CiTY OF DUBLIN HISTORICAL AND CULTURAL ASSESSMENT — INDIVIDUAL PROPERTY SHEETS

Parcel  273-000045 Address 61 S Riverview St OHI FRA-8820-1
Year Built: 1894 Map No: 128 Photo No:  2142-2146 (7/12/16)
Theme: Domestic Historic Use: Single family house Present Use: Single family house
Style: Vernacular Foundation: Stone Wall Type:  Frame
Roof Type: Side gable/asphalt Exterior Wall: Asbestos Symmetry:  Yes
shingle
Stories: 1.5 Front Bays: 3 Side Bays: 2
Porch: Small entry porch with  Chimney: 2, Exterior, 1 on north Windows:  6-over-6 and
metal roof supported by elevation, 1 on west 4-over-4
wrought-iron posts elevation of rear wing Replacements

Description: The one-and-one-half-story house has a rectilinear footprint, expanded by a rear wing. The structure rests
on a stone foundation. The exterior walls are clad in asbestos siding, and the side-gable roof is sheathed in asphalt
shingles. An open concrete deck encircled by a wrought-iron balustrade stretches across the facade. The facade is
divided into three fenestration bays. The front door is on the center bay, sheltered by a metal roof supported by wrought-
iron posts. Flanking bays consist of canted oriel windows, comprised of a 6-over-6 window at their center, flanked by four-
over-four windows. West of the house is a one-car detached garage with added carport.

Setting: The property is located on the west side of S Riverview St in the village core of Dublin.
Condition: Good

Integrity:  Location: Y Design: Y  Setting: Y  Materials: N
Workmanship: N Feeling: Y  Association: Y

Integrity Notes: The house has good integrity, diminished slightly by replacement materials.

Historical Significance: The building is recommended contributing to the City of Dublin’s local Historic Dublin district
and is recommended contributing to the recommended Dublin High Street Historic District, boundary increase, which is
more inclusive of historic resources in the original village.

District: ~ Yes Local Historic Dublin district Contributing Status: Recommended contributing

National Register:  Recommended Dublin High Street  Property Name: N/A
Historic District, boundary increase
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61 S Riverview St, looking northwest

s

61 S Riverview St, looking northeast

Map Grid 128 - 12
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42 Further Description of Important Interior and Exterior Features(Continue on reverse if necessary)

Simple mid-19th century cottage with six-over-six
windows, a central entrance, and a newer projecting bay
in front.
but is two stories at the rear with a reverse saltbox
form.

It appears to be a single story from the front

43. History and Significance (Continue on reverse if necessary)
This house contributes to

character of S. Riverview.

the scale and historic

Located on a landscaped lot with a small frame garage
and a carport at the rear of the lot and a small
outbuilding with a chimney near the southwest corner of
the house.
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Case #24-104MPR, 87 S. High Street, Minor Project Review
Proposal for exterior modifications to an existing building in the Historic District. The 0.12-acre

[ ]
Mr. Bitar stated that this is a request for approval of a Minor Project Review (MPR) proposal for

exterior modifications to the existing building at 87 S. High Street. The 4,950-square-foot lot is
1840. The building is an excellent example of the Greek Revival style with characteristics of

American Vernacular as well. It has front-facing, low-pitched gables and an emphasized cornice

line. The decorative dentil frieze board along the front facade is not original to the structure but is
a distinctive feature. There is a small well house directly to the rear of the main structure. In 2023,

zoned HD-HS, Historic South District, and is located approximately 55 feet northwest of the
intersection of Pinney Hill Lane and S. High Street. It contains an individually listed building built c.

site is zoned HD-HS, Historic South District and is located southeast of the intersection of Eberly

Hill and South High Street.

Staff Presentation
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the owner brought an Informal Request to the Board for a residential addition; no further action
was taken.

The request is to approve exterior re-painting of the structure. The owner seeks approval for the
use of Iron Ore, SW 7056, as a body color, with the trim remaining Tricorn Black, SW 6258.
Unfortunately, painting of the house began in early 2024 prior to the owner seeking approval. Staff
made contact with the owner in March 2024, and the applicant submitted an application for ARB
approval in July. Currently, the front and rear facades already are painted, and all facades of the
well house are painted. As the Board is aware, a document of pre-approved paint colors permitted
in the Historic District was approved in 2022. Building owners are permitted to use pre-approved
colors, based on building age and style, via an Administrative Approval. Building owners wishing
other colors may use the MPR process to obtain Board approval. This house reflects a distinct Greek
Revival architectural theme, and reflective of that time period, the previous paint color was light.
The application submitted is for a much darker color. Because it is not consistent with the approved
colors, the paint cannot be approved administratively; however, the ARB has the authority to
consider an alternative color. Two of the applicable criteria are not met; therefore, staff
recommends that the Board approve the Minor Project Review with one of the following two
conditions:

A) The applicant choose a body paint color from the Pre-Approved Paint Colors Section 3.0
list and repaint the building and well house body within 30 days of approval. This would
require submission of an Administrative Approval application, or

B) The applicant complete the front-facing upper window trim in Tricorn Black and the north
and south elevation bodies in Iron Ore, within 30 days of approval.

Board Questions

Ms. Patt-McDaniel and Ms. Cooper requested clarification of the current paint and the request.
Mr. Bitar provided clarification that the house trim color has not changed from its previous color,
only the body color.

Applicant Presentation

Shannon Hospell, Owner, 87 S. High Street, Dublin, stated that they are seeking a color variance
approval. As owners, their goal is to invest in the house and add to the aesthetic appeal of the
neighborhood. They realize that the color they have selected is not on the Historic District’s list of
approved colors for the Greek Revival time period; however, it is an approved historical color. They
believe this color elevates the building’s historic charm and balances the District. Next to this house
is a white structure and a dark green structure. The red bank building sits across the street. They
have received complimentary comments on their selected color from passers-by. They are seeking
approval to keep the color.

Public Comments

There were no public comments.

Board Discussion

Mr. Jewell stated that he has seen this color used elsewhere in the District; therefore, he has no
concerns with it.
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Ms. Damaser stated that she has concerns with the process that was used. The applicant is seeking
approval after choosing an incompliant color.

Ms. Hospell responded that the color was accidentally chosen, and they initially intended to change
it. After receiving some compliments, however, they decided to keep the color. Subsequently, they
approached the City to seek approval.

Ms. Cooper stated that she prefers the lighter colors for that style architecture, as they showcase
the architectural detail. She has no objection to the black trim. The selected color is not an approved
color, in which case, the applicant must submit a request for Board approval. She is not comfortable
in rewarding an applicant for not following the procedure but seeking approval after the fact. She
is reluctant to approve the waiver.

Ms. Patt-McDaniel stated that although not approved, she has no objection to the selected color.
She inquired if it is typical with Greek Revival architecture for the wall color to be light and the trim
dark.

Mr. Bitar responded that it was typical for the wall color to be light and the trim to be an earth tone.
Ms. Damaser inquired if the contrasting trim color would not be an approved color.

Mr. Bitar responded that for the time period it would have been acceptable, but for the specific
architectural style, it would not be an approved color.

Mr. Cotter stated that he would be supportive of requesting the applicant to repaint the structure
with a color on the City’s Historic District Approved Colors list. From a historic standpoint, the
Board'’s goal is to maintain the District’s character. If we permit all those elements to be blended, it
becomes impossible to find the reason for the paint colors for specific architecture. He is not
opposed to the color, although he believes the contrast is lacking. From the standpoint of the Historic
District Guidelines, there is a reason for the designated colors. The Board determined the need for
the Historic District Approved Colors document and approved it to prevent the need to deal with a
situation such as this. It is not the Board members’ personal opinions that matter. From the Historic
District process standpoint, we must focus on what the City is trying to preserve. As time has
evolved, the City lost some historical elements in the District. It is important to preserve those that
remain.

Mr. Cotter requested and Mr. Bitar provided clarification of the two condition options.

Ms. Patt-McDaniel moved, Mr. Jewell seconded approval of the Minor Project with the following
condition:
1) The applicant shall complete the front-facing upper window trim in Tricorn Black and
the north and south elevation bodies in Iron Ore, within 30 days of approval.
Vote: Ms. Cooper, no; Ms. Damaser, no; Mr. Cotter, no; Mr. Jewell, yes; Ms. Patt-McDaniel, yes.
[Motion failed 2-3]

Ms. Damaser moved, Ms. Cooper seconded approval of the Minor Project with the following
condition:

1) The applicant shall choose a body paint color from the Pre-Approved Paint Colors
Section 3.0 list and repaint the building and wellhouse bodies within 30 days of
approval.

Vote: Ms. Patt-McDaniel, no; Ms. Damaser, yes; Mr. Cotter, yes; Ms. Cooper, yes; Mr. Jewell, no.
[Motion passed 3-2]
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