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MEETING MINUTES 

Architectural Review Board 
Wednesday, March 28, 2018 
 
 
 
AGENDA 
 

1. BSD HC – Firehouse Accessory Structure & Patio      37 W. Bridge Street 
18-011INF                  Informal 

 

2. BSD HC – Accessory Structure - Garage          113 S. High Street 
18-014ARB       Demolition (Approved 3 – 0) 

 
 

 

The Chair, David Rinaldi, called the meeting to order at 6:31 p.m. and led the Pledge of Allegiance. Other 
Board Members present were: Jeffrey Leonhard and Everett Musser. Ms. Stenberg and Mr. Alexander 

were absent. City representatives were: Jennifer Rauch, Lori Burchett, Richard Hansen, and Laurie 
Wright. 

 
Administrative Business 

 

Motion and Vote 
Mr. Musser moved, Mr. Leonhard seconded, to accept the documents into the record. The vote was as 

follows: Mr. Rinaldi, yes; Mr. Leonhard, yes; and Mr. Musser, yes. (Approved 3 – 0) 
 

Motion and Vote 

Mr. Leonhard moved, Mr. Rinaldi seconded, to approve the meeting minutes from January 24, 2018, as 
presented. The vote was as follows: Mr. Musser, yes; Mr. Leonhard, yes; and Mr. Rinaldi, yes. (Approved 

3 – 0) 
 

The Chair briefly explained the rules and procedures of the Architectural Review Board [the minutes 

reflect the order of the published agenda.]  He swore in anyone planning to address the Board during this 
meeting.  
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1. BSD HC – Firehouse Accessory Structure & Patio      37 W. Bridge Street 
18-011INF                  Informal 

 
The Chair, David Rinaldi, said the following proposal is a request for a 240-square-foot accessory 

structure, patio, and associated site improvements for an existing site, which is zoned Bridge Street 
District Historic Core. He said the site is southwest of the intersection of West Bridge Street and Mill Lane. 

He said this is a request for an Informal Review and feedback of a future development application. 

 
Lori Burchett presented an aerial view of the site as well as the existing site plan. She said the existing 

site contains a firehouse that is set back from W. Bridge Street with a concrete patio area in the front of 
the building with brick pavers. She added a large tree is located adjacent to the northwest corner of the 

firehouse. A photograph of the existing conditions were presented and she noted the picture shows the 

firehouse behind the brick sidewalk and concrete patio as viewed from W. Bridge Street. The firehouse, 
she said, is a historic structure and has been converted from its original use as a firehouse to a 

commercial space. She described the structure resting on a cut stone foundation with coursed stone walls 
and a gabled roof with slate shingles. She added the existing historic building is approximately 22.75 feet 

in height and 36 feet wide with a large addition in the rear at approximately 25 feet in height. She said 
there is a sign marking the historical significance of the building within the Historic District, although not 

individually listed on the National Register. 

 
Ms. Burchett presented the proposed site layout, which shows the proposed accessory structure that will 

be used as an outdoor bar, located in front of the existing commercial building along W. Bridge Street on 
a new brick paver patio area. She said the distance between the proposed structure and the firehouse is 

approximately 12 feet. She said the proposed structure will be approximately 240 square feet in size with 

a height of 10 feet to accommodate 26 patrons. She explained this will require expanding the existing 
paver patio to the west and south in the western portion of the site with a matching brick paver. She 

noted the proposal includes tables, chairs, and extensive landscaping. She said the patio will be enclosed 
with a three-foot black metal fence with small stone columns around the perimeter. She said the 

applicant is proposing to retain the existing tree. She also presented an illustration demonstrating the 
height of the accessary structure in relation to the height of the existing firehouse. Ms. Burchett shared 

slides with the proposed elevations of the accessary structure. 

 
Ms. Burchett presented graphics of the proposed patio expansion and indicated the applicant intends to 

have umbrella tables on this portion of the patio. She also presented an image showing the entrance to 
the restrooms along the western elevation of the existing building.  

 

Ms. Burchett presented the following discussion questions to help guide this evening’s discussion: 
 

1. Does the proposed scale, mass, and location of the accessory structure fit with the historic nature 
of the existing structure? 

 

2. Is the orientation and placement on the lot consistent with the Historic Dublin Design Guidelines? 
 

3. Are the proposed materials and design character appropriate for the Historic District and 
complementary to the existing Firehouse? 

 
4. Are there other considerations from the Board? 

 

The Chair asked if the applicant has anything to add to the presentation. 
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Peter Coratola, 37 W. Bridge Street, stated he was the owner of the firehouse. He said they have met 
with staff from Building Standards, Washington Township Fire, and Planning. He said he has also 

connected with the Liquor Board prior to putting this plan together. He stated the firehouse has been an 
office building for 32 years and the patio has not been utilized. He noted the existing Howard Hannah 

Realtor is in the front portion of the building where they see a lot of visitors because there are pictures of 
the firehouse from back in the 40s, 50s, and 60s. He said he purchased the building about five years ago 

and they would like to add a structure and bring the character of the firehouse back. He said they would 

make the proposed accessory structure into a lightly themed firehouse. He indicated they are open to any 
suggestions the Board may have.  

 
The Chair asked if there was any public comment in regards to this application. 

 

Tom Holton, 5957 Roundstone Place, Dublin, said he was representing the Dublin Historical Society. He 
said the unique feature of this building is that in the early part of 1944, the Village of Dublin purchased 

this lot as a joint venture by the two townships (Perry and Washington) with the hope that the new fire 
hall could be constructed on that lot. Due to war conditions, he reported, the US Government would not 

immediately grant the necessary priorities to proceed with the construction of the fire hall; however, after 
much hard work and many conferences, he said permission was finally granted. Complete plans and 

specifications had already been drawn up by architects and a contract was made on September 6, 1944 

with the Columbus Construction Company and work commenced immediately. He said the building was 
completed, and was one of the finest and most modern fire halls at that time in this part of the country. 

He noted the firehouse was dedicated on June 10, 1945. He reported the structure was amply large 
enough to house both pieces of fire apparatus, the complete and necessary hose drying racks, a heating 

plant, hot and cold water, locker rooms and showers for the firemen, an office, and complete facilities 

equipment for washing the apparatus, etc.  
  

Mr. Holton said before this structure was built, all the fire apparatus were kept across the river on the 
east side in the brown garage. He explained when the siren sounded, (located on the corner where Jeni’s 

Ice Cream is currently located) to alert the volunteer firemen of a fire in the Village of Dublin they would 
have to get across the river to the brown garage (approximately where the AC Marriott Hotel is now 

located). He reported they either had to run or jump on the running board of a car (according to the 

stories they told) and get across the river to access the firetrucks and then get to wherever the fire was. 
He said the firehouse in its present location was quite a significant move for both townships.  

 
Mr. Holton said the building has far more significance as a firehouse than a commercial building so 

masking the front of the firehouse completely is not a good thing to do from a historic building 

standpoint.  
 

Mr. Coratola restated the existing structure is an office and he believes the proposed structure would 
accent the existing building. He said they have worked with staff to come up with bi-fold glass doors to 

make sure the whole building is still visible even when the doors are down. He indicated all of the 

development is going on the north side of SR 161 over the river, and as a business owner he would like 
to see this more as a walkable area since there are very few places on the south side of SR 161 that the 

citizens can come to. He said they are not going to serve food, there is no indoor seating, and it will 
simply be a place for people to gather like Starbucks. He concluded this would be a great addition on the 

south side of Bridge Street.  
 

Jeff Leonhard asked if Howard Hannah, the realtor office, would remain. Mr. Coratola answered the 

1,500-square-foot office would stay but would be decreased in size to 1,200 square feet when they add 
the restrooms on the west side of the building. He said the Howard Hannah sign would be removed. He 
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indicated it is their intention that Howard Hannah wants to stay and would love the foot traffic this 
business would attract as more traffic equals more business. 

 
Everett Musser asked what would be served from this structure. Mr. Coratola answered legal beverages 

so they will apply for a liquor license and restated there will be no real food served. He said patrons can 
order food from Dublin Village Tavern and the other restaurants around. Per the Liquor Board, he 

indicated they are required to have a microwave. He said this business would only be open seasonally, 

which is about five to six months out of the year and only in good weather.  
 

Mr. Musser asked if the business would be open during a rainstorm and if it would provide enough 
shelter. Mr. Coratola said the bi-fold doors would open up to provide a cover. During inclement weather, 

he said, the bar will not be open for business.  

 
David Rinaldi clarified, other than the restrooms, there are no support facilities for this business inside but 

rather it is self-contained. Mr. Coratola affirmed it would be self-contained. He said there is a 100-square-
foot area back by the restrooms that will serve as a stock room and will contain an ice machine.  

 
The Chair asked if there was anyone else from the public that wanted to speak with regard to this case. 

[Hearing none.] He referred back to the discussion questions. 

 
Mr. Leonhard said the view in the drawings looking straight at the proposed structure appears to cover 

the whole front of the firehouse. He said the views of the structure from the angle, however, make the 
roof of the bar appear a little smaller. He said it may be the way it is drawn that makes it a little 

confusing to judge the size and massing. He suggested the structure could be moved later on and not 

affect the actual historic structure/firehouse, but from the front the proposed structure appears large, 
and fills in the whole front part of the property.  

 
Mr. Musser said the firehouse has always been one of his favorite structures in downtown Dublin and the 

proposed structure (as seen from the front elevation) certainly blocks the firehouse, even if the doors to 
the bar were open. He noted the architectural features on the front of the firehouse are gone. He 

indicated he was not sure he liked the proposal or if it fits the historic nature of the existing structure at 

all.  
 

Mr. Leonhard said he likes the idea of it because there have been a lot of times he thought the firehouse 
was vacant. He restated the proposed structure completely takes over the front of the firehouse but he 

likes the idea of it. 

 
Mr. Rinaldi said he has no problem with the proposed scale and massing but he has an issue with the 

placement of the proposed accessory structure in front of the building. He said any addition to a historic 
sites should be minimal and placed in the rear or to the side of the building. He stated he cannot be 

supportive of the placement of the structure in front of the historic structure. He said he wished the use 

was something the applicant was placing inside this building and he could support a patio out front. He 
added that way it would not be a distraction. He said this permanent structure placed out front as 

proposed is quite a distraction to a very attractive building.  
 

Mr. Leonhard asked if the proposed structure could be off-set so it only covered half of the front of the 
historic structure - perhaps on the west side. 

 

Mr. Rinaldi indicated he was not so sure that would help him support this proposal. Mr. Musser said it 
would not help him to support the proposed structure either. 
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Mr. Rinaldi said from a design perspective, it makes sense this would be centered on the building and it is 
unfortunate it would take so much away from the front of the existing historic structure. He said he 

commends the applicant on the use of materials as the accessory structure appears it would be well 
constructed but again he struggles with the placement.  

 
The Chair noted the applicant is only getting limited feedback from the Board due to the two absences. 

He said commentary was received from a Board Member that could not be here tonight and he would 

read this into the record. He said this was received from Gary Alexander who wrote, “I could not support 
this proposal because it would block the view of the firehouse and detract from the existing structure. 

The location of the proposed structure along W. Bridge Street makes the new structure extremely 
prominent in the immediate neighborhood. The historic structure should be featured and not this 

proposed structure. I am not sure it is possible to build a structure with roof and walls in this location 

that is appropriate. A public space without a roof and walls would be a better option.” 
 

Jill Cullinan, 37 W. Bridge Street, said they spent so much time talking about the historic nature of the 
building itself, clear back to the original fire fighters who were actually in that building who were called 

the ‘Dirty Seven’. She explained the applicants were trying to make the whole concept of that building 
actually look like a firehouse. She said when you look at the existing firehouse, you cannot tell what it is 

anymore. She said it does not look like a firehouse and there is nothing historic looking about it. She 

explained they were trying to bring back the feel of Historic Dublin by putting something out there to 
attract people to the area. She said the structure itself was designed with glass doors so it would not 

detract from the existing building as it would still be in view. She said the red doors with the glass were 
supposed to look like firehouse doors. She said the décor and things that were planned for the inside 

would be about Historic Dublin and the actual original Dirty Seven. She said they did not want to take 

that character away, because that is why they live and have their businesses in the District. She said they 
were intending to partner with the Dublin Historic Society to obtain additional pictures. She emphasized 

they wanted to do this project, because the building looks abandoned, and they want to bring vibrancy to 
the area and still make it look historic. 

 
Mr. Rinaldi said he agreed with the comments about the front of the existing building and would like to 

see glass overhead doors added with red trim and have the proposed business positioned inside, instead 

of the proposed kiosk that blocks the building. He said he appreciated the comments about trying to tie 
the proposed structure back to the firehouse but everything proposed would still hide it and would not 

add anything to the existing firehouse. 
 

Mr. Holton said the firehouse moved to a location on Shier Rings Road in 1985 but the building on W. 

Bridge Street is virtually unchanged except for the front doors.  
 

Mr. Leonhard suggested it is too bad the applicant could not put those two red folding doors in the two 
windows of the existing building and have the front as the patio for the bar. He said he thought that 

would be really attractive and suggested maybe the realtors could move their office to the back of the 

building. He said he would definitely enjoy having that business there but he is not sure it would get the 
support of the ARB since it blocks the whole front of an existing historic structure. 

 
Mr. Musser asked if a business there without a roof would work with the applicant’s business model. He 

said it would not block the original front of the building. Mr. Coratola answered they started off with a flat 
roof, similar to J. Liu’s and after meeting with staff, they were told to consider a pitched roof.  

 

Mr. Musser said it seems that if the applicant could move this activity inside, and use the patio without 
the proposed structure it seems it would be a more viable business. Mr. Coratola noted there are so 

many restaurants being built and it is not their intention to retire off of this business but what it will do is 
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bring people downtown. He said his office is in the building and there are so many people walking 
downtown. He said he wanted to add to that. He said if this proposed establishment is open six months 

of the year, he is okay with that as he thinks it would be a great gathering space. He said they 
considered moving this structure to the west but he does not want to have to take down that 40-foot 

pine tree. He indicated if everything was shifted to the west, the outdoor patio/bar would only be 10 x 15 
feet instead of 10 x 24 feet and that means putting patio tables in front of the building as well as going 

down the west side of the building. He said with a smaller structure they would lose seating at the 

structure but would gain patio tables in the front of the structure. He said that would be one of the 
options. He said they are not interested in an indoor establishment as he does not want to distract from 

the other restaurants already down there.  
 

Mr. Coratola concluded they would like to see the structure as proposed but understands the Board’s 

position.  
 

Mr. Rinaldi commended the applicant on wanting to energize that patio as it is a great idea but it could 
not be supported to put the structure in front of the building the way it is proposed. 

 
 

2. BSD HC – Accessory Structure - Garage          113 S. High Street 

18-014ARB              Demolition 
 

The Chair, David Rinaldi, said the following proposal is a request for the demolition of an accessory 
structure located to the rear of the property. He said the site is zoned Bridge Street District Historic South 

and is west of South High Street, approximately 100 feet south of the intersection with Pinneyhill Lane. 

He said this is a request for a review and approval of a Demolition under the provisions of Zoning Code 
Section 153.176 and the Historic Dublin Design Guidelines. 
 
Lori Burchett said the Board had previously conducted an Informal Review and the whole project will be 

heard with infill development in April but only the Demolition is before the Board this evening for 
consideration. 

 

Ms. Burchett presented an aerial view of the site and the proposed demolition plan illustrating the 
conditions as they exist today. She pointed out there is an existing building up front that is a historic 

structure on the National Registry. She said the building is used as an office space and that will remain. 
She said the existing accessory structure proposed for demolition is located at the rear of the property. 

 

Ms. Burchett shared two images and explained one photo is of the front of the building to be preserved 
on 113 S. High Street and the other is the garage behind it proposed for demolition. 

 
Ms. Burchett presented the proposed Minor Project renderings of the front and back of the proposed 

structure.  

 
Ms. Burchett reported that staff has reviewed this proposal against the Demolition Review Criteria and 

found the criteria have been met. She explained the garage was found to not be a contributing structure 
from the Historic and Cultural Assessment. She stated the existing building is a contributing structure. 

She said staff finds that rehabilitating the garage/structure and making it into another use would be 
prohibitive from an economic standpoint, as deterioration has progressed to the point where it cannot be 

restored and such neglect has not been willful. She said the proposed construction to replace the 

demolished building significantly improves the overall quality of the Architectural Review District without 
diminishing the historic value of the vicinity or the District. 
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Ms. Burchett said approval is recommended with the following condition: 
 

1) That the order to allow a demolition shall not be issued by the City until a replacement use or 
building has been approved by the Reviewing Body and an application for a building permit has 

been submitted to the City for the replacement building. 
 

David Rinaldi asked if the condition of the existing structure to be demolished has deteriorated to the 

point that it is unsafe. Ms. Burchett answered that according to the information provided by the architect, 
it is not necessarily unsafe. She said if the applicant were to convert the structure into a different 

plausible use, it would not be economically feasible. 
 

The Chair asked if the applicant wanted to add to the presentation. 

 
Kelly Burke, 113 S. High Street, indicated he did not have anything to add as this is the preliminary step 

for what will be discussed further next month. He explained that wiring and water issues exist in the 
garage. He added the building is located below the area around it so it floods and becomes an ice rink 

inside in the winter. He said they use the garage for storage.  
 

The Chair called for public comment. [Hearing none.] 

 
Everett Musser indicated the structure did not appear to have any historical significance. He asked if the 

proposed new build will be an office to which Ms. Burchett answered affirmatively. He stated he can 
support the demolition.  

 

Jeff Leonhard said the building proposed for demolition appears as a cinderblock garage and he could 
also support the demolition. Mr. Rinaldi said he has no objection to the demolition. 

 
Motion and Vote 

Mr. Musser moved, Mr. Leonhard seconded, to approve the request for a Demolition with one condition: 
 

1) That the order to allow a demolition shall not be issued by the City until a replacement use or 

building has been approved by the Reviewing Body and an application for a building permit has 
been submitted to the City for the replacement building. 

 
The vote was as follows: Mr. Leonhard, yes; Mr. Rinaldi, yes; and Mr. Musser. (Approved 3 – 0) 

 

Communications  
Jennifer Rauch announced this was Everett Musser’s last meeting and a new member will be sworn in 

April. She thanked Mr. Musser for his time and his service to this Board and the City. Mr. Musser said it 
had been fulfilling to him to understand what the Board goes through and its responsibility, which one 

has to be mindful. He said he appreciated all of the support from the staff and other Board Members. 

 
Lori Burchett said new officers will be elected at the April meeting. 

 
Ms. Rauch said a Joint Work Session is scheduled for April 19, 2018, with the Planning and Zoning 

Commission to continue the discussion about the BSD process. She said the consultant will be in 
attendance to report the previous stakeholder comments.  

 

With no further communications to share, the Chair adjourned the meeting at 7:17 pm. 
 

As approved by the Architectural Review Board on April 25, 2017.  


