


RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Minutes of Dublin City Council Meeting

DAYTON LEGAL BLANK, INC., FORM NO. 10148

January 5, 2015 Page 10 of 13

20

Vote on the Resolution: Mr. Reiner, yes; Mayor Keenan, yes; Mr. Peterson,
Mr. Lecklider, yes; Vice Mayor Gerber, yes; Ms. Chinnici - Zuercher, yes.
Mayor Keenan asked when construction would begin.
Ms. Grigsby responded that it begins this year. The clearing of the site
project will be bid in February, and construction should begin in March.

yes; Ms. Salay, yes;

began today. The

Resolution 05 -15

Authorizing the City Manager to Enter into a Joint Use Agreement between the City
of Dublin and the Ohio Board of Regents.
Vice Mayor Gerber introduced the resolution.
Mr. McDaniel stated that earlier in 2014, the Ohio General Assembly appropriated $300,000 in
its capital budget to the Board of Regents to be used by the City of Dublin in the effort to
make live the 100 - gigabit capable fiber optic backbone available for both research and
education purposes. In order to receive the funding, Ohio Administrative Code requires that
the City enter into an agreement with the Chancellor of the Board of Regents to set the
conditions to receive this funding. This is the enabling legislation. Attached to it is a draft of
the joint use agreement.

Vote on the Resolution: Ms. Chinnici - Zuercher, yes; Mr. Peterson, yes; Mr. Reiner, yes; Mr.
Lecklider, yes; Vice Mayor Gerber, yes; Mayor Keenan, yes; Ms. Salay, yes.

Resolution 06 -15

Authorizing the City of Dublin to Enter into an Amendment to the December 14,
1998 Agreement between the City of Dublin and the DubLink Development
Company, LLC.
Vice Mayor Gerber introduced the resolution.
Mr. McDaniel stated that the DubLink Development Corporation is the keeper of the conduit
system that runs through the City of Dublin, which houses the City's fiber optic system. That
conduit system is made available for lease by multiple companies who provide fiber optics.
This resolution is a proposed amendment to the fee structure that is a part of the DubLink
franchise agreement, which was approved several years ago. This modifies fees relative to
phase four, which is Emerald Parkway Phase 8 and in the Tuller Road area where utilities are
being buried. The fee structure changes will address the costs incurred by DubLink
Development LLC for the extension of the conduit system that will be put in place to
accommodate fiber optics.

Vote on the Resolution: Ms. Salay, yes; Mr. Lecklider, yes; Mayor Keenan, yes; Mr. Peterson,
yes; Vice Mayor Gerber, yes; Mr. Reiner, yes; Ms. Chinnici - Zuercher, yes.

Resolution 07 -15

Intent to Appropriate a 0.006 Acre, More or Less, Fee Simple Interest from the
Estate of Basil J. Brown, for the Property Located off Riverside Drive, North of Dale
Drive, for the Realignment of Riverside Drive.
Vice Mayor Gerber introduced the resolution.
Ms. Readier stated that most of the property necessary for the relocation of Riverside Drive
has been acquired by the City. In the process of doing those acquisitions, Legal staff identified
this small sliver of property and there is difficulty in determining the owner. It appears to be
vested in the estate of Basil Brown. This resolution will allow the City to begin the
appropriation process to clear the title.

Vote on the Resolution: Ms. Chinnici - Zuercher, yes; Ms. Salay, yes; Mr. Lecklider, yes; Mr.
Peterson, yes; Vice Mayor Gerber, yes; Mr. Reiner, yes; Mayor Keenan, yes.

OTHER

Tree waiver request — Stansbury at Muirfield Village
Ms. Husak stated that near the end of 2014, the City received this tree waiver request for the
Stansbury at Muirfield Village development. This development was approved by Council in
2013. The site is just east of Drake Road and is the old Buckner Farm site located in the
middle portion of Muirfeld. It is approximately 12 acres, the rear portion of which is heavily
wooded. There is also a stream corridor protection zone that runs north to south through the
center of the site. The preliminary development plan included 18 lots and one public road into
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site with a cul de sac bulb at the end. Behind Lots 1 through 12 is a tree preservation
ie. There are also 4 -1/2 acres of open space within this development, and this open space
be owned and maintained by Muirfield. The applicant is proposing to remove 162 trees,

sling approximately 1,500 inches. They are protected trees, which the Code would
ermine to be in fair or good condition at a size of six inches or above in diameter. Typically,
ee waiver request is for a tree for tree replacement for trees that are 24 inches or less in
meter and an inch for inch replacement for trees above 24 inches -- also referred to as

dmark trees. The tree waiver policy adopted by Council in 2001 has two guidelines for
ivers:

Does the site meet applicable development standards?
Have measures been taken to reduce the impact of construction on existing trees?

ff has been working with the applicant throughout 2014 to identify areas where
placement trees could be accommodated. Given the heavily wooded site and the mature
as along the boundaries, staff has determined that all the replacements cannot be

accommodated on the site and survive. The replacement plan shows the replacement trees
within the tree preservation zone as well as in the open spaces, wherever they will fit. The
replacement trees are above and beyond the trees that the Code requires the applicant to
provide, which would be street trees and on -lot trees; on these lots, that is two to three trees.
Those do not count as replacement trees and are not shown on this plan. There will be 161
non - landmark trees removed, totaling 1,480 inches. One landmark tree of 28 inches in
diameter is to be removed. Per Code, the replacement requirement would be 1,508 inches or
150,800. Based on the tree waiver policy, that would be reduced to 430 inches or $43,050.
The plan indicates more replacement than the waiver would grant, essentially 180 trees or 472
inches.

Mr. Reiner asked if any of the trees on Lots 14-18 would be saved.

Jason Francis, MI Homes, responded that all the trees on the back of these lots would likely be
saved. They have done a grading and drainage plan that can accommodate most of the trees.
The lots are exceptionally deep. There are not a large number of trees on the backs of Lots
14 -18, but no tree removal on the backs of those lots is planned. The Code does not require
that trees under six inches be shown. There are several hundred additional trees of that size

on the site that they have located, and their proposed landscape plan is based on those, as
well.

Ms. Chinnici-Zuercher asked if staff is recommending no fee be paid or a $43,000 fee.
Ms. Husak responded that if Council were to grant the waiver as they have done for previous
cases, the applicant could replace the trees at the reduced amount, so there would be no fee.

Mayor Keenan asked if the $43,000 amount is the fee to be paid if no tree replacement is
made.

Ms. Husak responded affirmatively.

Ms. Salay stated that on the rendering, there is a tree that is circled — number 480, between
Lots 7 and 8. Is that a tree that is being eliminated or saved?
Ms. Husak responded that it is a large tree that is being saved.
Ms. Salay inquired the location of the one landmark tree that is being eliminated.
Ms. Francis responded that the tree is located in the middle of Lot 11.
Ms. Salay asked what it would require to save that tree.
Mr. Francis responded that it is a 28 -inch diameter black walnut tree, typically a quality tree.
However, it has been evaluated on two different occasions; initially, it was determined to be in
fair condition, but later it was considered in poor condition.
Ms. Salay inquired its status at this time.
Mr. Francis responded that with the tree survey done with the preliminary development plan,
the assessment was that it was considered in fair condition. The tree is quite large, so Lot 11
would not be buildable if that tree were saved.

Ms. Salay stated that she does not want to lose that tree.
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Mr. Reiner inquired about the interior row of trees that front the backs of the lots, and whether
there was any consideration of making those evergreen trees to ensure privacy for the
neighbors. The cost of a seven or eight foot Norway Spruce would be the same or less than a
maple or oak, and it would do more to achieve that is a desire of the neighbors.
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Mr. Francis responded that they would be agreeable to a mix of evergreen trees.
Mr. Reiner responded that only spruce trees should be used, because pine trees often have a
blight in this particular corridor -- that disease is coming down from Delaware County.
Residents have expressed privacy concerns regarding this project. He is referring to the trees
that border the property lines of the subdivision, not the shade trees on the outside, which mix
into the existing forest. He recommends making that row of trees either eight to ten -foot
Norway Spruce, Colorado Blue Spruce or Colorado Green Spruce, something that is not
susceptible to the Diplodia disease.
Mr. Francis responded that they would be willing to intersperse those species. They have also
expanded the tree preservation zone since the time of the preliminary development plan
approval. There is a 40 -foot tree preservation zone on Lots 1 - 5; a 35 -lot zone on Lots 6 — 11;
the 30 -foot tree preservation zone on the rear of Lots 11 -13 has remained; and they have
added a tree preservation zone to the backs of Lots 14 — 18. These are areas in which they are
proposing to plant trees in addition to saving those already existing. There is a 30 -foot open
space behind Lots 14 -18, as well.

Mr. Reiner stated that he assumes that prior to building the homes, the lots will be graded out
and then re- graded to plan. He suggests that the trees sitting on the back property line
become evergreen elements, and then the developer could continue with the deciduous plan
they have.
Mayor Keenan asked if that would require a revised plan.
Mr. Reiner stated that the developer should be able to work with staff to achieve that.
Ms. Grigsby stated that if Council approves the waiver, with the information that is provided,
staff can ensure that the trees are planted according to Council's direction.
Mr. Francis stated that, pending Council's action tonight, they would be completing the final
development plan, which includes the landscape plan, for Planning and Zoning Commission
approval. Council's direction will be incorporated into that plan.

Mr. Peterson stated that it was pointed out that there are two waiver criteria. It seems a third
one is also added — not to burden new development by adding unreasonable costs. Is the cost
aspect taken into consideration in the waiver guidelines?
Ms. Husak responded that it is part of the reason the waiver option was created.
Mr. Peterson stated that it was stated previously that if the developer replaced all the trees
that the Code required, that number would not do survive, and that makes sense. However, if
Council is approving the waiver because it is too expensive, he is not as inclined to agree with
it.

Ms. Husak responded that the plan does not show all the trees on the site, only those six
inches or more in diameter. On the site, however, it can be quite dense in view of all the
smaller trees.

Mr. Peterson stated that the financial concern can be a component, perhaps, but it is not as
important as the other criteria.

Ms. Chinnici-Zuercher moved approval of the staff recommendation.
Mr. Reiner seconded the motion.

Vote on the motion: Mr. Lecklider, yes; Mr. Peterson, yes; Ms. Salay, no; Mr. Reiner, yes; Vice
Mayor Gerber, yes; Mayor Keenan, yes; Ms. Chinnici - Zuercher, yes.

Mayor Keenan requested that staff provide a copy of the final landscape plan to Mr. Reiner for
his review, given the comments tonight.

COUNCIL COMMITTEE REPORTS

Vice Mayor Gerber, Administrative Committee Chair reminded Council members that the final
PZC applicants will be interviewed the evenings of January 13 and 14.

Ms. Salay, Public Services Committee Chair stated that a committee meeting would be
scheduled in early February to review the private maintenance of public open space issue. She
will ask the Clerk to poll committee members regarding a potential meeting date.

COUNCIL ROUNDTABLE

Mr. Peterson:

1. Stated that there were three informational items in packet that emphasize what a great
place Dublin is in which to live: the volunteers "Walk in the Park" inventory; the skate

Page 1 of 1-3





RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS
Dublin City CouncilMinutes of _ —___ _— — Meeting

LEGAL BLANK. INC.. FORM NO 10146

June 24, 2013 Page 4 of 12

20Held

Mayor Lecklider invited public comment.

James Zitesman, 5701 Springburn Drive expressed strong support for the project. His
property backs up to the proposed Lot 6. He has lived in his home since 1994, has
been aware that development would eventually occur on this land, and was hopeful
that it would be something of this quality. He always believed the City would ensure
that. He is pleased, because he has seen that the process works.

Russ Randall., 2223 Belle Isle Court stated that he also appreciates that the City's
process has worked. He encouraged staff to ensure that the goals and objectives as
stated will continue to be met as the process moves forward. There will be additional
items to be addressed, such as street noise and storm water run -off. The properties
adjacent to proposed Lots 1 and 2 have experienced some flooding. He is hopeful that
consideration will be given to the concerns that have been voiced and that they are
not lost within the broader effort.

Council Comments

Mrs. Boring stated that there have been previous issues with runoff affecting
neighboring properties. How can Council ensure this is addressed in this particular
case?

Mr. Goodwin responded that often in cases such as this -- a remaining infill
development site where there are storm water issues -- those issues are typically
mitigated with the new development. There are storm water controls adopted as part
of the site development. The Dublin Storm water guidelines require the site to control
storm water runoff to the same level or better as its pre - development condition.
Mrs. Boring asked what has occurred with the previous cases in other areas of the City.
Mr. Hammersmith responded that when the City hears initial concerns about runoff
with a proposed development, there are typically no issues after the development is
completed. In the last 10 -15 years, the City has done a better job with the storm
water infrastructure that is required with the development, eliminating the typical
problems with rear yard runoff. The adjoining properties benefit from the required
infrastructure for new developments. Not only are their existing problems not
aggravated, they are actually corrected.
Mrs. Boring noted that she recalls some Brand Road neighborhoods that later had to be
retrofitted to correct this problem.
Mr. Hammersmith responded that the vast majority of Muirfield does not have storm
water management or detention, but this new development will have it. Post
development release rates are more strict that the pre - development rates.

Mayor Lecklider moved to approve the ordinance with an amendment to Condition 5 to
include the language recommended by the Law Director's office and accepted by the
applicant: " "to ensure that to the greatest extent possible and to the satisfaction of
staff, all landmark trees are preserved."
Mrs. Boring seconded the motion.
Vote on the Ordinance with amended Condition #5 Mr. Keenan, yes; Ms. Chinnici-
Zuercher, yes; Mr. Gerber, yes; Vice Mayor Salay, yes; Mrs. Boring, yes; Mayor
Lecklider. [Mr. Reiner abstained.]

Ordinance 51 -13

Vacating a Portion of Drake Road Right -of -Way in the City of Dublin.
Mr. Goodwin stated that this ordinance is associated with the Stansbury rezoning. It
relates to an existing right -of -way called Drake Road. There is a stub, currently paved,
that extends south from Springburn Drive. A portion of that road will be incorporated
into the new Stansbury subdivision and renamed. The existing, public right -of -way
portion will be vacated, and a portion to the south will be incorporated into the reserve
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as part of the development. With approval of the final plat, it will be deeded to the
Muirfield Association.

Mr. Reiner asked if the existing large trees that abut this roadway on the west would
be removed or preserved.
Bill Adams, 8824 Dunsinane Drive, developer of Stansbury at Muirfield stated that they
reviewed this with the surveyor. Those trees are actually located on the Muirfield
Association's property.

Vote on the Ordinance Mrs. Boring, yes; Mr. Reiner, yes; Mayor Lecklider, yes; Mr.
Gerber, yes; Mr. Keenan, yes; Vice Mayor Salay, yes; Ms. Chinnici - Zuercher, yes.

Ordinance 52 -13

Changing the Name of Drake Road to Stansbury Drive in the City of Dublin,
Ohio.

Mr. Goodwin stated that as a result of the previous action tonight by City Council, the
remaining portion of Drake Road will be renamed as Stansbury Drive.

Vote on the Ordinance Vice Mayor Salay, yes; Mayor Lecklider, yes; Mr. Reiner, yes;
Mr. Keenan, yes; Ms. Chinnici - Zuercher, yes; Mr. Gerber, yes; Mrs. Boring, yes.

INTRODUCTION/ FIRST READING - ORDINANCES

Ordinance 54 -13

Amending the 2007 Dublin Community Plan.
Vice Mayor Salay introduced the ordinance.

Mr. Goodwin stated that during the past year, staff has undertaken a comprehensive
update to the Community Plan. A new concept for the update was introduced to
Council early in 2012, as the City approached the five -year mark from the last Plan
update in 2007. One of the goals of the Community Plan is that the City make periodic
reviews of the Plan to make sure that it remains relevant and current. The new

update has converted the entire Community Plan to a web -based format. There are
advantages to this format in terms of cost savings to the City, enabling the City to be
more efficient, and as time goes on, incorporating periodic amendments and updates
as needed. As examples, he highlighted some key portions of the Community Plan
website indicating some of the larger areas of amendment.

The Planning and Zoning Commission has completed a number of reviews of
the proposed amendments from July of 2012 through April 2013. They focused
on several items, including the various objectives and strategies throughout the
Community Plan. There are over 300 specific policy statements in nearly every
chapter of the Plan. There are amendments to the Future Land Use Map, to the
Thoroughfare Plan, and to the Special Area Plans. The majority of the proposed
amendments are related to the incorporation of the Bridge Street District and
the West Innovation District into the Community Plan.
The amendment process began last June with the public meeting at the Dublin
Community Recreation Center, where the public could view and provide
comment on an early version of the Community Plan website.
More recently, an alternative digital version was shared through a live webcast
to accommodate those who are not able to attend a meeting. (He shared the
Community Plan website and provided an orientation to its various features.)
The public can access it through a link provided at the City's main website. The
Community Plan website includes all of the content from the 2007 Dublin
Community Plan, a more than 300 -page document. In addition to the
introduction, there are 10 chapters that can be accessed through a drop -down
menu. There are also direct links to each of the Special Area Plans, the Future
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There are stakes through front yards to the west for a multi -use path, which is
placed up to the front doors in many cases. Bushes are being torn out.
Ms. Ott is very "heavy handed" in the negotiation process for the roundabout.
is now threatening to come after the right -of -way in front of their home.
The Dublin Baptist Church that owns the ARC on Coffman Road — now a teenage
hangout — has indicated to him that they are negotiating with Verizon to install a
cell tower on their property.
The people on Brand Road thought they were living on a scenic roadway, but
things have changed for the residents. He is very unhappy about the right -of -way
take from his property, which will change the remaining land from two acres to
less than two acres, having major implications.

He wants Council to ask Ms. Ott to leave them alone.

Mr. Keenan comment that he travels on Brand Road every day. He believes that everyone
who travels Brand Road will welcome the roundabout. It is a dangerous intersection. In
addition, this Council has invested significant monies in the preservation of land along the
Brand Road corridor — particularly with the Wallace property. The City purchased this land
for $800,000 to preserve it from development, which would have impacted the traffic.
Other negotiations are ongoing along Brand Road for similar things. He is aware that
citizens are upset about the bikepath. Initially, he was not happy about the bikepath
behind his yard, but it is an asset to the community. A stated goal of Council for many
years has been connectivity of bikepaths throughout the City, and this is a continuing
goal. He appreciates the comments, but there are certain things that are the
responsibility of the government to do, such as this roundabout project. The land
preservation in that corridor has been extremely important as well.

CONSENT AGENDA

Mayor Lecklider noted that seven items are proposed for action on the consent agenda.
He asked whether any Council member requests removal of an item for further
consideration under the regular agenda.
Hearing no such requests, he moved to approve the actions listed for the seven items on
the consent agenda.
Mr. Gerber seconded the motion.

Vote on the motion: Mrs. Boring, yes; Ms. Chinnici - Zuercher, yes; Mr. Gerber, yes; Mr.
Keenan, yes; Mr. Reiner, yes; Mayor Lecklider, yes.

Approval of Minutes of May 20, 2013 Council meeting

Ordinance 51 -13 (Introduction)
Vacating 0.603 Acres, More or Less, of Drake Road as a Public Road in the City of
Dublin, County of Delaware, State of Ohio. (Second reading/ public hearing June
24 Council meeting)

Ordinance 52 -13 (Introduction)
Changing the Name of Drake Road to Stansbury Drive in the City of Dublin, Ohio.
Second reading /public hearing June 24 Council meeting)

Resolution 29 -13 (Introduction /vote)
Appointing a Member to the Community Services Advisory Commission.

Resolution 30 -13 (Introduction /vote)
Declaring Certain City -Owned Property as Surplus and Authorizing the City
Manager to Dispose of Said Property in Accordance with Section 37.08 of the
Dublin Codified Ordinances.
























































































