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ONimnce No. 10-11 10

AN ORDINANCE TO REZONE APPROXIMATELY 23.3

ACRES LOCATED ON THE WEST AND EAST SIDES OF

AVERY ROAD AT THE INTERSECTION WITH HOLYWELL

DRIVE, FROM R -1, RESTRICTED SUBURBAN RESIDENTIAL
DISTRICT, AND PUB, PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT
DISTRICT ( BRIGID'S GREEN) TO PUD, PLANNED UNIT
DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT (SAINT BRIGID OF KILDARE
CATHOLIC CHURCH —CASE 10- 058Z(PDP)

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the Council of the City of Dublin,
of its elected members concurring, that:

Section 1 . The following described real estate (see attached legal description marked
Exhibit "A') situated in the City of Dublin, State of Ohio, is hereby rezoned PUD,
Planned Development District, and shall be subject to regulations and procedures
contained is Ordinance No. 21 -70 (Chapter 153 of the Codified Ordinances), the City
ofDublin Zoning Code and amendments thereto.

Section 2 . The application, Exhibit "B ", including the list of contiguous and affected
properly owners, and the recommendations of the Planning and Zoning Commission,
Exhibit "C", me all incorporated into and made an official part of this Ordinance and
said real estate shall be developed and used in accordance therewith.

Section 3. This Ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and after the earliest

period allowed by law.

Passed this A 8'A day of 27 pJ—[yt l _ 2011.

Mayor - P si ing Officer

ATTEST:
Clerk of Council
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RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS
Minutes of Dublin City Council Meeting

March 28, 2011

Mayor Lecklider called the Monday, March 28, 2011 Regular Meeting of Dublin City
Council to order at 7:00 p.m. at the Dublin Municipal Building.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

Cub scouts from Pack 138, Chapman Elementary, led the Pledge of Allegiance.

ROLL CALL

Present were Mayor Lecklider, Vice Mayor Salay, Mrs. Boring, Ms. Chinnici - Zuercher,
Mr. Gerber, Mr. Keenan and Mr. Reiner.

Staff members present were Ms. Grigsby, Ms. Readier, Mr. McDaniel, Interim Chief
von Eckartsberg, Ms. Crandall, Mr. Harding, Mr. Earman, Mr. Langworthy, Mr. Tyler,
Ms. Willis, Ms. Ott, Mr. Sova, Ms. Martin, Ms. Ray, Ms. Rauch, Ms. Willis, Ms. Justice,
and Ms. Wawszkiewicz.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Mayor Lecklider noted that approval of the March 14 Council meeting minutes will be
deferred to March 28, 2011.

PROCLAMATIONS /SPECIAL RECOGNITION

Intelligent Community Day 2011
Mayor Lecklider read a proclamation in honor of Intelligent Community Day 2011.
John Jung, founder of the Intelligent Communities Forum, accepted the proclamation
on behalf of the Forum. Mayor Lecklider noted that Dublin was named a Smart21
Community in 2008, 2009, 2010 and 2011 and named to the list of the Top Seven
Intelligent Communities worldwide for 2010 and 2011. On June 8, 2011, the

Intelligent Community of the Year will be announced.

Mr. Jung expressed thanks for the proclamation. He noted that they are very fortunate
to have Dublin as part of their Intelligent Community Family. They anticipate
continuing to hear of Dublin's intelligent community progress in the future.

CITIZEN COMMENTS

There were no comments from citizens on items not on the agenda.

LEGISLATION

Ordinance 10 -11

Rezoning Approximately 23.3 Acres Located on the West and East Sides of
Avery Road, at the Intersection with Holywell Drive from R -1, Restricted
Suburban Residential District and PUD, Planned Unit Development District
Brigid's Green) to PUD, Planned Unit Development District. (St. Brigid of Kildare
Catholic Church - Case 10- 058Z/PDP)

Ms. Ray stated that the first reading of Ordinance 10 -11 occurred at the February 28
Council meeting. Council requested no changes, and there is no additional
information to report.

Mayor Lecklider invited public testimony.

Paul Harris, 6322 Lido Court, Dublin, stated that because his property is located in the
immediate area of the rezoning, he received notice of this public meeting via mail. He
has attended tonight's meeting to find out what the church will be building. He
distributed photos of the area behind the church. The area immediately behind the
church has been leveled and fenced. There is a school that meets in the church, so
perhaps a sports field or some other facility related to the school may be planned.

Mr. Reiner stated that all construction at the church is already complete; no other
construction is planned. The land has been leveled and seeded. The fence can be
removed.
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Vice Mayor Salay requested that Planning staff confirm that construction is complete.
Ms. Ray stated that is correct. This rezoning limits all future development by
essentially limiting the amount of future impervious surface or lot coverage on the site.

Michael Close. 7360 Bellaire Lane, Dublin repre senting the applicant stated that in

regard to the west side of the site, that is correct — all construction is complete, as it
would increase the amount of impervious surface. However, on the east side of the
site, there is a contingency to potentially install more parking on the east side, but only
after obtaining additional City approval.

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

Ordinance 11 -11

Rezoning Approximately 51 Acres Located on the Northeast Corner of the
Intersection of Dublin Road and Memorial Drive, from R -1, Restricted Suburban
Residential District and PUD, Planned Unit Development District (Wasatch
Estates) to PUD, Planned Unit Development District. (Deer Run - Case 10-
062Z/PDP/PP)
Ms. Rauch stated that the first reading of this ordinance occurred at the February 28
Council meeting. The rezoning would authorize a planned district of three subareas
providing for nine estate lots and 37 cluster lots with 10 acres of open space. At the
previous meeting, Council requested additional information, which has been provided
in this packet. Council requested a follow -up regarding: ( 1) the Planning staffs
request that Council reconsider the sidewalk addition; and (2) information about the
number of side load versus front load garages within Subarea C. At the earlier
meeting, the applicant requested a tree waiver; however, a provision addressing this
has now been incorporated in the proposed development text for Council's
consideration this evening.

Council requested photographs of similar developments within the City, both with and
without sidewalks. Photographs of other such developments were provided in
Council's packet. The Ballantrae example is similar to this proposal. The sidewalk
and tree lawn can be accommodated within the existing proposed easement area on
the preliminary plat, and therefore staff requests Council's reconsideration of this
request for a sidewalk within that subarea.

Council also requested the number of lots containing side - loaded or court- loaded
garages versus front - loaded garages within subarea C. The original development text
provided for the February 28` meeting indicated that nine lots 75 feet wide were
required to develop with a side -load or court- loaded garage. Staff has worked with the
applicant and determined that an additional five lots could accommodate a side - loaded
garage, as well, and that has been incorporated into the revised development text.

The applicant had requested a tree waiver, due to the fact that the property owner has
planted a significant number of trees on the site. Planning staff has worked with the
applicant to determine language for an appropriate fee waiver, which has now been
incorporated in the revised text. This request differs from previous tree waivers.
Council typically requires tree - for -tree replacement for trees between 6 — 24 inches,

and for trees over 24 inches, replacement on an inch - for -inch basis for all site
improvements, and also a fee in lieu of. The tree waiver, which has been incorporated
into the revised development text, is stricter in that the applicant has agreed to replace
trees that are between 6 — 18 inches on a tree - for -tree basis, and trees 18 inches and
above, on an inch - for -inch basis, given that the trees planted by the property owner
would not have reached a size greater than 18 inches.

In summary, staff recommends that Council reconsider the sidewalk in Subarea C and
approve the ordinance with the proposed development text amendments.
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recognized for apprehending the suspect within a very short time after the shooting
occurred on Frantz Road. In doing so, the situation was handled safely and
professionally. Officer Rickenbacher was also honored by Central Ohio Crime
Stoppers as the February 2011 Officer of the Month.

Safe Ride Month —March 2011

Mayor Lecklider presented a proclamation to Interim Chief von Eckartstberg in
recognition of March 2011 as "Safe Ride Month" in Dublin.
Interim Chief von Eckartsberg thanked Central Ohio Safe Ride for partnering with the
City on this initiative. This is a continuation of the "Choose Your Ride" program that
Officer McKenna helped to create. It enables the City to keep this initiative moving
forward, providing taxicab vouchers to establishments in Dublin.

CITIZEN COMMENTS

Patrick Byrne, 829 Oxley Road, Columbus Chairperson, Central Ohio Safe Ride
stated that this initiative began in 2009 as a collaboration between Byrne's Pub and
Fado Irish Pub. It was designed to provide taxicab vouchers during the St. Patrick's
Day holiday season. Since that time, they have collaborated with the Columbus Board
of Health and Riverside Methodist Hospital in development of the program, which now
includes 17 participating establishments in a year -round program. They are pleased
with the support from the City of Dublin and Dublin establishments. The program is
very effective in reducing the number of impaired drivers on the road. These
establishments are investing their own funds in the program. They are hopeful that
the program grows throughout Central Ohio.

Linda Tvorik 240 Parsons Avenue, Columbus Public Health Safe Communities

Program noted that they partnered with Byrne's Pub and Fado Irish Pub to initiate
Safe Ride in 2009, and expanded the program to year round in 2010. They provided
141 vouchers in 2009 and 388 in 2010. They are pleased that the program is now
expanding to the City of Dublin. She is hopeful that the other Franklin County
communities will join their program as well. The goal is to keep the roads safe by
ensuring everyone has a safe ride home. They plan to have a media event in Dublin
on March 16, and they are appreciative of the proclamation that they will incorporate in
their efforts. The Franklin County Sheriff's Department and the Ohio Unit of
Investigation from Ohio Department of Public Safety is also part of their group.

Bill Jacob, 53 N. High Street, Dublin introduced himself as the 2011 President of the
Historic Dublin Business Association. He invited everyone to attend the kick -off
meeting tomorrow at the Dublin Library branch at 8:30 a.m. They will share their plans
for 2011 with current and prospective members. He added that the City has a strong
partner with the H.D.B.A. in making the Historic Dublin a wonderful experience for
visitors and residents alike, and ensuring they have a safe and enjoyable visit to
downtown Dublin. They look forward to working with the City in the future.

LEGISLATION
INTRODUCTION /FIRST READING — ORDINANCES
Ordinance 10 -11

Rezoning Approximately 23.3 Acres Located on the West and East Sites of
Avery Road, at the Intersection with Holywell Drive from R -1, Restricted
Suburban Residential District and PUD, Planned Unit Development District
Brigid's Green) to PUD, Planned Unit Development District. (St. Brigid of Kildare
Catholic Church - Case 10- 058Z/PDP)
Mr. Gerber introduced the ordinance.

Ms. Ray stated that this application was reviewed by Planning & Zoning Commission
at their February 3, 2011 meeting, and a recommendation of approval with three
recommendations was made to Council.

She shared an aerial view of the site, noting that the application consists of two
parcels that are part of the rezoning request to PUD: a 15 -acre parcel, located on
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the west side of Avery Road, generally south of Brand Road and Avery Park; and
the Brigid's Green PUD, which is an 8.3 acre parcel located on the east side of
Avery Road. Surrounding development in the area consists of single - family
residential neighborhoods zoned PLR, including Wyndham Village, Wexford
Estates and Dublinshire.

The applicant has met with adjacent property owners to discuss the application,
and some of the residents attended the February 3 and November 4, 2010
rezoning hearings and made comments. The residents' main concerns are the
amount of development on this site and future potential development. Planning
staff has spoken with these residents, who indicate they are generally satisfied with
the proposed development text provisions that will help limit all future development
on both of these parcels.
There are two subareas: subarea A on the west side of Avery includes the existing
church, pastoral center, and school; subarea B on the east side of Avery includes
an existing residence, athletic fields, and a 102 -space parking lot.
The site on the west side of Avery has a long development history. St. Brigid
Church and school have undergone several expansions since their construction in
1990 and 1995, respectively. Most recently, the applicant applied for a variance in
2009 to permit the lot coverage on the church site to exceed 45 percent. The
Board of Zoning Appeals disapproved this variance, but did approve a shared
parking agreement with Radiant Life Church, which is located 1,000 feet to the
south of the parcel. This is designed to accommodate the parking requirements for
the church's recent sanctuary expansion.
The church is requesting rezoning to PUD to allow the lot coverage to exceed 45
percent and to allow the church to share parking between the subarea A and
subarea B.

The proposed preliminary and final development plan generally represents the
existing site conditions, with a plan for future parking, should additional parking
spaces need to be constructed to meet parking requirements.
The proposed text includes two subareas, and the proposed permitted uses are
the existing uses in each subarea.
Two of the primary issues discussed at P &Z were lot coverage and parking. The
proposed text includes provisions that would allow all uses between the two
parcels to share required parking and /or required parking would defer to Code. Of
the 417 total parking spaces required, 381 are provided with the two parcels of the
church site and Brigid's Green. The remaining 36 spaces are provided through the
agreement with the Radiant Life Church; however, if that agreement terminates,
the final development plan includes a provision showing how the additional parking
will be accommodated within subarea B.

In terms of lot coverage, the proposed coverage is what exists today. It is 50.3
percent for subarea A and 13 percent for subarea B. If the additional parking were
required to be installed to meet requirements, the text would allow the permitted lot
coverage to be 17 percent for subarea B.

Planning & Zoning Commission recommended approval to Council with three
conditions:

1) That the applicant modifies the development text to address the comments
discussed in the Planning Report regarding parking, subject to Planning
approval;

2) That the development text be modified to require the same landscape
screening for the southern boundary of the new parking lot, subject to Planning
approval; and

3) That the additional text modifications requested by the Commission be made to
the development text, subject to Planning approval.

Planning is recommending approval of Ordinance 10 -11 at the second reading /public
hearing. She offered to respond to questions. The applicant is present tonight.

Michael Close, 7360 Bellaire Avenue. Dublin noted that:

All of the development on the site has been done according to permit.
However, there were some miscalculations at one time resulting in the
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sanctuary building and some of the parking exceeding the 45 percent lot
coverage limitation. Therefore, the applicant originally requested a variance to
allow them to keep the parking on the site. It was denied, however the Board
approved the use of spaces offsite at Radiant Life, which exceed the Code
required limit of 300 feet from the site. The issue relates to the Christmas and
Easter church services and the parking overflow needs. For the remainder of
the year, the parking spaces are adequate.
This rezoning commits that there will be no further development on the site
beyond what is already permitted. This rezoning will allow the existing parking
spaces to be retained. The church has already removed a detention pond on
the property, which was a concern of adjacent property owners. There is also a
contingency that if the Radiant Life parking agreement is terminated, the
Church will build the parking as required on the site. This rezoning simply
brings the development into compliance with the requirements. They have met
with numerous neighbors who are now satisfied.
He requested that Council hold over the second reading /public hearing until
March 28, as he will be out of town on March 14.

Mrs. Boring asked how stormwater management is being handled, if the detention
pond has been eliminated.
Mr. Close responded that the City has already approved a re- engineering of the
detention on the site and it has been completed. It was done under the previous R -1
zoning, because the neighbors objected to the detention pond that existed.

Mayor Lecklider recalled some comments in the record about the crosswalk on Avery.
Was this resolved?

Mr. Close explained that when the rezoning was done for Brigid's Green, the
crosswalk was relocated. There has been no further change.

Mayor Lecklider noted there was some discussion about maintenance of this
crosswalk. He asked for clarification.

Ms. Ray responded that a Commission member asked about the parking located on
both sides of Avery Road and whether there would be a need for additional
maintenance for this crosswalk. It is located in the public right -of -way, but the City will
work with the Church to ensure it is maintained properly.
Mr. Close added that the applicant is also improving and widening the existing
bikepath along the west side of Avery Road on a portion of this site from a five -foot
sidewalk to an eight -foot bikepath.
Ms. Ray noted that there is a portion that tapers to a five -foot sidewalk, and staff
recommended that the portion be improved to an eight -foot bikepath.
Mayor Lecklider asked if the concrete sidewalk will be removed and asphalt installed
to widen it to the bikepath standard of eight feet.
Mr. Close responded that it could be an asphalt overlay; they will comply with
whatever Engineering recommends be done.

Mayor Lecklider noted that he appreciates the efforts of the applicant, staff and the
neighbors to work together to address the issues and concerns.

Mayor Lecklider stated that the second reading /public hearing will take place on
Monday, March 28 as requested by the applicant tonight.

Ordinance 11 -11

Rezoning Approximately 51 Acres Located on the Northeast Corner of the
Intersection of Dublin Road and Memorial Drive, from R -1, Restricted Suburban
Residential District and PUD, Planned Unit Development District (Wasatch
Estates) to PUD, Planned Unit Development District. (Deer Run - Case 10-
062Z/PDP/PP)
Mr. Gerber introduced the ordinance.
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BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

BOARD ORDER

JULY 23, 2009

The Board of Zoning Appeals took the following action at this meeting: 

1. St. Brigid of Kildare — Lot Coverage Variance

09 -035V

7179 Avery Road
Area Variance

Proposal: A variance request to exceed the permitted lot coverage for

and to exceed the maximum distance for offsite shared

parking for a church zoned R -1, Restricted Suburban

Residential District, located at the intersection of Avery
Road and Holywell Drive. 

Request: Review and approval of variances to Code Sections

153. 071( B)( 4)( d) and 153. 203. 

Applicant: Represented by Michael Close, Esq., Wiles, Boyle, 

Burkholder & Bringardner Co., L.P.A. 

Planning Contact: Jamie Adkins, AICP, Planner II

Contact Information: ( 614) 410- 4644, jadkins@dublin. oh. us

MOTION # 1: Victoria Newell made a motion, seconded by Brett Page, to approve this variance
application to exceed the permitted. lot coverage. 

VOTE # 1: 0 — 4. 

RESULT. This Variance application was disapproved. 

RECORDED VOTES MOTION # 1: 

Bangalore Shankar No

Victoria Newell No

Patrick Todoran No

Brett Page No

Sean Cotter Absent

Page 1 of 2



BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

BOARD ORDER

JULY 23, 2009

1. St. Brigid of Kildare — Lot Coverage Variance 7179 Avery Road
09 -035V Area Variance

MOTION # 2: Victoria Newell made a motion, seconded by Brett Page, to approve this variance
application to exceed the maximum distance for offsite shared parking because it meets the
standards for a non =use ( area) variance set forth in the Code, with. two conditions: 

1) That the applicant submit a parking operations plan that ensures efficient direction of
traffic to minimize conflicts with the public roadway network; and

2) That the applicant submits an affirmation that the signed lease continues on an annual
basis or this variance shall expire. 

Michael Close agreed to the above conditions. 

VOTE # 2: 4 - 0. 

RESULT: This Variance Application was approved. 

RECORDED VOTES MOTION # 2: 

Bangalore Shankar Yes

Victoria Newell Yes

Patrick Todoran Yes

Brett Page Yes

Sean Cotter Absent

STAFF CERTIFICATION

Sam' dkins, AICP

an ner II

Page 2 of 2
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I. St. Brigid of Kildare — Lot Coverage Variance 7179 Avery Road
09 -035V Area Variance

Jamie Adkins presented this case involving a request for two variances. She said that during the
last hearing this case was tabled because the Board and the residents raised concerns over the
proposed parking lot and building expansions. She said the applicant has addressed some of the
concerns of expanding the building, and the proposed site plan no longer includes the proposed
parking lot expansion on the northwest corner of the site. Ms. Adkins said the applicant is still
proposing a modified drive aisle, a sidewalk, and the previously proposed building expansion, 
which does not change the lot coverage variance request. She said the existing site is just over
48 %, which is above the 45% permitted by Code, and with the proposed building expansion, the
lot coverage will be 48. 26 %, which is less than the previous request of 54 %. 

Ms. Adkins said the second variance request is to address parking. She said by removing the
parking from the proposal, the applicant still must meet the Code requirements if the building
expansion were to be approved. Ms. Adkins said in order to meet Code - required parking, the

church has secured a parking agreement with Radiant Life Church, which is located to the south
of the property. She said the Code permits churches to have joint offsite parking agreements for
up to 50% of their required parking as long as the parking is within 300 feet. She said the

distance in this case is approximately 1, 000 feet, and therefore, St. Brigid will need a variance
from the 300 -foot distance requirement. 

Ms. Adkins said staff has evaluated both variance requests, and for the lot coverage variance it is
Planning' s opinion that none of the criteria in the first section has been met and two of the four
criteria have been met in the second set of standards. She stated that Planning recommends
disapproval of this lot coverage request. 

Ms. Adkins said that for the shared parking distance variance request, it is Planning' s opinion
that all of the criteria are met in the first section and three of the four criteria have been met in
the second section; therefore, Planning recommends approval of the shared parking distance
variance request with the conditions listed in the Planning Report. 

Bangalore Shankar asked for clarification regarding the distance measurement. Ms. Adkins said
the distance is measured from the front door of the church to the actual parking area. 

Mr. Shankar asked if that distance is the maximum. Ms. Adkins said it is, which is why the

applicant is requesting a variance to permit the offsite parking. 

Patrick Todoran asked if there will be a problem with the two churches overlapping service

times, which would impact the parking arrangement. Ms. Adkins said that currently, the site is
not being used as a church, and the shared parking agreement stipulates the hours which the
parking area may be utilized. 

Brett Page asked if there has been a plan submitted outlining how the church will ensure people
get to and from the parking area safely. Ms. Adkins said there is a walking path between the two
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areas, and the goal is to let parishioners know when the St. Brigid' s parking area is full and
redirect them to the overflow parking area to prevent traffic jams. 

Mike Close, 7360 Bellaire Avenue, said St. Brigid' s has contracted specific dates and times
during which they are allowed to utilize the parking area of the Radiant Life Church. He said
once the parking is approved the church will notify the parishioners in many different ways to
ensure everyone is aware of the additional parking. He said there is not a problem - to place a

parking full" sign to avoid parking hazards. 

Mr. Close said that at the last meeting he was told that the parking was 400 feet away as
measured from lot line to lot line, and so he is currently unsure of what the current number is
because the measurement criteria seem to have changed. He said he measured a little over 800

feet from the parking area to the front door. Mr. Close said there is a bike path from Radiant

Life Church to St. Brigid' s, so there should not be a problem with people walking to the lot. 

Mr. Close said he has a problem with the second condition because the lease renews itself every
year. He said at the conclusion of the construction of the sanctuary a planed unit development
application will be submitted to cover both sites, and there are plans to add additional parking on

the Brigid' s Green side, in the event the lease with Radiant Life Church is terminated for any
reason. He stated that in reality there is more than enough space with both of the parcels joined
to meet the lot coverage requirements without a variance. Mr. Close said he expects that when he
submits the rezoning application for the parking area, the construction of the additional parking
lot will be completed and if the parking arrangement does not work, the church has the ability to
add spaces. Mr. Close said there is no' way the church can meet the second condition because the
term of the lease automatically renews, so they cannot provide yearly proof of the lease
agreement. 

Mr. Close said there has been a reduction in the amount of parking needed for the sanctuary. He
said the increase is only . 17 %. He said the church is aware of the current violation, which is

partly the church' s fault and partly the city' s fault. He said an erroneous application was

submitted and the error was not detected prior to approval, and in turn the church is 3% over the

allowed lot coverage. He said with the additional . 17 %, the parking variance, and PUD zoning

covering the parcels, there would not be an issue. He said construction is intended to start as

soon as the application is approved. He said it is sufficient to say that the church has outgrown
the current space and needs to build. He said he would like to make the variance for the
expansion for the sanctuary a two -year variance, and at the end of the two years if the rezoning
application is not submitted then he should have to come back and explain why the application

was not submitted or the variance should be revoked. Mr. Close said if plans go accordingly he
would have the planned unit development application filed, bringing the church into compliance. 
Mr. Close said he believes this variance can be a short- term solution and the church would be in
full compliance within the near future. 

Ms. Adkins said the second condition was intended to address a time frame for parking because

the offsite parking is not intended to be a permanent solution. She said Planning cannot condition
the church to submit a planned unit development application because it requires approval by a
different Board. 
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Ms. Newell asked if staff has a recommendation on how the condition could be modified. Ms. 
Adkins said it is up to the Board, and Planning would support a time limit on either of the
variances as the applicant has suggested. 

Mr. Close said he has no problem with returning to the Board every two years to discuss how the
parking situation is working. He said if it is not working, additional parking areas are being built
anyway. He said he cannot provide written confirmation of the lease every year because it is self
renewing. 

Ms. Newell said that the lease agreement is being taken into consideration. She asked Ms. 
Adkins to clarify how the distance between the parking area and the church is measured. Ms. 
Adkins said the Code states measurement should be taken from the parking area to the front
entrance of the church. She explained that Planning measured a straight line from the nearest
edge of the proposed parking area to the front entrance of the church, and the distance is
approximately 1, 000 feet. 

Ms. Newell said Planning is measuring from the drive entrance to the next drive entrance as
opposed to the property line. She said the measurement of the distance was referenced when the
case was heard last month. 

Ms. Adkins suggested the condition, " that the shared parking agreement expire in two years if a
planned unit development rezoning application has not been submitted" as a good compromise. 

Ms. Newell asked how submitting an application for a planned unit development district
rezoning will solve the issue for the church. Ms. Adkins said the church would write its own
zoning requirements, like on Brigid' s Green, which is a way to allow the church to have parking
on just one site and address some of the site constraints. She said the process would tailor zoning
to the site, but there is still an issue with parking. Ms. Adkins said the rezoning would be
reviewed by Planning and Zoning and approved or disapproved by City Council, and any final
development plans would be approved by the Planning and Zoning Commission. 

Mr. Page asked about the lot coverage error, which put the church over the limit. Ms. Adkins
said the Code limits lot coverage to a maximum. of 45% and it is the applicants' responsibility to

comply. She said part of the error was that it was never noted on the plans for the building permit
submittal because during the review process it was not noticed that the notation was not there. 

Mr. Close said there are already plans for Brigid' s Green, but it has to go through the Planned
Unit Development rezoning process to change parking requirements. He said when the lot is

finished, the plans for the expanded parking will be presented to the Planning and Zoning
Commission, but if the shared parking arrangement works, there is no reason to put down
additional asphalt. 

Mr. Newell asked about a long -term solution concerning the shared parking agreement. Mr. 
Close said currently there is a 90 -day lease for the parking agreement. He said the parking on the
Brigid' s Green site will be part of a Planned Unit Development District rezoning application, and

the timing will be up to the Planning and Zoning Commission and City Council. 
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Jim Gatto, 6321 Lido Court, asked what happens if the Planned Unit Development expansion
does not get approved and the church has already expanded. He said people will be coming to the
larger church and there will not be enough parking. He said the walk from Radiant Life Church
is going to be challenging in bad weather because the bike paths are not cleared for pedestrians, 
and so people will not want to park there; they will park in the neighborhoods - instead. He said
the parking agreement may not be the best solution for the parishioners because in reality it is a
bit of a walk. Mr. Gatto said that in the last meeting Mr. Close said that asphalt is not needed, 
cars could utilize the grassy area behind the gym. He was concerned that the church will put
down gravel once cars start parking on the grass. He reiterated that the lot coverage already
exceeds the maximum by 3% and he feels the expansion plan needs to be outlined prior to

construction. 

Mr. Shankar said somewhere along the line, while the church was continuously expanding, 
someone should have caught the lot coverage error. He wanted to know how to bring the

building down to a reasonable percentage. Ms. Adkins explained that lot coverage deals with
impervious surface, including any type of pavement, parking, sidewalks, drive aisles and

buildings. She said rather than removing portions of the building, the simplest way to meet the
45% criteria would be to reduce parking, which would put them below the Code - required
amount of parking space. She said that in order to be in compliance with Code, the church would
have to relocate parking. 

Mr. Shankar asked how much parking would need to be removed in order to be in compliance
with the lot coverage requirement. Ms. Adkins said it is 19, 000 square feet of impervious area, 

which would require 50 to 60 parking spaces. She said it is similar in size as what was proposed
at the last meeting in the northwest corner of the site. She said that is the amount of pavement, 

which would need to be removed to comply with the 45 %. 

Ms. Newell asked if the lot coverage issue is resolved and the parking is reduced, would a
variance for the cross parking agreement resolve the parking issue. Ms. Adkins said it would. 

Ms. Newell said there is enough parking with the additional lot being proposed. She said if the
second variance is approved for the offsite parking and the lot coverage is reduced on the
existing site the whole site would still be within compliance. Ms. Newell said she is comfortable
with the walking distance between the churches since there is currently no way that the church
could comply with the distance provision because there are no other nearby parking areas. 

Mr. Todoran asked if the church is currently using Brigid' s Green as parking. Mr. Close said

they are, which is a closer walk than the existing back lot on the church site. 

Mr. Shankar said he is still concerned about making the building meet the requirements. Ms. 
Newell said it would be the applicant' s decision on how they intend to accomplish bringing the
lot into compliance. She said she would not be opposed to making a condition that the church
must bring the existing site into compliance with lot coverage. 

Ms. Adkins said if the Board were to disapprove the first variance for the lot coverage request, 

the church would have to bring the lot into compliance. 
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Bill Greer, 6282 Manteo Drive, said that in the winter the walkway needs to be cleared for
people to walk from the parking area to the church since it can be dangerous in the winter. 

Mr. Close said the problem with removing asphalt is that the same asphalt will be part of the
rezoning plan submitted to the Planning and Zoning Commission. He said to require the asphalt
to be removed and later replaced puts a financial burden on the church. Mr. Close requested that
he be given two years to complete the entire project to avoid having to remove spaces then put
them back in later due to lack of space on the other side. 

Ms. Newell said she is concerned because the final outcome is unknown. She said the site needs
to be brought into conformance with the lot coverage, regardless of what needs to be done. She
said Mr. Close is asking to proceed with the addition, and the only way to proceed with the
addition is to address the current lot coverage. 

Mr. Close said that once the situation is resolved the church will know what it needs to do. Ms. 
Newell said that if the situation is left as is, it will become worse, and the lot coverage issue is
not being resolved. 

Mr. Close said if the spaces are required to be removed, then he will need to submit another
variance to have less parking than required by Code. He said even if the church is not expanded
they will fall below Code for the number of required spaces. 

Ms. Adkins pointed out that the second variance addresses that issue. Ms. Newell said if the
second variance is put in place the applicant would have the option to address parking. She said
how the lot is brought into coverage is the applicants' decision. Mr. Close said the concern is that
if the lease is lost with Radiant Life, even on a temporary basis, they will be out of compliance
for parking. 

Joe Jimenez, 6290 Manteo Drive, said he agrees with bringing the lot into conformance with the

existing regulations. He said the church' s lot is already overbuilt, and to continue to build onto
the church would only make the situation worse. 

Jan Gatto, 6321 Lido Court, asked if the church is required to remove parking spaces, are they

going to be allowed to place gravel on the grass if that is where parking needs to occur, and if so, 
another problem would arise. 

Ms. Newell said neither parking on the grass nor creating a gravel parking area is permitted. 

Mr. Close said he does not believe there are rules regarding parking on grass behind the principal

building in the Zoning Code. Ms. Adkins noted that the Code regulates the material used for
parking, which must be a pavement with a certain strength and durability. She said the location

does not matter, but the material does. 

Mr. Page asked if there can be specifics in the plan to address the safety issues of people walking

fi-om the parking area to the church. Ms. Adkins said the concern is that the City owns the bike
path, so something would need to be coordinated with the department of the City that maintains
the bike paths. 
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Ms. Newell asked when the pervious pavement issue came up. Ms. Adkins said it came up
during a pre - submittal meeting for building permits for the expansion, which is how the overage
on lot coverage was discovered. She pointed out that pervious pavement also does not meet the
Code requirements for pavement. 

Mr. Gatto said if the parking situation is not resolved then people are going to park on the grass, 
and that cannot happen. 

Mr. Shankar was concerned with the safety issues of the additional parking. He said that offsite
parking is not going to help solve the issue because more issues concerning parking will arise
over the years. He said building onto the church is going to add to the current problem and he
did not want to allow any more expansion of the existing site. 

Ms. Newell said the church does not have the ability to control the public walk so they cannot
make a condition for the church to keep it clear. She said she is willing to support the variance
concerning parking but not the variance for lot coverage. 

Ms. Adkins confirmed that there are two motions required for this application. 

Motion and Vote # 1

Ms. Newell made a motion, seconded by Mr. Page, to approve this variance application to
exceed the permitted lot coverage. The vote was as follows: Mr. Shankar, no; Mr. Todoran, no; 

Mr. Page, no; and Ms. Newell, no. ( Disapproved 0 — 4.) 

Ms. Newell asked Mr. Close why he cannot comply with the conditions. Mr. Close read a portion
of the lease concerning the renewal terms. He said unless someone takes affirmative action the
agreement continues indefinitely. He said the agreement starts on October l., 2009 through

October 1, 2010, and as long as they keep their end of the agreement no one is going to terminate
the contract. He said there will not be another signed document each year to prove to the City
that the agreement remains active. 

Ms. Newell said she understood. She asked if the condition were reworded to state " submit

affirmation that the signed lease continues" if the language would meet everyone' s needs. 

Mr. Close agreed to both conditions. 

Motion and Vote # 2

Ms. Newell made a motion, seconded by Mr. Page, to approve this variance application to

exceed the maximum distance for offsite shared parking because it meets the standards for a non- 
use ( area) variance set forth in the Code, with two conditions: 

1) That the applicant submits a parking operations plan that ensures efficient direction of
traffic to minimize conflict with the public roadway network; and

2) That the applicant submits an affirmation that the signed lease continues on an annual

basis or this variance shall expire. 
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The vote was as follows: Mr. Todoran, yes; Mr. Shankar, yes; Mr. Page, yes; and Ms. Newell, 
yes. ( Approved 4 — 0.) 

2. River Forest — Setback Variance 5385 Indian Hill Road

09 -055V Area Variance

Claudia Husak presented this request for a variance for a rear yard set back for a single- family
lot in the River Forest subdivision. She explained the variance request, which is to decrease the

rear yard setback from 50 feet to 39 feet. Ms. Husak described the lot and the setback

requirements. She stated that in 2005 the Board of Zoning Appeals approved a variance that
allowed a barn and greenhouse to be built, and the variance at that time was for the size of the

accessory structures. Ms. Husak said in 2005, the greenhouse was located to the east of the barn
and met the setback requirements at that time, but the greenhouse was ultimately built to the rear
of the barn to allow for maximum sun exposure. She said the proposal is to allow this greenhouse
to be located 39 feet from the rear lot line. She said Planning has reviewed the standards for a
variance and has determined that most of the criteria are met for the variance approval and

Planning is therefore recommending approval of this variance request. 

Ms. Newell said that looking at the site plans provided for the surrounding property, it appears
that everyone in the area has a similar sized lot. She asked whether in terms of other

developments in the same residential zoning classification in the City, the lots within this
neighborhood are substantially larger than typically seen. Ms. Husak said yes, the two -acre lots
in River Forest are considerably larger than lots in other subdivisions. 

Ms. Newell said she is concerned that when the greenhouse was built, the residents did not stick

to the submitted plans. She wondered if they created their own hardship. Ms. Husak said the
criteria reviewed by Planning are that the applicant did not create the shape of the lot or the size
of the tree stand in the front of the lot, which requires the house have a large front setback. 

Mr. Shankar said all of the lots are odd - shaped in this area, and the maximum 50 -foot setback

issues always arise in odd - shaped lots. He asked if the 50 -foot requirement was created for very
deep lots. Ms. Husak said the 50 -foot requirement was made for really deep lots, because the
requirement would otherwise be 20- percent of the depth of the lot. 

Aaron Underhill, Smith and Hale, 37 West Broad Street, representing the applicant, said the
residents have tried to follow the law but made some mistakes along the way. He said when the
applicants decided to construct the greenhouse, the contractor said the sun would not properly
shine on the greenhouse in the area it was intended to be constructed. He said the contractor told

the residents that because they received a permit it was okay to move the location. 

Mr. Underhill said there are factors which warrant a variance. He said this is a very large lot with
a 160 -foot front yard setback; therefore, the home starts halfway back on the lot. He said the

west side is about 400 feet in depth and the other side is 107 feet less. He said from west to east
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The Board of Zoning Appeals took the following action at this meeting: 

2. St. Brigid of Kildare — Lot Coverage Variance 7179 Avery Road
09 - 035V Area Variance

Proposal: A variance request to exceed the permitted lot coverage for a

church zoned R - 1, Restricted Suburban Residential District, 

located at the intersection of Avery Road and Holywell Drive. 
Request: Review and approval of a variance to Code Section

153. 071( B)( 4)( d). 

Applicant: Michael Close, Esq., Wiles, Boyle, Burkholder & Bringardner Co., 

L. P. A. 

Planning Contact: Jamie Adkins, AICP, Planner II

Contact Information: ( 614) 410 - 4644, jadkins @dublin. oh. us

MOTION: Sean Cotter made a motion, seconded by Bangalore Shankar, to table this Variance
application at the request of the applicant. 

VOTE: 5- 0. 

RESULT: This Variance application was tabled. 

RECORDED VOTES: 

Bangalore Shankar Yes

Sean Cotter Yes

Victoria Newell Yes

Patrick Todoran Yes

Brett Page Yes STAFF CERTIFICATION

ns, AICP

Planner II
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Rachel Swisher said that a list of potential Items of Interest was also sent to the Board yesterday. 
She explained that City Council had requested Items of Interest from all Boards and
Commissions in the City, which will also be discussed in more detail at next month' s meeting. 

1. Woodlands at Ballantrae
5696 Marmion Drive

09 -037SP
Special Permit

Drew Noxon stated that this is a consent case and asked if a presentation was needed. Mr. Cotter
asked the Board members if they had any questions, and hearing none, asked that the applicant
approach the podium. Mr. Cotter asked the applicant if he understood and agreed with the
conditions. 

Rich Danko, Duffy Homes, stated that he agreed to all of the conditions. 

Motion and Vote

Mr. Cotter made a motion, seconded by Mr. Shankar, to approve this special permit because it
meets the review standards and the requirements, with two conditions: 

1) That the special permit for this model home expire on June 25, 2011; and
2) That a temporary sign permit be approved prior to July 25, 2009. 

The vote was as follows: Mr. Todoran, yes; Ms. Newell, yes; Mr. Page, yes; Mr. Shankar, yes; 
Mr. Cotter, yes. ( Approved 5 — 0.) 

2. St. Brigid of Kildare — Lot Coverage Variance 7179 Avery Road

09 -035V
Area Variance

Ms. Newell stated that she is a member of the St. Brigid parish although she has no financial
interest or any relationship to the applicant. 

Jamie Adkins presented this request for a variance to exceed the permitted lot coverage for a site
located in the R -1, Restricted Suburban Residential District. She described the site and

surrounding development. Ms. Adkins explained that the permitted lot coverage for this site is
45 %, and the existing lot coverage is 49. 7% due to a calculation error during building permit

approvals. Ms. Adkins said the applicant is requesting to increase the lot coverage to 54. 8% with

an expansion to the church sanctuary and additional parking. She concluded that Planning has
evaluated this variance request and finds that the criteria have not been sufficiently met, and for
this reason, disapproval is recommended. 

Mr. Cotter asked about the calculation error and if a variance was necessary to correct the error. 
Ms. Adkins said that all of the calculations need to be evaluated tonight because even if the
Board decides not to approve the expansion, the lot coverage still needs to be discussed as it
exists today. 

Mr. Shankar asked for the basis of the calculations. Ms. Adkins said the calculations are based
on the church property alone, since that is how the Zoning Code measures lot coverage. 
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Mike Close, 9360 Bellaire Ave, said he is not here to address the calculation error, he is here to

address the sanctuary expansion. He gave a brief history of the church and its rapid growth
through the years. Mr. Close said the only choice the church has is to expand the current
sanctuary due to a shortage of available clergy in the area. Mr. Close pointed out that the rapid
growth of the parishioners has created a parking problem. He added that a school was recently
built on the site, which occupies much of the lot area, and because the church and the school do

not use the parking lot simultaneously, a shared parking arrangement was approved. 

Mr. Close said that the need for more parking originated seven years ago when cars were parking
along the street. He said he came to staff to propose additional parking on the east side of Avery
Road in Brigid' s Green, which required the entire area to be zoned PUD, Planned Unit

Development District. Mr. Close submitted a rezoning application on behalf of the church, which
was approved by the Planning & Zoning Commission, but when the proposal was reviewed by
City Council, the rezoning for the parcel on the west side of Avery Road that the church
currently occupies was disapproved because development plans were not included. He said
Council approved the rezoning on the east side ofAvery Road for parking and baseball fields. 

Mr. Close continued that due to the lack of seating, masses are standing room only in the existing
sanctuary. He said plans were submitted to expand the east and west wings of the church to add
additional seating, which would meet their present need, but in order to add seating additional
parking is required. Mr. Close acknowledged that neighbors are opposed to additional parking. 
He asked that the addition to the sanctuary be approved separately from the parking lot
expansion. 

Mr. Close suggested that one resolution to the parking problem would be to allow parking on the
grass, which would reduce the need for additional impervious surface. He commented that

additional parking lot lighting is also a problem for the neighbors; however, the only time
lighting would become an issue is at the 5:30 p.m. mass. Mr. Close said shields have been

installed over the lights surrounding the gym to minimize Iight intrusion on surrounding
properties. 

Mr. Close said that in the event that additional pavement is considered to be excessive and

parking on the grass is not permitted, there are current negotiations with Radiant Life Christian
Church to the south to acquire parking rights, although another variance would be required
because the parking area is more than 300 feet from the church property line. 

Mr. Close reiterated that this application needs to be reviewed as two separate issues. He said

the first concern is the sanctuary expansion, which has a minimal impact on the current lot
coverage; the second concern is the parking requirement. 

Mr. Cotter asked for clarification on the conditions and circumstances. Mr. Close explained that

the church is clearly an exceptional use in the context that it is not a house with a garage and
driveway on a single lot in a residential zoning district, and so the standards create a special
circumstance. He noted that there would not be a parking conflict with Radiant Life because the
site is no longer used as their primary church facility. Mr. Close said that St. Brigids would
rather create more parishes than continue to expand this particular church, but due to the lack of

clergy, another church cannot be built. 
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Mr. Shankar commented that the church is constantly expanding. He asked if the parking
problem occurred after the gym was added, since the ratio between the parking lot and the rest of
the site were satisfactory before the addition. Ms. Noble - Flading affirmed that the new additions
have added to current the problem. 

Mr. Shankar asked if the proposed new additions have added to the need for more parking. Ms. 
Noble - Flading said that they have. 

Mr. Shankar confirmed that at one point the lot coverage on this site was less than 45 %. Ms. 

Adkins said the recent expansion to the gym exceeded 45 %, bringing the lot coverage to 49.7 %. 
She clarified that this was approved in error, since Planning cannot approve something that does
not meet the Code, and only the Board can approve the existing lot coverage in addition to any
increases the church is requesting. 

Mr. Close noted that if the sanctuary additions are approved, then the previous error would be
rectified. 

Mr. Shankar asked if parking on the site would be sufficient if the Board approved the gym and
the classrooms. Ms. Adkins said the current parking meets Code but the expansion would require
additional parking, since parking requirements depend on the size of the sanctuary. 

Mr. Close said that if the sanctuary is approved, he could return with a parking variance. 

Ms. Noble - Flading said the Board could approve the sanctuary addition if the church came up
with another parking solution. She said there are two options for parking, either off site or by
using an unpaved area, and either option would require a variance. She said that the Board could

make a motion on just the building expansion this evening and let the church come up with a
solution for the parking to be approved at a later date. She said no construction could occur, but
the church would at least know if the building addition is acceptable. 

Ms. Newell asked for clarification about the staff report. Ms. Adkins said the existing lot
coverage is 49. 7 %. She continued that if just the 3, 000 - square -foot building expansion were
approved, which is only about .47% of the site, the total lot coverage would be about 50.2 %. 

Mr. Page did not think that there was enough information for the Board to review the sanctuary
expansion. Ms. Adkins said that a site plan was submitted, and asked what additional

information he would like. Mr. Page said he was concerned about the impact of the expansion
and requested more information about what it would look like. 

Ms. Newell said that expanding the additional parking lot across the street from the church could
solve their problem by removing some of the parking on the church site and bringing the lot
coverage down to 45% that would include the additions. 

Mr. Close noted that Code requires parking within 300 feet of the site, or an additional variance
must be obtained. Ms. Adkins clarified that Code permits churches to add parking within 300
feet of the property, but because the Radiant Life Church is more than 300 feet away, the Board
would need to grant the church a variance for the extra distance to accommodate offsite parking. 
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Mr. Shankar asked if the additional pavement would cause stormwater runoff problems for

residents. Ms. Noble- Flading said that stormwater management is reviewed during building
permitting. 

Mr. Cotter invited comments from the public. 

Jim Gatto, 6321 Lido Court, said his yard backs up to the church parking lot. He opposes the

parking lot because the church has grown tremendously over the years and the church should be
required to abide by the Code regulations like all residents. Mr. Gatto added that the new gym

lights are still very bright, and more lights would make their backyard unusable in the evenings. 

Jan Gatto, 6321 Lido Court, said she has no problem with the expansion of the church because it

is needed, however continuous church additions have created problems in the surrounding
neighborhood. She agreed that the lighting is currently a problem and she was concerned about
the impacts of additional parking lot lighting. She pointed out that the current parking lot is not
being fully utilized, so it is doubtful that people would use an additional lot. She added that there
is a drainage ditch in the back of the lot that is a mud collector. Ms. Gatto said she is in favor of

expanding the church but is opposed to the addition of more parking on the site. 

Joe Jimenez, 6290 Manteo Drive, said his backyard backs up to the church. He thought that
54. 8% is a substantial deviation of the lot coverage limitation of 45 %, which was established to

preserve aesthetics and property values. He stated that the church just completed a lot of
construction on the building, and if the current problems were known at the time, then the church
should have been able to resolve the problems then. 

Mr. Close said there were other options that would preserve the regulations, and he encouraged

the Board to allow the church to consider using those options to preserve the community. 

Mr. Shankar said that if the additional parking could be located within a reasonable distance, he
would agree to the building expansion. 

Mr. Page was concerned about the parking. He said there are other options which need to be
explored so that a compromise can be worked out. He stated that there have been choices made

concerning the church additions, and the abundant growth of the church should have been
considered at the time the additions were contemplated. 

Ms. Newell said the expansion of the sanctuary should take precedence, and there are options
that the church should explore to come into compliance. 

Mr. Cotter noted that a lot of building has occurred on this site over the years, and all of the
churches in the middle of residential areas are held to the same standards. He said that over time, 
the church has prioritized what sections needed expansion, and with each expansion, portions of

the church Were overlooked. 

Mr. Close commented that churches are more than just Sunday masses; they are also ministry, 
outreach, and educational institutions, which the church could not have with just the sanctuary
building. 
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Ms. Newell said that the lot coverage must be brought into conformance. She said all of the
facilities on the site are useful to the parish, but the issue is that the permitted lot coverage has
been exceeded and further expansion without an alternative remedy is inappropriate. 

Mr. Close asked to withdraw the parking variance and proceed with just the sanctuary addition. 

Ms. Noble - Flading said the Board may also make a motion to table the application and ask the
applicant to return with a new proposal. 

Mr. Close said that it is critical that if the Board members feel that the sanctuary addition can be
approved that the Board members should vote on that tonight. 

Ms. Newell said that removing the parking lot variance does not change the fact that the church
is already in violation of the lot coverage requirement. She said that there needs to be a solution

that addresses the lot coverage as well as parking lot expansion. Mr. Page agreed. 

Mr. Close requested that the application be tabled until the July Board meeting. 

Motion and Vote

Mr. Cotter made a motion, seconded by Mr. Shankar, to table this variance until July 23, 2009. 
The vote was as follows: Mr. Page, yes; Mr. Todoran, yes; Ms. Newell, yes; Mr. Shankar, yes; 
and Mr. Cotter, yes. ( Tabled 5 — 0.) 

3. Patio, Walks and Walls — Use Determination 5704 Avery Road
09 -041 AA Administrative Appeal

Claudia Husak presented this request for an Administrative Appeal to a decision rendered by
Planning regarding permitted uses in the Restricted Industrial District. Ms. Husak said the appeal

is to Planning' s determination regarding the use of this property for wholesaling, which is listed
as a permitted use, but the applicable Code Section does not mention patio materials as one of

the permitted wholesale categories. She said it is Planning' s opinion that building materials are
sold on a retail basis in the Community Commercial District, and the use of this property fits best
into that category. 

Ms. Husak described the site and surrounding uses. She noted that the Restricted Industrial
District is primarily located on the south side of 161 in this area along Avery Road. She
explained that the Board can either agree with the applicant and reverse the City' s decision by
concluding that the use of this property fits into the Restricted Industrial District, or the Board
can agree with the City' s determination, and the business would have to relocate. She concluded
that Planning has determined that the language of the Code does not specifically permit the sales
of patio materials in the Restricted Industrial District. 

Ms. Newell was unclear about the basis of Planning' s decision since this is an existing business
currently in operation. Ms. Husak said there is no administrative process to review changes in
use if there are no changes to the structure that require a building permit. She said it appears this
use has been in operation for a while, and Planning became aware of the operation when the
business inquired about a patio for the site. Ms. Husak explained that Planning then began to
look into the uses of the Restricted Industrial District, which include wholesaling, but not the
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5800 Shier Rings Rood
Dublin, OH 43016 - 1236

Phone/ 1D D: 614/ 761 - 6550
Fax: 614/ 761 - 6506

2. Variance Application V95 -028 - St. Brigid of Kildare Church and Educational

Center - 7179 Avery Road
Location: X15 acres located on the west side of Avery Road approximately 150 feet
north of Manteo Drive. 

Existing Zoning: R -1, Restricted Suburban Residential District. 
Request: A variance to Section 1193. 13 to reduce the required minimum number of

parking spaces from 470 spaces to 300 spaces. 
Proposed Use: An existing 18, 400 square foot church with 10, 923 square feet of sanctuary
and a proposed 49,097 square foot school. There are also an existing 4, 320 square foot

rectory and an existing 8, 085 square foot parish hall on the site. 
Applicant: Bishop James E. Griffin, 198 East Broad Street,, Columbus, Ohio 43215. 

MOTION # 1: That a shared parking agreement between the St. Brigid of Kildare Church and

Education Center be approved because the facilities will not be occupied at the
same time. 

VOTE: 5 -0. 

RESULT: A shared parking agreement was approved. 

Page 1 of 2
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2. Variance Application V95 -028 - St. Brigid of Kildare Church and Educational

Center - 7179 Avery Road ( Cont.) 

MOTION #2: That the variance to reduce the required minimum number of parking spaces from
470 to 300 spaces be approved with the following two conditions: 

1) That the church attempt to utilize the athletic fields for overflow parking if it is found that
granting of this parking variance is materially detrimental to surrounding areas, as
monitored and determined by staff; and

2) That a redraft of the parking lot be submitted to staff eliminating two parking spaces to
provide for access to the overflow parking area. 

Joseph Shappa, architect for St. Brigid of Kildare Education Center, 270 Marconi

Boulevard, Columbus, Ohio, representing the applicant, agreed to the above conditions. 

VOTE: 5 -0. 

RESULT: This variance was approved. 

RECORDED VOTES: Motion # 1 Motion # 2

John Belton ' Yes Yes

Thomas McCash Yes Yes

Chester Porembski Yes Yes

William Sherman Yes Yes

Jim Sprague Yes Yes

STAFF CERTIFICATION

Barbara M. Clarke

Planning Director
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