residential, to PD-1, Planned Residential District, and the Preliminary Development
Plan.

There was no further discussion.

Trustee Pruszynski made a motion to approve Zoning Case ZC 1-26, A request to
rezone approximately 90 acres, located at 8090 Dog Leg Road from R-1, Single-Family
Residential, to PD-1, Planned Residential District, and the Preliminary Development
Plan. Trustee Jackson seconded the motion.

Fiscal Officer Brush called the roll for a vote: Trustee Pruszynski — No; Trustee Jackson
—Yes; and Trustee Thein — No. Resolution denied, 2-1.

INFORMAL BUSINESS
Township Administrator Vogel had no informal business to discuss.

Fiscal Officer Brush had no informal business to discuss.

Trustee Pruszynski thanked attendees for their participation, recognized their
investment in Butler Township, and expressed the Board’s appreciation for their
engagement in Township matters. She encouraged residents to attend future Trustee
meetings. She also congratulated former Trustee Mike Lang on becoming Chief of
Police in Huber Heights and wished him success in his new position.

Trustee Jackson had no informal business to discuss.

Trustee Thein thanked the residents who attended and acknowledged the hard work
everyone contributed.

FINANCE
Trustee Pruszynski made a motion to approve the financial statements and payment
of the Township’s bills, as submitted. Trustee Jackson seconded the motion.

Fiscal Officer Brush called the roll for a vote: Trustee Pruszynski— Yes; Trustee Jackson
—Yes; and Trustee Thein — Yes. Motion approved, 3-0.



ADJOURNMENT
Trustee Thein made a motion to adjourn the meeting at 6:56 p.m.

MIKE THEIN GREGORY A. BRUSH
PRESIDENT FISCAL OFFICER



