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MEETING MINUTES 

Administrative Review Team 
Thursday, January 26, 2017 | 2:00 pm 

 
 

ART Members and Designees: Vince Papsidero, Planning Director; Jeff Tyler, Building Standards 
Director; Colleen Gilger, Economic Development Director; Matt Earman, Director of Parks and Recreation; 

Shawn Krawetzki, Landscape Architect; Aaron Stanford, Senior Civil Engineer; and Mike Altomare, Fire 
Marshall.  
 

Other Staff:  Jennifer Rauch, Planning Manager; Claudia Husak, Senior Planner; Lori Burchett, Planner II; 

Logan Stang, Planner I; Mike Kettler, Planning Technician; Cameron Roberts, Planning Assistant; Mary 

Turner, Planning Assistant; and Laurie Wright, Administrative Support II. 
 

Applicants:  None. 
 

Vince Papsidero called the meeting to order at 2:02 pm. He asked if there were any amendments to the 

January 19th meeting minutes. The minutes were accepted into the record as presented.  
 

 

INTRODUCTIONS 

1. BSD C – Home 2 Hotel            5000 Upper Metro Place 

17-006MSP               Master Sign Plan 
 

Logan Stang said this is a request for a Master Sign Plan including two wall signs and one monument sign 
for a hotel on a 2.57-acre parcel, south of US 33, at the intersection with Frantz Road. He said this is a 

request for a review and recommendation of approval to the Planning and Zoning Commission for a Master 
Sign Plan under the provisions of Zoning Code §153.066. 

 

Mr. Stang said the applicant proposed a Master Sign Plan before that included four signs, three building 
mounted signs and one ground sign but retracted the MSP before final approval. He said they have filed a 

new Master Sign Plan with three signs that include two wall signs and one ground sign.  
 

Mr. Stang presented the 98 square-foot wall sign proposed for the east elevation, which is where Frantz 

Road meets W. Dublin-Granville Road at a height of 41 feet.  He presented the 65 square-foot sign proposed 
for the west side with the same design as the first but the height would be 44 feet from grade. Lastly, he 

presented the proposed 24 square-foot ground sign for Upper Metro Place at a height of 5 feet. He stated 
the ground sign meets all the Code requirements for color, size, location, and height. He described the 

ground sign as having a brown background, green accent, and white lettering. He said wall signs are limited 

in height to the first floor, as appropriate to the building type, and that the proposed wall signs all exceed 
this limitation. He stated all of the signs are internally illuminated.   

 
Mr. Stang indicated the color green for the stairwell that is visible from the outside is a condition of approval 

by City Council as part of their prior review. He said Council must approve of the color, once it has been 
up for a limited time or the applicant will be required to repaint it prior to opening. He indicated the applicant 

could come back later if the color needs to be changed.  

 
Claudia Husak noted the rectangular block element on the east elevation appears blank and thought a sign 

was always intended for that area. She said that same element on the other elevation looked okay with 
the sign positioned upon it.  

 

Jeff Tyler said he liked the projecting sign the applicant had proposed with the earlier Master Sign Plan.  
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Mr. Stang asked the ART if he should suggest removing the ground sign and adding a projecting sign on 

the corner instead. The ART also considered changing the orientation of the ground sign to be vertical 
rather than horizontal, if the applicant wanted to keep it.  

 
Ms. Husak said a projecting sign would be viewed as more creative as there is not one in the area, yet.  

 
The consensus of the ART was that the signs overall were not appropriate as the intent of a Master Sign 

Plan is to promote creative freedom, not just to permit larger signs installed at a greater height. 

 
Vince Papsidero asked if there were any further questions or concerns regarding this application. [There 

were none.] He stated the recommendation for approval was scheduled for February 2, 2017. 
 

 

2. BSD HC – Mixed-Use Development (Behind Biddies site)   76-82 S. High Street 
17-008ARB-SPR               Site Plan Review 

 
Lori Burchett said this is a request for a mixed-use building with associated parking and site improvements 

on the east side of south High Street, approximately 35 feet southeast of the intersection with Eberly Hill 

Lane. She said this is a request for a review and recommendation of approval to the Architectural Review 
Board for a Site Plan Review under the provisions of Zoning Code §153.066(F) and (J). 

 
Ms. Burchett reported the applicant had reoriented the building on the site so the prominent side is on 

Eberly Hill Lane. She presented the south elevation, which is the rear view. She indicated the applicant 
intends on keeping the former Biddies building on site but other accessory structures will need to be 

demolished. She presented both the west elevation facing High Street and the east elevation. She presented 

the proposed building with the outline of the former Biddies structure in the background for context. She 
said the design of the architecture appears to fit with other architecture in the district now at 2.5 stories 

high. The material changes submitted by the applicant, she said have helped diminish the massing. She 
presented general massing illustrations, including the southeast corner view. Lastly, she presented the 

material samples that included; a standing seam metal roof, asphalt shingles, and Hardiplank siding in 

various colors. The ART noted that the change in roof materials helped to break up the long appearance 
of the building. 

 
Jeff Tyler noted the architecture details of the yellow house was awkward. He said he liked the reorientation 

as all the front now is not behind the Biddies building. 
 

Jennifer Rauch reported the ARB liked the proposal when reviewed before but they did not approve of the 

height. She said this new proposed design makes the building appear to be separate buildings, which 
appear to have developed over time.  

 
Claudia Husak said she was uncomfortable with the design of the south elevation because of the various 

window sizes and heights of balconies with railings. 

 
Ms. Rauch explained the multi-balconies are related to the locations of the residences as now the residences 

are on top of one another when they were side-by-side. 
 

Shawn Krawetzki inquired about the proximity of the building to the back of the former Biddies building. 

Ms. Burchett answered there was approximately 6 feet, which includes a walkway. Mr. Krawetzki asked if 
that limited space was too tight to accommodate the roof overhang. 

 
Ms. Rauch said this proposed building appears smaller than before, which is appropriate. She asked if the 

applicant is meeting the parking requirements; if not, she said the applicant would need to submit a Parking 



Administrative Review Team Minutes 
Thursday, January 26, 2017 

Page 3 of 3 

 
Plan. Logan Stang asked if the applicant needs to account for any existing parking agreements. Ms. Rauch 

indicated that since the surrounding businesses’ hours of operation are offset that parking should not be 

an issue for those they share an agreement with. 
 

Aaron Stanford inquired about lighting for the parking lot and if a photometric plan had been submitted. 
Ms. Burchett said she needed to investigate lighting further.  

 
Mr. Tyler was concerned with the proximity of the proposed building to the existing buildings. He said based 

on the distance the applicant would be required to fire rate the structure on the west elevation and that 

there are probably other building code issues not being addressed. 
 

Ms. Rauch inquired about the doorway on the Eberly Hill Lane elevation. She noted the steep walk up to 
the doorway and questioned the threshold and steps proposed for that doorway in the center. She stated 

the walkway appears to be located within the right-of-way, which could also pose an issue. 

 
The consensus of the ART was that they liked the reorientation of the building but there was vital 

information missing that the applicant needs to provide.   
 

Vince Papsidero asked if there were any further questions or concerns regarding this application. [There 

were none.] He stated the recommendation for approval was scheduled for February 9, 2017. 
 

 
3. BSD HR                170 S. Riverview Street 

17-009ARB-MPR       Minor Project Review 
 

Jennifer Rauch said this is a request for a deck addition and modification to front porch on an existing 

residence on a 0.66-acre parcel on the east side of S. Riverview Street, approximately 400 feet south of 
the intersection with Pinney Hill Lane. She said this is a request for a review and recommendation of 

approval to the Architectural Review Board for a Minor Project Review under the provisions of Zoning Code 
§153.066 and the Historic Dublin Design Guidelines. 
 

Ms. Rauch said the applicant has requested these modifications to make the deck safer. She explained the 
back of these properties along the river have grades that drop significantly. She said the applicant is 

proposing to add to the size of the current deck off the back, construct a better stairway, and include a 
new walkway. She stated the applicant is also requesting minor modifications for the front porch that would 

include adding three columns and a window. 
 

Ms. Rauch presented the proposed back deck extension with the steps leading down into the yard. She 

indicated the railings came from a historic structure to be reused with this proposal. Jeff Tyler said he 
thought the railing appeared low and even if it is existing he cannot ignore the height with this proposal.  

 
Ms. Rauch noted the two glass panels to be included in the railing design on either side of the historic 

railing. She presented the Aztek decking material proposed along with other materials, posts, and lights. 

 
Vince Papsidero asked if there were any further questions or concerns regarding this application. [There 

were none.] He stated the recommendation for approval was scheduled for February 2, 2017. 
 

ADJOURNMENT 

Vince Papsidero asked if there were any additional administrative issues or other items for discussion. 
[There were none.] He adjourned the meeting at 2:42 pm. 

 
As approved by the Administration Review Team on February 9, 2017. 


