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Textural Supplement to PUD Application
for
MILLENIUM
Office Park Development
Frantz Rd. at Pinney Rd., Dublin OH

FINAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN SUBMITTAL

Prepared & Submitted By:
Jester, Jones & Feltham Architects/Planners

2933 Donnylane Blvd. Columbus, OH 43220 761-1707
March 14, 1986
OVERVIEW

The following information relates to the proposed development of an
8.5 acre site located on the west side of Frantz Rd. just south of
Pinney Rd. (approximately S00 feet south of Metro Place South Drive.)
The site is within a PUD District; and in accordance with the
appropriate regulations we are applying for approval of the Final
Development Plan, submitted herewith for your review. This plan has
previously received its Preliminary Pan Approval, under the
preliminary title "Frantz Rd. Office Park Development®".

Accompanying Drawings;
* Architectural Drawings, Sheets Al thru A1l8.

Submitted to Dublin under separate Cover;
* Site Development Plans, including Boundary & Dimensional Plan,
Site Grading & Storm Improvements Plan, Water Improvements
Plan and Sanitary Sewer Improvements Plans.
* Landscaping Plan
* Signage Package
* Contractural evidence of control of tract of land

CONTENTS of the FINAL PLAN

This information provided in response to Section 1181.07 (g)(3) of
the Dublin Zoning Code (Items A through X):

ITEMS A. thru J.; Please refer to the submitted Final Site
Development Drawings for review of these graphic requirements.

ITEM K. Detailed Proposed Use Statement; Uses shall be defined in
Chapter 1159 (S0, Suburban Office & Industrial District) as permitted
to be developed in accordance with this Plan. Specifically, the Site
will include 7 Buildings (4 Single Story & 3 Two Story) all of which
will have Single, and/or Multiple Office Tenant Spaces. The areas
encompassed by the several buildings are shown in the table following
this text, keyed to the building numbers on the Site Plan. The actual
total ground coverage of the buildings (including exterior covered
walk areas) is 66,800 SF, or approximately 18% of the 8.5 acre tract
of ground. The expected population will be approximately 350 people.

Cont’d.
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ITEMS L. thru P.;

Please refer to the submitted Final Site

Development Drawings for review of these graphic requirements.

ITEM Q. Proposed Restrictions.

None proposed.

ITEM R. Evidence of control over land. Please refer to copy of

Contract regarding this point.

separate cover by others.

Contract copies gsubmitted under

ITEM S. Public use areas certification. As such, there are no areas

to be turned over to public use,

ITEMS T. thru V., ;

and certification is not required.

Please refer to the submitted Final Site

Development Drawings for review of these graphic requirements.

ITEM W.; Please refer to the submitted Final Signage Drawings for
reviev of these graphic requirements. Signage package submitted under
separate cover by others.

ITEM X. Proposed use of non-residential portions of the tract. The
entire tract is submitted herewith for Office Usage, the
relationships of the various office buildings, and surrounding
landscaping, and open spaces are
described on the drawings submitted herein, or under separate cover.

traffic circulation systems,

BUILDING & PARKING DATA

ARER 0., Length 0.A. Width

Parking Required

Building 1 (1 Story)
Building 2 (1 Story)
Building 3 (1 Story)
Building 4 (i Story)
Building 5 (2 Story)
Building 6 (2 Story)

Building 7 (2 Story)

4000 SF
4000 SF
5760 SF
8060 SF
16120 SF*
13820 SF*
41470 SF*

93230 SF Total

98!

9g!

126!

170

134!

134}

27

58!

o8!

3%

116!

92

186}

16
16
23
33
b4
5%

165

373 Total

® firea is exclusive of exterior walkways & stairs for 2 Story Bldgs.
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3. Conditional Use CU87-001 - Millennium
Ms. Clarke introduced the next case with the following information:

A. Millennium is an office project which is located on the west side of Frantz
Road. It was zoned into a PUD classification during 1986.

B. The buildings were constructed during the last building season and are being
finished out now.

C. The total project contains 93,000 square feet, and parking for over 379 cars.

Ms. Clarke showed a coupld of ground slides of the location.

D. The beauty shop is a Conditional Use in a SO Suburban Office and Institutional
zone.

E. This particular project was zoned PUD for SO uses. As such, staff determined
that a beauty shop would need a Conditional Use permit in a PUD. This is a
proposal to use the entire structure.

F. The parking will be in the rear.

G. Staff feels at this location that there is adequate parking to make up for the
slight difference in the requirements between this use and office uses;
that part of the package for Millennium was to restrict signage to fairly
large numerals, depicting the addresses of the buildings only. It is the
postiion of staff that this is an appropriate use at this location so long as
it can live with the conditions of the PUD as it is and that would be that
no additional signs, including window signs, should be attached to this use.

Mr. Don Kenney said that because of regulations they had to call it a beauty shop,
but actually it is a '"total salon'; very upgrade, high quality type of business.
There is adequate parking.

If there is additional parking required, the parking lot at his building could be
utilized.

Mr. Kenney said that there would be approximately twelve patrons visiting the
shop per hour.

Mr. Geese moved to approve the Conditional Use application with the sign restrictions
as discussed previously.
Mr. Callahan seconded the motion.

Mr. Grace asked Mr. Banchefsky that if the Commission were to approve this Conditional
Use, would the Commission be establishing a precedent that would restrict its

ability to reject other conditional uses. He asked if a second commercial venture
could be denied in this project, having already approved this one.

Mr. Banchefsky said that it would not be establishing a precedence.

Mr. Jezerinac said that essentially he was not in favor of this use and went on to
explain why - that this is a sales oriented situation and not an office condition;
the a precedent might be established; that this would be more of the type of thing
that one might see in a shopping center, not in an office park.

Mr. Kenney noted that this business will be by appointment only and there is
no signage.
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Mr. Jezerinac also said that he felt that there would be a problem with parking -
12 customers per hour, with approximately 8 full time employees and 5 part time
employees.

Ms. Clarke said that 16 parking spaces are required by code for an office; 19
for a beauty salon.

The vote for approval was as follows: Mr. Geese, yes; Mr. Amorose, yes; Mr. Grace,
no; Mr. Reiner, yes; Mr. Callahan, yes; Mr. Berlin, yes; Mr. Jezerinac, no.
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Ordinance No. 80-85 - Rezoning of 8.6% acres on the west side of Frantz
Road midway between Metro Place South and Blazer Parkway. Third Reading.

Mr. Jankowski recalled the discussion at the last meeting of Council
regarding what should be done with Pinney Road. He said that he felt
that that should not be any part of the final plan or part of any
recommendation by Council; that it is private property.

He also said that he recalled that Mr. Kenney's property went to the
centerline of Pinney Road and that Mr. Kenney said that he would
vacate his portion of the road and put in plantings, etc.

Mr. Amorose said that he felt that Council should make a statement on
what the Village expects Mr. Kenney to do with that road, and not allow
him to develop it into a "service type road” or something else of that
nature.

Mr. Jankowski said that it was his feeling that the Village should not
take any position on said road because there are private rights of two
adjacent property owners that are involved.

Mr. Amorose said that he felt that the Village should find out whether
that road is in use or could possibly be used in the future.

Mr. Close said that he felt that there is nothing that the Village can

do with the portion of the property that Mr. Kenney owns that can require
the other property owner to do anything with his; it s not a public
highway; there is not a mutual easement that is being required to be
vacated. For the Village to do anything would be taking Mr. Kenney's
land without any assurance that anything reciprocal would happen, for

the benefit of the Village, on the other half of the land.

Mr. Amorose pointed out that without Mr. Kenney's half of the road
northing could be done with the other half of the road.

It was noted that the understanding from discussions at the Planning
and Zoning Commission meeting was that Mr. Kenney and Mr. Crim would
work together to review and resolve the situation.
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Mr. Smith commented that the Village did not want to cut off the property
rights of others serviced by the road. He also indicated that he felt
that the Village's landscaping plan could solve the problem - that the
issue could be dealt with by the Village Planner.

It was noted that the Planning and Zoning Commission had approved the
request for the rezoning.

Mr. Amorose moved to approve the request with the condition that Mr.
Kenney will agree to comply with any recommendations made by the
Village Planning Department for the final development plan.

Mr. Rozanski seconded the motion.

The vote was 6-0 in favor.
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Ordinance No. 80-85 - Rezoning of 8.6% Acres on the West Side of Frantz
Road Midway between Metro Place South and Blazer Parkway.

Second Reading. Public Hearing.

Mr. Donald Kenney registered as a proponent. There were no registered
opponents.

Mr. Kenney introduced the development as a high quality, low density,
one and two story office park located on Frantz Road. Mr. Kenney said
that they had worked closely with the Dublin Planning Department.

Mr. Kenney mentioned some items which had been discussed at the last

meeting of the Planning and Zoning Commission:

1. The electrical poles at the back of the property. Upon contacting
the electric company Mr. Kenney learned that the poles were not
on their property but on the property to the west.

2. The access drive adjacent to the property to the north of the
property called Pinney Lane. He said that he had discussed this
road with the representatives of the Pickett Companies who own a
parcel adjacent to this. He indicated that it was not a legal access|
He also said that he had told the Pickett Companies that he would
vacate his easement, if that is the way to do it legally, and
asked them to do the same. Mr. Kenney said that the Pickett Companie
were concerned about construction in the future and in the
possibility of using the road for comstruction vehicles so he told
them that he would vacate his portion of the road and then give
them a construction easement for them to use until their construction
was completed.

Mr. Kenney described the buildings as four one story buildings, and then
two story buildings; the buildings will be built with some stone with
copper roofs.

To the south are industrial type buildings; to the north is a single
family home used as an office building; to the west there are brick
office buildings.
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Alcoves with stone walkways with copper roofs will "tie in" the
one and two story buildings.

Mr. Kenney said that the main sign would be at the entrance to the
site and that the only signage on the buildings would be numbers.

Mr. Kenney said that Mr. Crim of the Pickett Companies said that
they can legally vacate their portion of the road since there is
no easement there. The property line, it was noted, runs down the
center of the lane.

Mr. Amorose said that he would prefer to see the lane removed.

Mr. Kenney said that he would be willing to make his portion of the
roadway inaccessible, put it in the development plan, and landscape

same.

He said that he would give the Pickett Companies a temporary construction
easement if they so desired, with the understanding that it would revert
to a green space once their area was developed.

Mr. Close commented that someone might have an easement by prescription
even if it is not recorded.

Mr. Kenney said that he was hoping to work out an agreement between
the Pickett Companies and himself before appearing before Council for
the third reading.
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