


CITY OF DUBLIN HISTORICAL AND CULTURAL ASSESSMENT – INDIVIDUAL PROPERTY SHEETS 

 

Map Grid 128 - 5  

Parcel 273-000015 Address 143 S High St OHI FRA-8806-1 

Year Built:  1890 Map No: 128 Photo No: 1984-1987 (7/11/16) 

Theme: Domestic Historic Use: Single family house Present Use: Single family house 
Style: Vernacular Foundation: Stone Wall Type:  Masonry 

Roof Type: Cross gable/standing 
seam metal 

Exterior Wall:  Stucco Symmetry: No 

Stories: 1.5 Front Bays: 4 Side Bays: 2 
Porch: Shed roof on façade 

supported by Doric 
columns 

Chimney: 1, Interior, on ridge near 
center of house 

Windows: 2-over-2 Wood 
sashes/modern 
replacements 

Description: The one-story house has a T-plan footprint with a front-gable core and a side-gable ell on the south 
elevation. The masonry structure is sheathed in stucco, with standing seam metal cladding the roof. A shed-roof porch 
supported by Doric columns extends cross the façade. The front door is centered within the porch; it is wood paneled and 
flanked by sidelights. Windows flanking the door are two-over-two wood sashes. Remaining windows are modern 
replacements, including double-hung and horizontal sliders. A detached garage is located northwest of the house. 

Setting: The property is located on the southwest corner of S High St and John Wright Ln 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 building has fair integrity, diminished by replacement materials.  

Historical Significance: The house is recommended contributing to the City of Dublin’s local Historic Dublin district and 
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 

Historic District, boundary increase 
Property Name: N/A 

 
 143 S High St, looking southwest  143 S High St, looking northwest 

 





ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD 

 
MEETING MINUTES 

 
APRIL 23, 2014 

 

 
1. BSC-HR, Historic Residential District – Stevens Residence 143 S. High Street 

14-028ARB                     Demolition 
 

Jennifer Rauch said this application is for demolition of an existing single-family home built between 1880 and the 
1900s, as well as a two-car accessory garage situated on the rear of the site on the west side of South High 

Street, south of the intersection with John Wright Lane.   

 
Ms. Rauch said the applicant is proposing to construct a new two-story, single-family residence to replace the 

demolition. She said the property is zoned HR (Historic Residential) and they would be required to meet those 
standards within the Code for the new build.   

 

Ms. Rauch reported the home is listed on the Ohio Historic Inventory (OHI) but not on the National Register of 
Historic Places. She said as part of the review for a demolition, the applicant demonstrated compliance with at 

least two of the four Conditions for Demolition. She explained information was provided to the Administrative 
Review Team for reference, but they did not make a formal recommendation as it is not required.  She said a 

subsequent proposal for the construction of a new house would be required should the demolition be approved. 
Ms. Rauch said the A Administrative Review Team enlisted Todd Parker, one of the City’s architectural consultants 

to review this case and provide comments. 

 
Condition #1 

Ms. Rauch restated the house was built between 1880s – 1900s and there have been significant modifications to 
the house, including the application of stucco material over the main structure, the removed of trim and a brick 

chimney on the exterior that greatly diminished the character of the home and is inconsistent with the historical 

style of this area. She reviewed Todd Parker statements that the home had minimal features of architectural 
historical character and no longer held historical significance. 

 
Conditions #2 and #3 

Ms. Rauch said as part of the application, a structural review was provided by George Fraker, PE at Fraker 

Engineering, LLC, who identified multiple improvements necessary to bring the structure up to current Code 
standards and condition of occupancy. She said the report indicated repairs were technically possible but may not 

be economically feasible or justifiable given its age and condition.  She said the applicant has stated renovating 
the existing home is not a viable economic option due to the overall poor condition and significant deterioration 

from rotting and subject of neglect.  
 

Condition #4 

Ms. Rauch said based on the proposal, a new home would enhance the value and character of the neighborhood. 
She said the house is oriented similarly to the existing home and faces S. High Street with then a hyphen addition 

and a rear two-car garage located at the back of the lot.  She said at the concept level the proposed future home 
appeared to meet the Code requirements. She presented the various elevations that showed the gabled roof and 

rear portions of the house. She noted Todd Parker’s comments included the appropriateness of a single-family 

home but recommended the following to better fit within the district: 
1) Reduce the second story to a story and a half design 

2) Consider a detached garage  
3) Use appropriate exterior building materials  
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Ms. Rauch said based on this information, Planning is recommending approval of the demolition, three of the four 

criteria were met with two conditions: 
That demolition will not occur until: 

(a) Architectural Review Board approval of a proposed design for the new single-family residence; and  
(b) Building permits issued. 

 

Neil Mathias referred to the slide showing the overall original site and asked about the area directly behind the 
property where Mill Lane intersects.  He asked if it was an alley and how it related to the property. Thomas 

Munhall stated he understood that to be abandoned right-of-way. 
 

Ms. Rauch stated it was most likely a former extension of Mill Lane and staff would look into the history as part of 

the minor project application. 
 

Mr. Mathias said it would helpful to decide what is the best use of that area and if it could be used as a rear 
access and provide more options for the site design layout and create a more useable yard.   

 
David Rinaldi said he did not have a problem with the demolition but thinks they have a challenge with the scale 

of the new design. 

 
Mr. Schisler said he did not have a problem with the scale. Mr. Munhall said he did not either as there is a big 

three-story house down the street. 
 

Mr. Schisler noted there was a mixture of houses of different sizes and he believes the building materials are 

more important than the scale in this case. 
 

Mr. Mathias said he agrees with a demolition as the current house sits on the property line and this would be a 
great opportunity to create a home that fits better overall with the size of that lot.  He said he did not have a 

problem with the two-story design but wants it balanced on the lot.  He said he likes the idea of the detached 
garage and recommend they create a courtyard patio and useable space between the house and the garage as 

opposed to pushing it together and making it too tall. 

 
Heidi Bolyard, Bolyard Architecture and Design Studio, LLC, asked for clarification on height and if it meant just 

the garage section. 
 

Mr. Mathias said the two-story front section seemed very tall and pushed to the front of the yard making it out of 

proportion with the garage attached. He said he did not have a problem with the 1.5 story garage but the second 
story overhung the front porch a little bit making it seem out of proportion, especially from the side view. Ms. 

Bolyard agreed you could see the overhang from the side view.  She said two-dimensionally it is difficult to see 
the porch that will hide this portion.  

 

Ms. Bolyard said they will set the new homes so it is similar to the other homes on the street for continuity. She 
said she wanted to be as close as possible for the next steps to get the new construction approved. 

 
Motion and Vote 

Mr. Munhall moved, Mr. Schisler seconded, to approve this request for demolition as three of the four review 
criteria are met with two conditions: 

 

That demolition will not occur until: 
(a) Architectural Review Board approval of a proposed design for the new single-family residence; and  

(b) Building permits issued. 
 

Heidi Bolyard, representing the applicant, agreed to the above condition. The vote was as follows: Mr. Rinaldi, 

yes; Mr. Mathias, yes; Mr. Schisler, yes, and Mr. Munhall, yes. (Approved 4 – 0) 


