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CITY OF DUBLIN HISTORICAL AND CULTURAL ASSESSMENT — INDIVIDUAL PROPERTY SHEETS

Parcel 273-000048 Address 55 S Riverview St OHI FRA-8841-1
Year Built: Ca.1900 Map No: 116 Photo No:  1842-1846 (7/10/16)
Theme: Domestic Historic Use: Single family house Present Use: Single family house
Style: Vernacular/Gabled Ell  Foundation: Parged stone Wall Type:  Brick
Roof Type: Cross gable/asphalt Exterior Wall: Brick Symmetry: No

shingle
Stories: 2 Front Bays: 3 Side Bays: 4
Porch: Hipped roof on northeast Chimney: 2, Exterior, 1 on ridge at rear, Windows:  1-over-1

corner supported by on north elevation Replacements

turned posts

Description: The two-story house has the Gabled Ell form, expanded by a rear addition. The cross-gable roof is
sheathed in asphalt shingles and pierced by a gable dormer on the fagade ell. The structure is clad in brick and rests on
a parged stone foundation. A hipped roof porch is at the juncture of the fagade gable and ell. It is supported by turned
posts and features ornamental brackets and a spindle frieze. The windows are one-over-one double-hung sashes,
topped by broad lintels. A one-story detached garage faces to the alley west of the house.

Setting: The building is located on the west side of Riverview St south of Spring Hill Ln. It is one in a row of late-
nineteenth/early twentieth century residences. The property is landscaped by floral plantings.

Condition: Good

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

Integrity Notes: The building has fair integrity, diminished by replacement materials.

Historical Significance: The building is within the boundaries of the City of Dublin’s local Historic Dublin district. The
property is also 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

2,

55 S Riverview St, looking southwest 55 S Riverview St, garage, looking southeast

Map Grid 116 - 15



BOARD ORDER
City of

Dublin  Architectural Review Board
OHIO, USA Wednesday, November 20, 2019 | 6:30 pm

The Architectural Review Board took the following action at this meeting:

1. Kne Residence at 55 S. Riverview Street

19-094ARB-MPR Minor Project Review

Proposal: A detached garage addition to create a three-car garage for an existing
single-family home on a 0. 40 -acre site zoned Bridge Street District Historic
Residential.

Location: Southwest of the intersection of South Riverview Street and Spring Hill
Lane.

Request: Review and approval of a Minor Project under the provisions of Zoning
Code Sections 153.066—153.070, and the Historic Dublin Design
Guidelines.

Applicant: Tom Gale, Finish Line Building

Planning Contacts:  Chase J. Ridge, Planner I
Contact Information: 614.410.4656, cridge@dublin.oh.us
Case Information: www.dublinohiousa.gov/arb/19-094
MOTION: Mr. Keeler moved, Ms. Bryan seconded, to approve the Minor Project without conditions.

VOTE: 5-0

RESULT: The Minor Project was approved.

RECORDED VOTES:

Shannon Stenberg Yes
Gary Alexander Yes
Andrew Keeler Yes
Kathleen Bryan Yes
Robert Bailey Yes

STAFF CERTIFICATION

( wa Zif((//é

Chase J. Ridge, Planner I

PLANNING 5800 Shier Rings Road  Dublin, Ohio 43016  phone 614.410.4600 fax 614.410.4747 dublinohiousa.gov

EVERYTHING GROWS HERE




City of
Dublin

OHIO, USA

Architectural Review Board
Wednesday, November 20, 2019

CALL TO ORDER
Ms. Stenberg, Chair, called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
Ms. Stenberg led the Pledge of Allegiance.

ROLL CALL

Board Members present:  Mr. Alexander, Mr. Keeler, Ms. Bryan, Mr. Bailey, Ms. Stenberg
Staff present: Ms. Martin, Mr. Ridge and Mr. Hounshell

Also present: Greg Dale, Consultant, McBride Dale Clarion

ACCEPTANCE OF DOCUMENTS

Mr. Bailey moved, Ms. Stenberg seconded to accept the documents into the record.

Vote on the motion: Mr. Bailey, yes; Mr. Alexander, yes; Mr. Keeler, yes; Ms. Bryan; yes; Ms.
Stenberg, yes.

(Approved 5 - 0)

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Ms. Bryan moved, Mr. Alexander seconded to approve the October 16, 2019 meeting minutes.
Vote on the motion: Mr. Bailey, yes; Mr. Keeler, yes; Ms. Bryan, yes; Ms. Stenberg, yes; Mr.
Alexander, yes.

(Approved 5 - 0)

Ms. Stenberg stated that the Architectural Review Board is responsible for review of construction
and modification or alteration to any site in the Review District or area subject to Architectural
Review under the provision of Zoning Code Section 153.177. The Board has the decision-making
responsibility on these cases. The Chair swore in any staff or member of the public who planned
to address the Board on any of the cases during the meeting.

CASES:

1. Kne Residence at 55 S. Riverview Street, 19-094ARB-MPR, Minor Project Review

Ms. Stenberg stated that this application is a proposal for final details for a detached garage
addition to create a three-car garage for an existing, single-family home on a 0.40-acre site zoned
Bridge Street District Historic Residential.



Dublin Architectural Review Board
Minutes of November 20, 2019
Page 2 of 20

Case Presentation

Mr. Ridge stated that this is a request for review and approval of the final construction and design
details for a previously conditionally approved Minor Project request for an addition to an existing
detached garage. The subject site is approximately 0.4 acres in size and zoned BSD-HR — Bridge
Street District, Historic Residential District. It is located on the southeast corner of Spring Hill and
South Blacksmith Lane. The 1.5 car garage shares a drive with the neighbor to the south. The
details provided tonight are supplemental. None of the details previously approved are changing.
The new details include the following:

e Windows and pedestrian doors will have a three-quarter inch thick and 3.5-inch wide trim.
The existing and proposed vents will also be adorned with the same trim.
e The overhead garage doors include a one-inch by six-inch door trim with a cap mold of the
same size and material.
e Located above the southernmost garage door is a one-inch by six-inch band trim to conceal
the horizontal break in the board and batten material.
e The roofline contains a one-inch by four-inch rake trim and a one-inch by six-inch eave
fascia.
e The corners of the building will be wrapped in a three-quarter inch thick and 3.5-inch wide
corner board.
e The proposed batten is one and three-quarter inches wide and is spaced at 16 inches on
center to match the existing board and batten on the 2007 addition to the rear of the home.
e The new dimensional asphalt roof shingle color will be Estate Grey.
e The front fagade will contain four lantern light fixtures.
e The east facade will have a new French door and lighting fixtures.
As a reminder, the windows on the north and south elevations will contain existing windows
salvaged from the current garage.

The request was reviewed against all applicable review criteria, and staff recommends approval
with no conditions.

Applicant Presentation

The applicant provided no additional comments.

Public Comment

There was no public comment.

Board Discussion

Mr. Alexander requested a clarification to the staff reports, which become part of the legal records
of the case. Staff’s report identifies the trim as 1 inch x 4 inch, and 1 inch x 6 inch. He assumes what
is meant are the nominal dimensions in the presentation. It is not actually inches. If the terminology
used is the same as in the presentation, 1x4, it is the industry standard of three-quarters x by 3.5.
For clarity purposes, he would recommend the reference to inches be deleted. If the measurement
on the drawing is used — 1 x 4, that, per the industry standard, is .75 by 3.5.

Mr. Ridge responded that it would be so noted.



Dublin Architectural Review Board
Minutes of November 20, 2019
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Mr. Keeler stated that he has only one comment. The existing block foundation is exposed. The
preference would be to face with a veneer. Although it is not a requirement, it would improve the
appearance.

Mr. Keeler moved, Ms. Bryan seconded to approve the Minor Project with no conditions.
Vote on the motion: Mr. Bailey, yes; Mr. Keeler, yes; Ms. Bryan, yes; Ms. Stenberg, yes; Mr.

Alexander, yes.
(Approved 5 - 0)
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" BOARD ORDER
Dublin  Architectural Review Board

OHIO, USA Wednesday, October 16, 2019 | 6:30 pm

The Architectural Review Board took the following action at this meeting:

3. Kne Residence at 55 S. Riverview Street

19-094ARB-MPR Minor Project Review

Proposal: A detached garage addition to create a three-car garage for an existing
single-family home on a 0.40-acre site zoned Bridge Street District Historic
Residential.

Location: Southwest of the intersection of South Riverview Street and Spring Hill
Lane.

Request: Review and approval of a Minor Project under the provisions of Zoning Code
Sections 153.066—153.070, and the Historic Dublin Design Guidelines.

Applicant: Tom Gale, Finish Line Building

Planning Contacts:  Chase J. Ridge, Planner I
Contact Information: 614.410.4656, cridge@dublin.oh.us
Case Information: www.dublinohiousa.gov/arb/19-094

MOTION #1: Ms. Bryan moved, Ms. Stenberg seconded, to approve the Administrative Departure to
permit an increase to the detached accessory structure size requirements.

1. 8§153.074 (B)(2)(e) Accessory Uses and Structures. Maximum Square Footage
Requirement: The maximum square footage permitted for a detached accessory structure on lots less
than 1 acre is 840 square feet.
Request: Maximum square footage totaling 924 square feet.

VOTE: 5-0

RESULT: The Administrative Departure was approved.

RECORDED VOTES:

Shannon Stenberg Yes
Gary Alexander Yes
Andrew Keeler Yes
Kathleen Bryan Yes
Robert Bailey Yes

MOTION #2: Mr. Keeler moved, Ms. Bryan seconded, to approve the Minor Project with two conditions:

1) That the applicant select roof specifications for the proposed garage that complements the
existing home in color and design, subject to Staff approval; and

2) That the applicant return to the Board with all trim and associated construction details.

PLANNING 5800 Shier Rings Road  Dublin, Ohio 43016 phone 614.410.4600 fax 614.410.4747 dublinohiousa.gov

EVERYTHING GROWS HERE




3. Kne Residence at 55 S. Riverview Street
19-094ARB-MPR Minor Project Review

VOTE: 5-0

RESULT: The Minor Project was approved.

RECORDED VOTES:

Shannon Stenberg Yes
Gary Alexander Yes
Andrew Keeler Yes
Kathleen Bryan Yes
Robert Bailey Yes
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Chase J. Ridge, Plarfner I
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Dublin Architectural Review Board
Minutes of October 16, 2019
Page 3 of 8

3. Kne Residence at 55 S. Riverview Street, 19-094ARB-MPR, Minor Project Review

Ms. Stenberg stated that this application is a proposal for a detached garage addition to create a
three-car garage for an existing, single-family home on a 0.40-acre site zoned Bridge Street District
Historic Residential.
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Dublin Architectural Review Board
Minutes of October 16, 2019
Page 4 of 8

Staff Presentation

Mr. Ridge stated that this is a request for an addition to an existing 1.5-car detached garage located
to the rear of the home at 55 S. Riverview Street. The 0.40-acre site is located on the southeast
corner of Spring Hill Lane and South Blacksmith Lane, fronts South Riverview Street, and is zoned
BSD-HR — Bridge Street District, Historic Residential District. The proposed addition will be to the
north of the existing garage and will add an additional 550 square feet to the existing 370-sq.ft
detached garage, increasing the total area of the garage to 924 square feet. Code permits a
driveway width of 10-20 feet at the right-of-way line. The driveway to the existing garage is a
shared driveway with the property to the south. The existing drive is 35 feet wide, significantly
wider at the right-of-way line than Code permits. The applicant is proposing to widen the existing
drive closer to the garage addition, which does not impact the width of the driveway at the right-
of-way line. The design preserves most of the existing garage, including the front gable roof. The
applicant is proposing to retain portions of each of the four existing walls but create an opening in
the existing north wall to allow access between the original structure and the new addition. The
existing structure and the new addition will be finished in a vertical board and batten siding, new
carriage-style garage doors and lantern lights. The existing windows on the south elevation of the
1.5-car garage will remain, as will the French door on the rear of the existing garage (east
elevation). However, the windows on the existing north elevation will be reused on the new north
elevation for consistency. A new, double French door will be added to the rear of the new addition,
leading to the rear of the home. The colors on the existing home will be used on the garage, which
will include Lyndhurst Grey for the primary color and Nesting Dove for the trim. Although a new
asphalt roof is indicated, no specifications were provided. Therefore, staff recommends the
applicant work with staff to identify the material and color. This application will require an
Administrative Departure for accessories and structures due to the square footage, which exceeds
the permitted maximum of 840 square feet. With the addition, the detached garage will be a total
of 924 square feet. Staff has reviewed the application against applicable criteria and recommends
approval of the Administrative Departure and of the Minor Project with one condition, that the
applicant continue to work with staff to select a roof material.

There were no public comments.

Board Questions for the Applicant
Mr. Alexander inquired if the board and batten pattern and spacing match that on the existing
house.

Applicant, Angie Kne, 55 South Riverview Street, Dublin, indicated that the intent is that it will
match what exists on the home.

Ms. Bryan inquired how many of the existing trees would need to be removed.
Ms. Kne responded that she believes the two Evergreens would be removed and potentially, the
Weeping Willow, as well. She requested that the contractor provide additional comment.

Ms. Stenberg swore in Dan Custer, Finish Line Building, 9120 Dustin Road, Galena Ohio.
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Responding to Ms. Bryan's inquiry, Mr. Custer indicated that it would be necessary to remove one
Evergreen tree and the two shrubs behind it for the new driveway; however, the second Evergreen
nearer to the street could be preserved. The Weeping Willow tree would likely need to be removed.

Mr. Keeler stated that he does not believe details were provided on the trim and window casing.
Will they match those on the existing garage?

Mr. Custer responded that the existing garage has 3-inch corners, which would be removed and
replicated, when the board and batten siding is added. Currently, there is no trim around the doors,
so that will be added. The trim on the current windows is 3.5 inches. The existing garage door
opening will be shifted to the right and the door replaced with a carriage-style garage door to
match the proposed door on the new addition.

Mr. Keeler responded that at the last two ARB meetings, a higher-level of trim detail was requested.
That level of detail is not shown for this application, but if the trim matches what currently exists
on the garage and house, there would be no issue.

Mr. Alexander inquired if the trim would match what exists on the rear, non-original portion of the
house.

Mr. Custer responded that he was not aware of the need to submit that level of detail, but more
information can be provided, if it is desired. Their intent is to remain historically consistent by using
narrower trims, closely matching what currently exists on the garage. He does not know if it would
match the trim on the house, as he has not measured the existing trim. If that is the Board's
request, they would ensure that it matched.

Mr. Alexander responded that previous applicants lacking that level of information were requested
to bring the details back to the Board.

Ms. Martin inquired if the Board would like to add a condition that the applicant bring the details
back to the Board, or a condition that the details be submitted subject to staff’s review.

Ms. Stenberg responded that to be consistent, the applicant should bring the details back to the
Board for approval.

Ms. Martin inquired if the Board is requesting both the board and batten and window casement
details.

Mr. Alexander responded that the applicant should provide details on all the exterior trim, including
fascia, gutters and downspouts. It could simply be identified more clearly on the drawing.

Ms. Kne inquired if a checklist could be provided to them, so that they would not miss anything.
Ms. Stenberg responded affirmatively.

Ms. Bryan stated that with the previous application, a tree removal was involved, which was
specifically discussed. With this application, trees are involved, as well. Why aren't these trees
addressed similarly?
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Mr. Ridge responded that residential landscaping is not regulated. The previous case was subject
to commercial regulations.

Mr. Keeler stated that if trees are removed for a new development, the builder is required to provide
tree replacement. Is that because a development is considered commercial, as opposed to an
individual project?

Ms. Martin responded affirmatively. Subdivision construction is subject to commercial standards. A
single-family home is not.

Ms. Bryan inquired if that is the case if the trees are historic.

Ms. Martin responded that single-family homeowners are not subject to the same tree replacement
requirements even if the trees are historic.

Ms. Bryan responded that there are ancient sycamores in her rear yard. Although she would not
consider cutting them down, could she do so?

Ms. Martin responded affirmatively.

Ms. Bryan requested that staff make a note that ARB would like to pursue historic tree regulations.
Ms. Martin responded that staff would check to see if they could be incorporated into the Historic
District Guidelines. Including them in the Code would require more specific consideration by City
Council.

Ms. Bryan responded that she would like to see it included in the Guidelines; however, she would
also contact City Council about the issue.

Ms. Martin requested additional direction on the roof material. Most asphalt shingles are
dimensional. Currently, the home has the older, one dimensional asphalt shingle, which would be
different. A standing-seam metal roof can be intentionally different. Perhaps the Board could
provide some direction to assist the applicant in preparation of the material details for the next
meeting.

Mr. Custer stated that his assumption would be that it would not be preferable to match the three-
tab shingle on a new building. An architectural, dimensional shingle would be preferable, although
it would not match the house. A metal, standing-seam roof would be more costly.

Mr. Alexander noted that the addition to the back of the home matches the original structure only
in color. Because a differentiation between an historical structure and a later addition is preferred,
he would have no objection if a better roof were used on the new addition.

[Photos of existing structures shown.]

Mr. Custer stated that there is a single-story addition to the back of the original, two-story brick
home. It has a low slope, similar to the existing garage. Due to the fireplace and windows on all
sides, a minimum amount of board and batten was used on that addition.

Mr. Alexander inquired how much life remains on the home's shingle roof.
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Ms. Kne responded that they anticipate the need to replace the roof in five years, so they would
not want to match that existing roof. However, the roof replacement on the house could match the
roof used on the garage addition.

Mr. Keeler stated it would be acceptable if the shingle used on the garage were the same as will
be used for the roof replacement on the home.

Mr. Alexander noted that the pitch of the roof is so low that it will have minimal impact on
neighboring views. There is also a separation between the two structures. He has no issues with
what has been proposed.

Ms. Bryan moved, Ms. Stenberg seconded to approve an Administrative Departure to permit an
increase to the detached accessory structure size requirements.

Vote: Mr. Bailey, yes; Mr. Keeler, yes; Ms. Bryan, yes; Mr. Alexander, yes; Ms. Stenberg, yes.
(Motion approved 5-0.)

Mr. Keeler moved, Ms. Bryan seconded to approve the Minor Project with the following two
conditions:

1) The applicant select a roof specification for the proposed garage that complements
the existing home in color and design, subject to staff approval.

2) That the applicant return to the Board with all trim and associated construction
details.

Vote: Mr. Alexander, yes; Mr. Keeler, yes; Ms. Keeler, yes; Mr. Bailey, yes; Ms. Stenberg, yes.
(Motion approved 5-0.)

There were no additional questions or comments.

COMMUNICATIONS

Ms. Martin reported that:

e Included in the ARB meeting packet was a flyer regarding an “Evening of Gratitude” on
Tuesday, October 29 at The Exchange at Bridge Park. Board members can anticipate
receiving individual invitations, as well, for which RSVPs are requested. The event will
provide an opportunity to thank individuals who volunteer time on behalf of the City, which
includes Board members.

e Additional cybersecurity training will be provided to Board members in 2020, one year
following the date of their training completed in 2019. This training is important due to the
electronic access Board members have to City resources.

e Staff is exploring the opportunity of holding a joint meeting with the Planning and Zoning
Commission and Architectural Review Board before the end of the year. Presently, no date
has been set, but members may be receiving notification of a proposed date.

Ms. Bryan noted that the previous date scheduled for the ARB walking tour of the Historic District
was canceled. Will that be re-scheduled?

Ms. Martin responded that a new date will be identified for that tour, which will be optional for
Board members. It is also a public meeting, so members of the community may participate in the
tour, as well. Board members will receive email notification of the rescheduled date.
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Ms. Stenberg inquired about the next steps in the ARB Code and Historic Guidelines amendment
process.

Ms. Martin responded this item would be scheduled on the ARB’s November meeting agenda.
Recommendations received from the ARB, PZC and the public have been incorporated into revised
draft documents, and the consultant has reviewed the revised draft. At their November meeting,
ARB will be reviewing proposed revisions to the development standards. After final review, the ARB
will be forwarding a recommendation for approval to PZC. If necessary, a Special ARB meeting can
be scheduled for that review.

ADJOURNMENT
The meeting was adjourned at 7:15 p.m.

Chair, Architectural Review Board

Deputy Clerk of Council
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BOARD ORDER
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Fax: 614-410-4747
Web Site: www.dublin_oh.us

The Architectural Review Board took the following action at this meeting:

3. Bailey Residence 55 South Riverview Street

07-020ARB Demolition/Building Modifications

Request: To consider building modifications to include a 440-

G square-foot addition and the demolition of a shed for a

residence located on the southwest corner of Spring Hill
and South Riverview Street.

Procedure: Review and approval of building modifications under the
provisions of the Historic Dublin Design Guidelines.

Applicants: Jonathan Bailey; represented by Justin Collamore.

Planning Contact: Joanne M. Ochal, Planner.

MOTION #1: Thomas Holton made a motion, seconded by Clayton Bryan, to approve this shed
demolition, with one condition:

1) That a demolition permit be obtained from the Building Standards Division prior
to the removal of the building.

* Justin Collamore, on behalf of Jonathan Bailey, agreed to the above condition.
VOTE: 5-0.
RESULT:  The demolition of this shed was approved.

RECORDED VOTES - MOTION #1:
Q Thomas Holton Yes
Tom Currie Yes
Clayton Bryan Yes
William Souders Yes
Linda Kick Yes Page 1 of 2



ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD

Q‘ BOARD ORDER
MAY 23,2007

3. Bailey Residence 55 South Riverview Street

07-020ARB (Continued) Demolition/Building Modifications

MOTION #2: Clayton Bryan made a motion, seconded by Linda Kick, to approve this building
addition and modification because it meets the criteria of the Historic Dublin
Guidelines and Code. The building addition, demolition and the site
improvements will contribute to the overall appearance of the District.
Planning recommends approval of this application with six conditions:

1) That the air conditioner units be screened to meet Code using approved planting
materials listed in the Historic Dublin Guidelines;

2) That the applicant provides documentation of the exact location of the black iron
railing and obtain the necessary approval from City Council if located within the
right-of-way;

3) That new plans be submitted to Land Use and Long Range Planning with any
changes that occur with this approval;

4) That paint removal on the original structure be done in the least invasive process
in order to preserve the brick;

O 5) That the proposed chimney be narrowed at the angled portion (shoulder) in order
to closely mimic the existing chimney; and

6) That a continuous board and batten material be incorporated on the northern
elevation where the enclosure abuts the main building.

* Justin Collamore, on behalf of Jonathan Bailey, agreed to the above conditions.
VOTE: 5-0.

RESULT:  The building addition and modification was approved.

RECORDED VOTES - MOTION #2:

Thomas Holton Yes

Tom Currie Yes

Clayton Bryan Yes

William Souders Yes

Linda Kick Yes

STAFF CERTIFICATION

/Joanne M. Ochal
lanner

Page 2 of 2
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138 South High Street
Sign
a site located on the

Steele OXfice Building

Holton asked about the originally approved 2005 landscape plan. id all that
was to plant the.three dogwoodtrees showm\ Ms. Ochal said the sign did not

follows: Mr. Hol ; Mr. i ; Mr, ; Mr. Souders, yes; and Ms. Kick, yes.

(Approved 5 -0.)

3. Bailey Residence | 55 South Riverview Street
07-020ARB Demolition/Building Modifications

Joanne Ochal said the site is located on the southwest corner of South Riverview Street and
Spring Hill. She said it contains a 1,700-square-foot two-story home listed on the Ohio Historic

_ Inventory. She said the demolition of the 82-square-foot shed, located on Blacksmith Lane is

proposed. Ms. Ochal said the applicant is proposing then to enclose an existing porch on the rear
of the building, and add an addition to it. She said other modifications are a stamped concrete
patio leading to the garage, an additional air conditioner on the side, and a stamped concrete
walkway with a wrought iron railing system leading to South Riverview Street. Ms. Ochal said
the main modifications will occur on the west elevation. She said the two Victorian brackets on
the porch corners are proposed to be removed. She said the existing chimney is to be resurfaced
with limestone veneer. (A sample of the limestone was shown.) Ms. Ochal presented slides of
the proposed building modifications and additions. She said aluminum clad Pella windows
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matching the trim color were proposed. A French door and a triple window on the west
elevation are proposed. (A sample of the window color was provided.) Ms. Ochal said the
additional chimney proposed will also have limestone veneer. She said board and batten siding
along with asphalt shingles matching those on the existing roof are proposed. She said the
existing porch will be enclosed and the proposed addition will be 440-square-feet. Ms. Ochal
said all trim will be painted Nestle Dove (A sample was provided). She said OG-styled gutters
and downspouts and a black iron railing at the street level.

Ms. Ochal said Planning reviewed this application to the evaluations of the Historic Dublin
Guidelines. She said Planning recommends approval of the building additions and shed
demolition with the conditions listed in the Planning Report.

Mr. Holton confirmed that the propésed demolition met two of the three criteria listed.

Justin Collamore, the applicant. said he had no knowledge of the shed’s original purpose or age.
Mr. Holton said he was concerned that buildings in the District had been allowed to deteriorate
to the point where they have to be demolished. He said there needed to be a way to prevent that
so that it does not reach this point. Ms. Ochal said the City had an employee assigned especially

to the District to inspect on a regular basis to inspect structures.

Mr. Souders said if Planning saw no reason not to demolish this structure, he saw no reason not
to do so. Ms. Ochal said the City has a consultant that helps determine if a building has historic
value of the buildings in the District.

Mr. Currie asked about the concrete pad under the foundation. Ms. Ochal said the applicant is

_required to remove any debris left from the demolition. Mr. Collamore said that he had not

decided what to do with the area under the foundation. However, he assured the Board that it
would not be left in an unsightly condition.

Motion and Vote #1 (Demolition)
Thomas Holton made a motion, seconded by Clayton Bryan, to approve this shed demolition,

with one condition:
1) That a demolition permit be obtained from the Building Standards Division prior to the

removal of the building.

Mr. Collamore, on behalf of Jonathan Bailey, agreed to the above condition. The vote was as
follows: Ms. Kick, yes; Mr. Souders, yes; Mr. Bryan, yes; Mr. Currie, yes; and Mr. Holton, yes.
(Demolition Approved 5 —0.)

Ms. Ochal said the historian looked at the chimney and thought with the addition of limestone,
the two chimneys would be similar in materials, but not the design.

M. Collamore clarified that he was using cultured stone, not limestone material on the chimneys
and that he did not intend to paint anything on the existing building not already painted. He also
assured the Board that he would not be using high gloss paint.
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There was a lengthy diécussion about the basic black wrought iron railing from the street to the
sidewalk and on the porch. Mr. Souders noted that the issue was not the type of railing, but the
railing location proposed. Ms. Kick said she had no p_roblem with these railings.

Mr. Collamore clarified that the upper, square bedroom windows proposed were casement
windows for egress purposes, but they had a double-hung one-over-one appearance with the
interior grids. He said a double-hung window for egress would not fit elsewhere for the
bedroom.

Mr. Holton said the Board strongly recommended that there be a continuous surface, especially
on the north elevation to avoid future a maintenance problem.

Motion and Vote #2 (Building Modifications and Addition)

Clayton Bryan made a motion, seconded by Linda Kick, to approve this building addition and

modification because it meets the criteria of the Historic Dublin Guidelines and Code, and the

building addition, demolition and the site improvements will contribute to the overall appearance

of the District, with six conditions:

1) That the air conditioner units be screened to meet Code using approved planting materials
listed in the Historic Dublin Guidelines;

2) That the applicant provides documentation of the exact location of the black iron railing and
obtain the necessary approval from City Council if located within the right-of-way;

3) That new plans be submitted to Land Use and Long Range Planning with any changes that
occur with this approval;

4) That paint removal on the original structure be done in the least invasive process in order to
preserve the brick;

5) That the proposed chimney be narrowed at the angled portion (shoulder) in order to closely

mimic the existing chimney; and
6) - That a continuous board and batten material be incorporated on the northern elevation where
the enclosure abuts the main building.

Mr. Collamore, on behalf of Jonathan Bailey, agreed to the above conditions. The vote was as
follows: Ms. Kick, yes; Mr. Souders, yes; Mr. Bryan, yes; Mr. Currie, yes; and Mr. Holton, yes.
(Building Modification and Addition Approved 5 - 0.)

The meeting was adjourned at 8:36 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Jau

Libby*Farley
Administrative Assistant
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