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outages than in some communities. These factors are critical in providing optimum
patient care.

Mayor Lecklider noted that the City strives to provide excellent service in those areas,
so it is good to hear that feedback. Council is pleased that they have chosen Dublin as
the location for their consolidated business and wishes them continued success.

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

Ordinance 31 -11

Rezoning Four Parcels Totaling Approximately 17.98 Acres from PUD, Planned
Unit Development District (Earlington Village), to PUD, Planned Unit
Development District. (Earlington Village PUD, Subarea D) (Case 11-
019Z/PDP/FDP).
Ms. Ray stated that this rezoning adds new Subarea D to the Earlington Village PUD
for pre- existing church sites. The text amendment adds three new uses: day care,
educational facilities and religious and public assembly. No modifications are
proposed with this application. There are no changes from the first reading. Planning
recommends approval of the rezoning.

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

Ordinance 32 -11 (Amended)
Amending Sections 153.037 to 153.043 of the City of Dublin Codified Ordinances
Zoning Code) to Modify the Central Ohio Innovation Center Zoning Districts as
the Innovation Districts. (Case 11- 011ADM)
Mr. Combs stated that, as the memo provided to Council indicates, staff requests that
Council postpone this item to the June 27 Council meeting. Currently, they are working
with one of the property owners to resolve some issues.
Mr. Keenan moved to postpone Ordinance 32 -11 to the June 27 Council meeting.
Mr. Gerber seconded the motion.

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

INTRODUCTION / FIRST READING — ORDINANCES

Ordinance 33 -11

Authorizing the City Manager to Execute Necessary Conveyance Documentation
for the Acquisition of a Combined 2.294 Acres, More or Less, Fee Simple
Interest from Michael and Heather Harber.
Mr. Gerber introduced the ordinance.

Mr. McDaniel stated that this land purchase is related to Emerald Parkway, Phase 8
construction. The exhibit with the ordinance reflects a shaded area that denotes the
property that is required for this right -of -way; however, the proposal is to purchase the
entire property as a total taking. The value established by the City's appraiser before
the taking was $250,000. Following negotiations, the proposed purchased price is
275,000.
Council indicated the intersection in the map is mislabeled.
Mr. McDaniel stated that a correction in the documents will be made for the June 27
Council meeting.
Mayor Lecklider asked if the agreement provides for the residents to enter into a lease.
Mr. McDaniel responded that the agreement permits the residents to remain in the
house for one year to allow them to transition out of the property.
Ms. Grigsby noted that the purchase agreement will allow the residents to remain in
their home for one year, which is similar to previous negotiated arrangements that the
City has had with property owners.
There will be a second reading /public hearing at the June 27 Council meeting.

Ordinance 34 -11
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Mr. Keenan stated that the differences are not significant. He, too, has no preference.

Mr. Gerber stated that the distribution is so closely aligned that leaving the ward
boundaries as they exist makes sense. However, he would support Scenario 2 to
improve the balance.

Vice Mayor Salay stated that her preference would be to maintain the current
disbursement as it would be less confusing to the citizens. However, she would be
satisfied with any of the scenarios.

Mayor Lecklider stated that adopting Scenario 2 would make Ward 4 the ward with the
greatest population.
Vice Mayor Salay responded that the scenarios are based on projections that may not
occur. Ward 2 is larger in physical area because it contains farmland that was
annexed. The anticipated development has not yet occurred. Currently, the numbers
are closely aligned and changing ward boundaries at this time does not seem
necessary.

Mr. Keenan moved to adopt Scenario 1, leaving the ward boundaries as they currently
exist.

Ms. Chinnici - Zuercher seconded the motion.

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

Ms. Ott stated that the boundary description for Scenario 1 will be provided with the
ordinance for the second reading /public hearing on June 13.

Ordinance 30 -11

Authorizing the Provision of Certain Incentives to Pain Care Specialists to Induce
It to Acquire a Facility and Locate An Office and Associated Operations and
Workforce within the City, and Authorizing the Execution of an Economic
Development Agreement.
Mr. Gerber introduced the ordinance.

Ms. Gilger noted that staff has been in discussions with Pain Care Specialists
regarding expansion opportunities for its two medical practice facilities in Hilliard and
Westerville. The company has explored facility acquisition, new facility construction,
and consolidation opportunities from Hilliard to Westerville, along the 1 -270 northern
arc. The company specializes in interventional pain management for chronic pain.
They have now identified an existing building on Emerald Parkway for acquisition.
The Economic Development Agreement proposed includes a $15,000 location grant
payable upon proof of ownership and occupancy permit of a Dublin facility, and a five -
year, 20 percent performance incentive on withholdings collected, which is capped at
125,000 for the term of the agreement, in consideration of the company creating 34
jobs in Dublin by the end of 2014. Additionally, if the company meets all five of the
annual targets, it automatically qualifies for a sixth year performance payment of
25,000. The overall agreement cap payment for the Pain Care Specialists incentive is
165,000, and the City expects to net approximately $525,000 in new withholdings. A
company representative will be present at the second reading /public hearing on June
13.

There were no questions from Council.
There will be a second reading /public hearing at the June 13 Council meeting.

Ordinance 31 -11

Rezoning Four Parcels Totaling Approximately 17.98 Acres from PUD, Planned
Unit Development District (Earlington Village), to PUD, Planned Unit
Development District. (Earlington Village PUD, Subarea D - Case 11-
019Z/PDP /FDP)
Mr. Gerber introduced the ordinance.
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Ms. Ray stated that this rezoning proposes a development text amendment to permit
existing daycare and pre - school uses in a new subarea consisting of four parcels in
the Earlington Village Planned Unit Development District. No site modifications are
proposed. She presented a PowerPoint of the PUD site. Earlington Village is one of
the older planned districts in the City, rezoned in the 1980's. The PUD includes a
number of subareas, primarily residential, from single family to cluster single - family
and multi - family. It also includes subareas for churches and school uses. When the
text was approved with the Preliminary Development Plan, no particular development
standards were included for the churches. They were approved with the Final
Development Plan. The subjects of the rezoning are three churches in this area: the
Dublin Baptist Church, Coffman Road; the Prince of Peace Lutheran Church, Brand
Road and Earlington Parkway; and the Dublin Presbyterian Church on Dublinshire.
The proposed uses include religious or public assembly, adult or child daycare, and
educational facility. The proposed uses are consistent with use categories proposed
with the recent Zoning Code amendments. Any future modifications would be
approved by the Planning and Zoning Commission through their typical amended Final
Development Plan process or would default to the Zoning Code requirements.

Ms. Chinnici - Zuercher asked if Subarea D shown on each of the properties actually
formalizes the location of the daycare or public assembly area.
Ms. Ray responded that the three sites designated as Subarea D are the existing
church sites. They already have the current church uses and the daycare uses in
place, as well. The rezoning applies to the entire site — it does not specify the exact
location of the daycare facility.

There will be a second reading /public hearing at the June 13 Council meeting.

Ordinance 32 -11

Amending Sections 153.037 to 153.043 of the City of Dublin Codified Ordinances
Zoning Code) to Modify the Central Ohio Innovation Center Zoning Districts as
the Innovation Districts. (Case 11- 011ADM).
Mr. Gerber introduced the ordinance.

Mr. Combs stated that, as a follow -up to the EAZ plan that was adopted earlier this
evening, this ordinance represents the first reading of the Code modifications for the
EAZ. The general district purpose and intent of the Code in Section 153.037 includes
language that staff has been working on with property owners. The language
addresses existing uses and structures. In particular, they have been working together
regarding issues of financing and how updating the Codes would impact future
financing for businesses. The redlining indicates the language changes subsequent to
the Planning Commission review.

1. The Code creates four innovation districts, which are based generally
geographically on visibility, access, other site selection elements, the expected
architecture and types of uses.

The first district is the ID1 or Research Office District, which is the most

proximate to U.S. 33, and will have more emphasis on higher profile office
and research type uses.

The Research Flex District or ID2 District is an intermediate zone and focuses
more on flexible space much like the tech flex District with upgraded
materials.

The third district is the ID3 or Research Assembly District, a site most

proximate to the western edge of the EAZ. This is geared more toward the
larger manufacturing and clean assembly type uses.

The fourth district is the ID4 or Research Mixed Use, which includes a variety
of residential /live /work and office type uses that are intermixed.

2. In terms of District uses, there is also a designated research support buffer
within the Code. Those areas most proximate to the interchanges are areas
where conditional use requests can be made for additional types of retail and
support uses. Under the District uses — much like Tech Flex and the Bridge
Street Corridor -- there are new use categories in the table as well as additional
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The Planning and Zoning Commission took the following action at this meeting:

5. Earlington Village PUD - Tent Modification - Daycare & Preschool Uses

11 -01 9Z/PDP/FDP Rezoning /Preliminary Development Plan
Final Development Plan

5475 Brand Road, 7195 Coffman Road & 5775 Dublinshire Drive

Proposal: Modifications to a development text to permit existing daycare
and pre - school uses in a new subarea consisting of three parcels in
the Earlington Village Planned Unit Development District. The
proposal does not include any site modifications.

Request: Review and approval of a rezoning with preliminary development
plan and final development plan application under the provisions
of Code Section 153.050.

Applicant: Marsha I. Grigsby, City Manager, City of Dublin.
Planning Contact: Rachel S. Ray, AICP, Planner I.
Contact Information: 614) 410 -4656, rray @dublin.oh.us

MOTION #1: To recommend to City Council approval of this Rezoning /Preliminary
Development Plan because this proposal complies with the rezoning /preliminary development
plan criteria and the existing development standards within the area.

VOTE: 7-0.

RESULT: Approval of this Rezoning /Preliminary Development Plan will be recommended to
City Council.

Page 1 of 2
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5. Earlington Village PUD - Tent Modification - Daycare & Preschool Uses

11 -01 9Z/PDP/FDP Rezoning /Preliminary Development Plan
Final Development Plan

5475 Brand Road, 7195 Coffman Road & 5775 Dublinshire Drive

MOTION #2: To approve this Final Development Plan because this proposal complies with the
proposed development text, the final development plan criteria and existing development in
the area, with one condition:

1) That the property owners work with Planning to identify landscaping improvements
that will be necessary to make the sites comply with the Zoning Code and the
approved final development plans, and that the deficiencies be corrected within 60
days of the effective date of the rezoning.

Rachel Ray, representing the City of Dublin, agreed to the above condition.

VOTE: 7-0.

RESULT: This Final Development Plan was approved.

STAFF CERTIFICATION

Rachel S. Ray, AICP
Planner I

Page 2 of 2
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5. Earlington Village PUD - Text Modification - Daycare & Preschool Uses
11 -01 9Z/PDP/FDP Rezoning/ Preliminary Development Plan

Final Development Plan
5475 Brand Road, 7195 Coffman Road & 5775 Dublinshire Drive

Chris Amorose Groomes introduced this application involving modifications to a development
text to permit existing daycare and preschool uses in a new subarea consisting of three parcels
in the Earlington Village Planned Unit Development District (PUD). She said that the Commission
has to make two motions, a recommendation to City Council on the preliminary development
plan and rezoning, and a final vote on the final development plan. Ms. Amorose Groomes
swore in those intending to address the Commission on this case including the applicant's
representative, Rachel Ray and other City representatives.

Ms. Ray presented this application for the Earlington Village PUD. She said the rezoning was for a
text amendment to add a new subarea for daycare and preschool uses for three churches. She
said no site modifications are proposed. Ms. Ray presented an aerial photograph of the
Earlington Village PUD. She explained that the existing development standards include
requirements for the residential uses, but nothing is specified for the non - residential uses. She
said that the site and architecture of the three churches were specifically reviewed by the
Commission through the final development plan process. Ms. Ray described and provided
construction dates for each of the existing three churches in the Earlington PUD.

Ms. Ray said that City Council recently reviewed and approved the Zoning Code Amendments
to add daycares and preschools as permitted and conditional uses in some residential zoning
districts and the SO, Suburban Office and Institutional District to address similar situations for other

existing daycares in church facilities elsewhere in the City. She explained that since these three
churches are zoned PUD within the Earlington Village planned district, their only option was to file
a text amendment to allow those uses specifically. Ms. Ray said earlier this year, the churches
requested a Fee Waiver of City Council to file this application and instead of approving the Fee
Waiver, City Council directed staff to pursue a City- sponsored rezoning to add these uses to the
Earlington Village planned district.

Ms. Ray said that this application includes a new subarea, Subarea D, with new permitted uses
that include religious or public assembly, adult or child daycare, and educational facilities, all of
which are consistent with some of the use categories the Commission was seen with recent
Zoning Code amendments.

Ms. Ray said for the development standards, since no site modifications are being proposed,
Planning is recommending that future site modifications be approved by the Commission
through the final development plan or amended final development plan process, or be
deferred to the Zoning Code as appropriate. She said that Planning has reviewed this
application, based on the review criteria for rezoning with preliminary development plan and
final development plan, and recommends approval of the rezoning with preliminary
development plan, and approval of the final development plan with one condition:

1) That the property owners work with Planning to identify landscaping improvements that
will be necessary to make the sites comply with the Zoning Code and the approved final
development plans, and that the deficiencies be corrected within 60 days of the
effective date of the rezoning.
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Ms. Amorose Groomes invited public comments in regard to this application. (There was none.)

Amy Kramb confirmed that educational facilities were added to cover the preschools because
they did not fall under a daycare.

Ms. Kramb asked why the original 13 -acres allotted to churches had increased to 17.98 acres.
Ms. Ray explained that it was difficult to tell because the original approved rezoning included a
general area for the Dublin Presbyterian Church, but a later cluster home development was
approved and some of the acreage shifted a little.

Ms. Kramb confirmed that the 17.98 acres existed between the three churches and that did not

allow them to build any more.

Mr. Hardt noted that he did not see a playground shown for the Presbyterian Church and he

asked if there were plans for one. Ms. Ray said there was nothing proposed at this time for a
playground.

Mr. Hardt asked if the Commission was able to vote on a final development plan before a final
rezoning action was made by City Council. Jennifer Readler explained that if City Council did
not approve the rezoning, then a final development plan approved by the Commission tonight
would not be effective.

MOTION #1 - Rezoning /Preliminary Development Plan
Mr. Taylor made a motion to recommend to City Council approval of this Rezoning /Preliminary
Development Plan because this proposal complies with the rezoning /preliminary development
plan criteria and the existing development standards within the area.

Mr. Hardt seconded the motion.

The vote was as follows: Mr. Budde, yes; Mr. Zimmerman, yes; Ms. Kramb, yes; Mr. Fishman, yes;
Ms. Amorose Groomes, yes; Mr. Hardt, yes; and Mr. Taylor, yes. (Approved 7 - 0.)

MOTION #2- Final Development Plan
Mr. Taylor made the motion to approve this Final Development Plan because this proposal
complies with the proposed development text, the final development plan criteria and existing
development in the area, with one condition:

1) That the property owners work with Planning to identify landscaping improvements that
will be necessary to make the sites comply with the Zoning Code and the approved final
development plans, and that the deficiencies be corrected within 60 days of the
effective date of the rezoning.

Ms. Ray, on behalf of the applicant agreed to the above condition.

Mr. Fishman seconded the motion.

The vote was as follows: Ms. Kramb, yes; Mr. Budde, yes; Ms. Amorose Groomes, yes; Mr.
Zimmerman, yes; Mr. Hardt, yes; Mr. Fishman, yes; and Mr. Taylor, yes. (Approved 7 - 0.)
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The Planning and Zoning Commission took the following action at its regularly scheduled
meeting:

3. Final Development Plan - Earlington Village - 5775 Dublinshire Drive - Dublin
Presbyterian Church (Phase I)

Location: 5.001 acres located on the south side of Dublinshire Drive, approximately 350
feet west of Ashlord Court.

Existing Zoning: PUD, Planned Unit Development District ( Earlington Village Plan).
Request: Review and approval of a Development Plan under the provisions of Section
1181.07 of the Planning and Zoning Code.
Proposed Use: A new church of 13,274 square feet.
Applicant: Dublin Presbyterian Church, c/o Robert J. Apel, Meacham & Apel Architects,
5640 Frantz Road, Dublin, Ohio 43017.

MOTION: To approve this Final Development Plan finding it conforms to Earlington Village
Refinement, has been planned with sensitivity toward the adjacent residential
neighborhood, and meets the subarea standards with the following six conditions:

1) That Phase II be reviewed and approved by the Planning Commission at a later date;
2) That lighting conform to the Dublin Lighting Guidelines;
3) That the Landscape Plan be revised to include: replacing the Red Maples with a hardier

species, replacing the deciduous shrubs around the parking lot with evergreen shrubs and
adding additional evergreens at the northern portion of the parking lot, and adding street
trees to the plant list;

4) That floodway, floodway plus 20 feet, and floodplain boundaries be accurately shown on all
plat, planning, building permit, and engineering documents and that all City Codes be met
regarding floodways and floodplains;

5) That signage conform to Code and be externally illuminated; and
6) That the driveway be widened to 22 feet.

Robert J. Apel, representing the applicant, agreed to the above conditions.

VOTE: 5 -0 -1.

RESULT: This Final Development Plan was approved.
STAFF CERTIFICATION

Mary

Graduate Landscape Architect

11- 019Z /PDP /FDP

Rezoning /Preliminary Development
Plan /Final Development Plan
Earlington Village PUD Text
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YwhicThat a bikepath installed along Bran oad, and a buffer an be provided for lots
abut Br d Road;

10) That a left lane and street fighting be provid at the entrance to a site in
coordina ' on with the Shanno len subdivision;

11) That changes be made o the text and pl to the satisfaction f Staff prior to
sc uling this applicati before City Counc' ; and

12) at four additional 1 ( adjacent to the p along the north si of the North Fork

the Indian Run) be edicated as parklan and the rear prope ines of the two tee ots

which abut the uthern park area be oved farther west.

Mr. Ferrara seco ed the motion. Th ote was as follows- r. Fishman, yes; r. Sutphen,
yes; Mr. Za y, yes; Mr. Ra yes; Mr. Ferrar yes; Ms. Chinnic' uercher, yes.
Approved - 0.)

3. Final Development Plan - Earlington Village - 5775 Dublinshire Drive - Dublin

Presbyterian Church (Phase I)

Mr. Rauh stated he would abstain from discussion and voting on this case and turned the
meeting over to Ms. Chinnici- Zuercher to chair.

Mary Newcomb presented this case and slides. This is a request for approval of a Final
Development Plan for Phase I of the Dublin Presbyterian Church. The site is located on 5.001
acres on the south side of Dublinshire Drive, approximately 350 feet west of Ashlord Court.
It is located in the Earlington Village PUD within the Tamberry Refinement. The Final
Development Plan for Turnberry was originally approved in 1988 and included 50 single- family
cluster homes. Only three of the cluster units were constructed. In 1990, a plan refinement for
37 standard single- family homes and the five -acre church site was approved. The single- family
area is The Woods of Dublinshire. There is an existing bikepath that runs along the eastern and
southern boundaries. Ms. Newcomb said there will be one access point off Dublinshire Drive.

Ms. Newcomb said Phase I consists of 13,274 square feet of church, with parking for 154 cars
on the eastern portion of the site. The applicant anticipates a future addition of about 17,000
square feet, with an additional 91 spaces. This building meets the setback requirements of 30
feet along Dublinshire Drive for both pavement and building, and 15 feet on the sideyards for
pavement and 30 feet for the building. Additional information about floodplain should be
required to ensure all applicable Codes are met.

Ms. Newcomb said the applicant will construct a sidewalk along Dublinshire Drive. Staff
requests that this section match the existing adjoining sidewalks. The applicant proposes
substantial buffering along the western property line. There is an existing mound and evergreen
planting on the eastern property line. The applicant has been working with the residents to
create a combined mound and buffer. Staff recommends minor changes to the landscaping plan.

11- 019Z /PDP /FDP
Rezoning /Preliminary Development

Plan /Final Development Plan
Earlington Village PUD Text
Modification
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The building will be constructed of stucco stone and stucco with dryvit basebands. The roof is
to be dimensional weathered wood color shingles; the trim is to be stained cedar. Ms.
Newcomb said the building fits well into the residential character of the neighborhood. Staff
recommends approval with the following six conditions:

1) That Phase II be reviewed and approved by the Planning Commission at a later date;
2) That lighting conform to the Dublin Lighting Guidelines;
3) That the Landscape Plan be revised to include: replacing the Red Maples with a hardier

species, replacing the deciduous shrubs around the parking lot with evergreen shrubs and
adding additional evergreens at the northern portion of the parking lot, and adding street
trees to the plant list;

4) That floodway, floodway plus 20 feet, and floodplain boundaries be accurately shown on
all plat, planning, building permit, and engineering documents and that all City Codes
be met regarding floodways and floodplains;

5) That signage conform to Code and be externally illuminated; and
6) That the driveway be widened to 22 feet.

Ms. Newcomb said tonight's approval is just for Phase I, but the applicant submitted an outline
of Phase II. She stated the applicant made a substantial effort to involve the neighborhood by
distributing flyers and conducting meetings, which were well attended.

Bob Apel, Meacham and Apel Architects, agrees with all the conditions as recommended in the
Staff Report. He said the church would like to be an integral part of the community. The
sanctuary is the largest mass and will be to the east to avoid parking wrapping around the
building. Where the building is closest to residences, a stone wall was added to the mound to
provide a better barrier. He said he has a letter of intent to create an easement with six affected
neighbors to accomplish buffering in common. He said the cupola is for ventilation and there
are no bells. The lighting will conform with Dublin sighting Guidelines.

Ms. Chinnici - Zuercher asked how close the comer of the fellowship hall (part of Phase II) is
to the mounding and houses. Mr. Apel said it would be a minimum of 30 feet.

Mr. Zawaly said the cupola was the only cedar -sided area. Mr. Apel chose the color to blend
with the other roof elements and dormer, but a lighter color would also work.

Mr. Fishman asked if the mounding would be put in before the building. Mr. Apel said yes.

Mr. Sutphen made a motion to approve this Final Development Plan finding it conforms to
Earlington Village Refinement, has been planned with sensitivity toward the adjacent residential
neighborhood, and meets the subarea standards with the following six conditions:

1) That Phase II be reviewed and approved by the Planning Commission at a later date;
2) That lighting conform to the Dublin Lighting Guidelines;
3) That the Landscape Plan be revised to include: replacing the Red Maples with a hardier

species, replacing the deciduous shrubs around the parking lot with evergreen shrubs and
11- 019Z /PDP /FDP

Rezoning /Preliminary Development
Plan /Final Development Plan
Earlington Village PUD Text
Modification
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adding additional evergreens at the northern portion of the parking lot, a adding street
o trees to the plant list;

4) That floodway, floodway plus 20 feet, and floodplain boundaries be accurately shown on
all plat, planning, building permit, and engineering documents and that all City Codes
be met regarding floodways and floodplains;

5) That signage conform to Code and be externally illuminated; and
6) That the driveway be widened to 22 feet.

Mr. Ferrara seconded the motion. The vote was as follows: Mr. Zawaly, yes; Mr. Ferrara,
yes; Mr. Fishman, yes; Ms. Chinnici- Zuercher, yes; Mr. Sutphen, yes; Mr. Rauh, abstain.
Approved 5 -0 -1.)

4. Rezoning AppliSgfion Z95_0o4 - cKitrick Propert - Revised
Development

This case was po ned to April 20, 5, prior to this ting.

5. al Development PI - Perimeter Cen - McDonald's Res urant

Vi90 Papsidero present this case and slides f a Development P for

co/ated
new

58 square -foot fast ood restaurant wi rive -thru service, a site is cated
1 %W at the northeast co r of Avery- Muirfi Drive and Perime Loop Road. ea E

of the Perimeter enter PCD develo ent, which permit ee- standing faants.
Architecture, to planning, traffic ighting, etc., are w' in the Commissio

Mr. Pa dero said the struc re is in the center the site, there is a service drive,
pro pick -up window , and a stacking la for eight cars. U er the standards f the
su ea, eight stacking aces per window required. The s dard follows the C umbus

ode. /

ecom
le endows, six spaces r window are requ' ed, for a total of 1 There is

a 10 -fdon the north pro line and a 5 -foot azd abutting a 5 -foo uffer alongthe Ba 59 parking spac are required by C e, and the plan sh s only 52, one
ofwhe trash dumpste . The interior lands ping within the par g area falls short
of Colso recomm ds the inclusion of dditional plant m rial. The propose,1
Parkin ng are in ' ations of overdeve ment of the site.

r.

aramg ngnt -or -wa long Avery -Muirfi d Drive, Mr.
eport. An additi 1 12 feet is reque ed for a contint

properties to ace odate Perimeter rive. Amore suit
landscape bu Mr. Papsidero s wed a slide of a pr
responding the Staff Report. t has not been eval tec
show th - foot hedge /col eatment for the s Dine

Papsi ro noted an error i e Staff
tou ght -turn lane in f nt of both
I e area is provided a permanent

used landscape pl submitted today
Street trees an issue. It does

center.

11- 019Z /PDP /FDP

Rezoning /Preliminary Development
Plan /Final Development Plan
Earlington Village PUD Text
Modification




























