
CITY OF DUBLIN HISTORICAL AND CULTURAL ASSESSMENT – INDIVIDUAL PROPERTY SHEETS 

Map Grid 116 - 34 

Parcel 273-000099 Address 36-38 N High St OHI N/A 

Year Built:  1960 Map No: 116 Photo No: 1757-1763 (7/10/16) 

Theme: Commercial Historic Use: Commercial Present Use: Commercial 

Style: Vernacular Foundation: Concrete block Wall Type:  Concrete block 

Roof Type:  Front gable/asphalt 
shingle/flat 

Exterior Wall:  Brick/concrete block Symmetry: No 

Stories: 1 Front Bays: 5 Side Bays: - 

Porch: Front gable over south 
half of façade 

Chimney: None visible Windows: Metal frame display 
windows 

Description: The one-story concrete block building has a rectilinear footprint and two distinct sections. The south section, 
36 N High St, has a front gable roof that extends to form a porch over the façade. The façade within the porch is bricked 
and features an entrance and display windows. The north half of the building, 38 N High St, has a flat roof and simple 
concrete façade. The storefront includes a pedestrian entrance and display window. East of the building is a two-story 
stone privy, constructed ca.1934. A distinctive stone privy is located in the rear of the property. 

Setting: The building is located on the east side of N High St within  the old village center of Dublin. It is one in a series   
of small commercial buildings that date from the late-nineteenth to mid-twentieth centuries.  

Condition: Good 

Integrity: Location: Y Design: Y Setting: Y Materials: N 

 Workmanship: N Feeling: Y Association: Y  

Integrity Notes: The building has good integrity, but is somewhat diminished by replacement materials.  

Historical Significance: This building is within the boundary and recommended contributing to the City of Dublin’s local 
Historic Dublin district. The property is  recommended to remain 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 

  
36-38 N High St, looking east 36-38 N High St, stone privy, looking northwest 
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BOARD ORDER 

Architectural Review Board 
Wednesday, December 15, 2021 | 6:30 pm 

 

 
 

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

 
2. 36-38 N. High Street 

 21-175CP                Concept Plan 
 

Proposal: Redevelopment of an existing building and parking lot to become a 

±5,400-square-foot, mixed-use building and ±3,200-square-foot, two-unit 
residential building on a 0.25-acre lot. 

Location: East of Franklin Street, ±275 feet north of the intersection with John 
Wright Lane and zoned Historic District, Historic Core. 

Request: Review and approval of a Concept under the provisions of Zoning Code 
§153.176 and the Historic Design Guidelines. 

Applicant: John Fleming, Lai Architects  

Planning Contact: Chase J. Ridge, AICP Candidate, Planner II 
Contact Information: 614.410.4656, cridge@dublin.oh.us 

Case Information:  www.dublinohiousa.gov/arb/21-175 
   

 

MOTION:  Ms. Kramb moved and Ms. Cooper seconded, to table the Concept Plan as requested by the 
applicant. 

 

VOTE: 4 – 0 
 

RESULT:  The Concept Plan was approved to be tabled. 
 

RECORDED VOTES: 

Gary Alexander Yes 
Amy Kramb Yes 

Sean Cotter Yes 
Martha Cooper Yes 

Michael Jewell Absent 
 

     STAFF CERTIFICATION 

 
 

     _______________________________________ 
     Chase J. Ridge, AICP Candidate, Planner II 
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2. 36-38 N. High Street, 21-175CP, Concept Plan 

                 
The Chair stated this application was a request for the redevelopment of an existing building and parking 

lot to become a ±5,400-square-foot, mixed-use building and ±3,200-square-foot, two-unit residential 

building. The 0.25-acre lot is zoned Historic District, Historic Core. The site is northeast of the intersection 
of N. High Street with Wing Hill Lane. 

 
Staff Presentation 

 
Mr. Ridge presented an aerial view of the site and highlighted the western half of the site where the existing 

building was located with parking to the rear. The historic stone wall and privy were also noted. The existing 

conditions of the vernacular structure that was built in 1960 with two distinct sections was shown. The 
building was recommended as contributing. Existing conditions of the historic privy and stone wall were 

also presented. The applicant plans to retain these elements. For the Board’s consideration, the applicant 
submitted structural analysis and photos that documented the shifting of the building. Approval of a 

demolition request will be required at a later date, should this move forward.  

 
The proposed site plan was essentially what was presented previously which included: the stone wall and 

privy; a two-story, mixed-use building covering ~2,700-square-foot footprint fronting N. High Street; a 
two-story, two-unit residential building fronting Blacksmith Lane; 11 parking spaces provided (9 on-site, 2 

on-street); and lot coverage of ~85%. Based on the mix of uses, 38 parking spaces are required. The 
applicant will seek approval of a Parking Plan and will be required to continue to work with Staff to ensure 

all proposed parking meets the Code requirements. All elevations of the buildings on the site were shown 

and updates were noted. The following conceptual, proposed materials were shown: stained vertical cedar 
siding; standing seam metal roof; aluminum window frame; aluminum storefront, limestone veneer 

rusticated; brick veneer, rustic white; smooth limestone cladding; and painted CMU. These materials will 
be refined with the Preliminary Development Plan. The applicant provided exterior inspiration images that 

included the rusticated limestone and the vertical siding.  

 
The application was reviewed against the applicable review criteria. Approval of the Concept Plan was 

recommended with three conditions: 
 

1) That the applicant submit a Parking Plan with the future Preliminary Development Plan submittal; 

 
2) That the applicant continue to work with Staff to ensure all parking conforms to the requirements 

outlined in the Code; and 
 

3) That the stone used on the mixed-use building be utilized on the residential building in lieu of the 
white brick, and that consistent trim details be provided on both buildings, where appropriate. 

 

Board Questions for Staff 
 

Ms. Kramb asked how the parking will be accessed.  
Mr. Ridge – There is a curb cut on Wing Hill Lane and confirmed the stone wall is on the north side. 

 

Ms. Cooper inquired about the location of the dumpster. It will be critical for a restaurant as well as adjacent 
residents. 

Mr. Ridge – Staff is working with the applicant to find a more appropriate location, and details will be 
worked out at the Preliminary Development stage. 

Ms. Kramb was concerned about fitting even nine parking spaces in this area.  
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Mr. Ridge said a Parking Plan will be submitted.  

 
Mr. Cotter asked how the wall will be protected amongst all this construction; it is already sliding to the 

east. 

 
The Chair read through the three conditions of approval.  

 
Applicant Presentation 

 
The Chair invited the applicants to come forward. 

Tim Lai, Architect, and Bob Lombardi, thanked Mr. Ridge for the very thorough description of the project. 

He reiterated the project was about creating a building that would be an improvement over the current 
conditions and fit into the neighborhood in terms of massing, profile, and material. The new construction 

is more contemporary with the detail and treatment, creating a balance between the old and the new in a 
respectful way.  

 

Board Questions for the Applicant 
 

The Chair asked the applicant to address the concerns about the dumpster, wall preservation, and parking. 
Mr. Lai – After working with Staff, the location does not work. They plan to work with the Civil Engineer to 

devise a solution when they return for the Preliminary Development Plan. The next door neighbor’s 
driveway encroaches on this property. They are considering working out a shared dumpster plan with the 

neighbor on their lot so the dumpster would be on the same level as the restaurant and to avoid using the 

parking area, which is already tight.   
Ms. Kramb – Consider deliveries so a truck is not stopped on High Street as it is unloaded or deliveries 

having to be carried to an upper floor. The size of the trucks and turn radius need to be incorporated in 
the site layout.  

 

Mr. Lai - Parts of the historic wall are not stable and need to be repaired and replaced.  
 

Mr. Alexander inquired about the metal panel trim and if it will be excessively wide like in the inspirational 
photos.  

Mr. Lai – The wide panels are above the windows, to create a material as wide as the awning below. 

Ms. Kramb – A 1.5-story building would be more appropriate than a 2-story. This proposal is still too massive 
on N. High Street - too tall but a 2-story in the back is fine. The street trees will be lost with these heights.  

Mr. Cotter – A six-foot patio is too narrow. The north building is too massive. Four different window types 
on one façade is strange. The apartments on the back are just generically okay. 

Mr. Lai – The fencing is pushed out another 6 feet so the total width would be 12 feet for the patio area, 
the same as the extension of the awning, at the property line. They plan to meet with an arborist to avoid 

losing those trees as a result of construction.  

Ms. Cooper – She did not like the four types of windows on the south building but windows can help the 
building to appear less massive.  

Mr. Alexander – Having seen the proposed buildings in the context of the surrounding buildings, he was 
comfortable with the height. He understood these buildings need more square-footage to be viable projects 

but all has to be balanced. The front porch mediates the two-story condition very well. He appreciated the 

attempt at a contemporary building that will still fit in the Historic District. 
Ms. Kramb – The condominiums on the back could be more contemporary. She could be supportive of the 

concept of the condominiums but not yet supportive of what is proposed for N. High Street. Too much 
asymmetry on N. High Street makes the building appear too busy. More consistent trim was requested.  
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Mr. Ridge – Staff can work with the applicant on these comments for the Preliminary Development Plan, if 

the Board would like to condition those items.  
Ms. Kramb - The conditions could change the whole economics of the project. A complete redesign of 

everything may be required. 

 
Ms. Holt – There was a similar situation at 30-32 S. High Street. The language of the condition was the 

applicant could earnestly explore concept options with Staff, which allows the applicant to keep moving 
forward.  

Mr. Ridge – The Preliminary Development Plan will likely include a Demolition request. There are multiple 
review steps yet to go.  

The Chair - This application can be tabled while still being able to provide the applicant with feedback. 

Mr. Lai requested more clarification on the Board’s preferences to actually make this project work. He asked 
how a two-story building can look less massive and be acceptable to the Board. 

Mr. Cotter – He was not opposed to two stories or 5,400 square feet. 
Ms. Kramb – Two stories may be possible to do but she was not an architect.  

Ms. Cooper was not comfortable approving a condition that stated “this is okay, but…” 

 
The Chair stated three of the Board members seem to be okay with a two-story building and one is not. 

Everything the applicant proposes is contingent on the ability to obtain a Demolition Permit. He suggested 
the applicant work on the extensive documentation needed for the Demolition knowing the demolition has 

to be locked in before working on the final design, which will expend a lot of resources. Much material will 
need to be provided and will include a consultant’s report regarding the wall, a cost sheet, etc. all to be 

found in the revised Code. 

Ms. Cooper – Staff can help to identify what is needed for submission and approval.  
Mr. Lai asked to table this application for now and Mr. Lombardi agreed. 

 
Ms. Kramb moved and Ms. Cooper seconded, to approve the request from the applicant to table the 

Concept Plan. 

Vote: Mr. Cotter, yes; Mr. Alexander, yes; Ms. Cooper, yes; and Ms. Kramb, yes. 
[Motion carried 4-0]    

 
 

3. The Apothecary at 30-32 S. High Street, 21-176 

 
The Chair stated this application was a request for renovations, additions, and associated site improvements 

for two existing buildings on two parcels totaling a 0.25-acre site zoned Historic District, Historic Core. The 
site is 35 feet north of the intersection of S. High Street with Spring Hill Lane. 

 
Staff Presentation 

 

Ms. Holt presented an aerial view of the site, which consists of two vacant properties. 30 S. High Street is 

to the north and 32 S. High Street is to the south on the site. 30 S. High Street contains one of the last 

remaining log structures in Dublin; it was a former pharmacy. 32 S. High Street was built as a more 

traditional commercial building back in its time; it was a former grocery store. Both buildings date back to 

the 1840s. These properties came before the Administrative Review Team (ART) and the Architectural 

Review Board (ARB) in 2018. Numerous Waivers were requested in conjunction with a bakery and office 

addition, which were approved; construction had not yet commenced and the application did not move 

forward. There have been several Informal Review and Concept Plan Reviews since then. 

Proposal 
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BOARD DISCUSSION 

Architectural Review Board 
Wednesday, October 20, 2021 | 6:30 pm 

 
 

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

 
2. 36-38 N. High Street 

 21-149INF                      Informal Review 
 

Proposal: Redevelopment of two existing buildings and a parking lot into a ±5,400-

square-foot, mixed-use building and a ±3,200-square-foot, 2-unit 
residential building. 

Location: Northeast of the intersection of N. High Street with Wing Hill Lane and 
zoned Historic District, Historic Core. 

Request: Informal Review to provide non-binding feedback under the provisions of 

Zoning Code §153.176 and the Historic Design Guidelines. 
Applicant: Tim Lai and Eliza Ho, Tim Lai Architect 

Planning Contacts: Chase J. Ridge, AICP Candidate, Planner II 
Contact Information: 614.410.4656, cridge@dublin.oh.us 

Case Information:  www.dublinohiousa.gov/arb/21-149 
   

 

RESULT:    The Board reviewed and provided informal feedback on the proposal to redevelop the site in 
the Historic District. The Board suggested that they could support demolition of the existing 

structure, if the demolition review criteria are found to be met with a future, formal 
submittal. The Board was generally supportive of the proposed site layout and appreciated 

the preservation of the stone wall and privy. Members were supportive of the proposed uses. 

The Board commented on the massing of the proposed structures and exterior materials. 
Members were generally supportive of a reduction in required parking, but suggested that 

delivery vehicles be accommodated on the site to avoid congestion on N. High Street. 
 

 

MEMBERS PRESENT: 
Gary Alexander Yes 

Amy Kramb Yes 
Sean Cotter Yes 

Martha Cooper Yes 
Michael Jewell Yes 

 

 
     STAFF CERTIFICATION 

 
 

     _______________________________________ 

     Chase J. Ridge, AICP Candidate, Planner II 
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ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD 
 

MEETING MINUTES 
 

MAY 27, 2015 
 

 
AGENDA 

1. BSD Historic Core – Terra Art Gallery – Sign      36 – 38 North High Street 
 15-038ARB-MPR          Minor Project Review (Approved 5 – 0) 

 
2. Historic Dublin Design Guidelines Update 
 
 
David Rinaldi called the meeting to order at 6:31 p.m. and led the Pledge of Allegiance. Other Board 
members present were: Neil Mathias, Thomas Munhall, Everett Musser, and Jane Fox. City 
representatives were Jennifer Rauch, Katie Ashbaugh, Joanne Shelly, and Laurie Wright. 
 
Motion and Vote 
Mr. Mathias moved, Mr. Munhall seconded, to accept the documents into the record. The vote was as 
follows: Mr. Rinaldi, yes; Mr. Musser, yes; Ms. Fox, yes; Mr. Munhall, yes; and Mr. Mathias. (Approved 5 
– 0) 
 
Motion and Vote 
Ms. Fox moved, Mr. Munhall seconded, to accept the April 15, 2015, meeting minutes as presented. The 
vote was as follows: Mr. Musser, yes; Mr. Rinaldi, yes; Mr. Mathias, yes; Ms. Fox, yes; and Mr. Munhall, 
yes. (Approved 5 – 0) 
 
Mr. Rinaldi briefly explained the rules and procedures of the Architectural Review Board [the minutes 
reflect the order of the published agenda.]  He swore in anyone planning to address the Board on these 
applications. 

 
1. BSD Historic Core – Terra Art Gallery – Sign      36 – 38 North High Street 
 15-038ARB-MPR       Minor Project Review 
 
The Chair said this application is to install a new 6.25-square-foot projecting sign for an existing multiple-
tenant building on the east side of North High Street, north of the intersection with Wing Hill. He said this 
is a request for review and approval of a Minor Project under the provisions of Zoning Code Sections 
153.065, 153.170, and the Historic Dublin Design Guidelines. 
 
Ms. Rauch recalled an application approved for another tenant within this space, Green Olive Company. 
She presented a graphic of the site. She explained this application is for the tenant occupying the 
northern portion of this existing building. She presented the proposed projecting sign and described the 
sign as being sandblasted with a cream background, routed corners, and black text to hang from a 
scrolling metal bracket. She stated they share a single entrance and indicated each tenant would place 
their sign centered above their respective storefront windows. She said Code allows each tenant to have 
a sign no larger than 8 square feet and they are both under that size requirement.  
 
Ms. Rauch recommended approval with the following condition: 
 

 

Land Use and Long 
Range Planning 
5800 Shier Rings Road 
Dublin, Ohio 43016-1236 

 

phone 614.410.4600 
fax  614.410.4747 
www.dublinohiousa.gov 
 

 

richma
Cross-Out



Dublin Architectural Review Board 
May 27, 2015 – Meeting Minutes 

Page 2 of 8 
 

1) The applicant submits detailed sign dimensions and information confirming the height 
requirements are met with the sign permit. 

 
David Rinaldi reported there are signs in the window currently stating “Now Open” so it appears just as 
one tenant. Ms. Rauch confirmed the tenants each occupy one half of the building.  
 
Jeff Hersey said the two businesses split the building space. He explained they have one entrance and 
with a common space. He said he is installing a locked door like the other tenant on the inside of the 
space.  
 
Mr. Mathias said agreed the signs should be centered over the windows as opposed to within six feet of 
the door.  
 
Jane Fox asked if there will be a problem achieving the eight-foot clearance underneath. Ms. Rauch said 
it did not appear to be an issue, but the applicant would need to modify the sign size if that issue is 
identified through the permit process.  
 
Everett Musser asked if the Code allows any identification on the doors and windows. Ms. Rauch said a 
one-square foot window sign is permitted and does not require board approval, but a larger, permanent 
window sign would need board approval.  
 
Mr. Musser asked if anything was being contemplated. Mr. Hersey said he was considering something in 
small white letters but he wants to see what the projecting sign looks like first, as that may be sufficient. 
 
Ms. Rauch confirmed if the applicant wanted to do that, they would need to return to request the Board’s 
approval.  
 
Mr. Rinaldi said we approved the previous sign for the Green Olive Company with an area up to 8 square 
feet. He suggested that same condition be added to this approval. 
 
Mr. Hersey said they are using the same sign manufacturer. 
 
Ms. Fox confirmed the sign is intended to be double-sided.  
 
Motion and Vote 
Mr. Rinaldi motioned, Mr. Munhall seconded, to approve the Minor Project with two conditions: 
 

1) The applicant submits detailed sign dimensions and information confirming the height 
requirements are met with the sign permit; and  

2) The applicant be permitted to increase the size of the sign but not to exceed a maximum size of 
8-square-feet and maintain the current design.  

 
Mr. Hersey agreed. 
 
The vote was as follows: Mr. Musser, yes; Ms. Fox, yes; Mr. Mathis, yes; Mr. Munhall, yes; and Mr. 
Rinaldi, yes. (Approved 5 – 0) 
 
2. Historic Dublin Design Guidelines Update 
 
Katie Ashbaugh said this is a presentation and discussion regarding updates and revisions to the Historic 
Dublin Design Guidelines. She said tonight’s review is for the completion of Phase 1. She said the review 
includes changes to the Table of Contents and a plan for next steps for the update.  
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ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW TEAM  
 

MEETING MINUTES 
 

MAY 21, 2015 
 
 
ART Members and Designees: Steve Langworthy, Planning Director; Jeff Tyler, Building Standards 
Director; Alan Perkins, Fire Marshal; and Aaron Stanford, Civil Engineer II.  
 
Other Staff: Rachel Ray, Planner II; Jennifer Rauch, Senior Planner; Joanne Shelly, Urban Designer/ 
Landscape Architect; Laura Ball, Landscape Architect; and Laurie Wright, Staff Assistant.  
 
Applicants: None were present. 
 
Steve Langworthy called the meeting to order. He asked if there were any amendments to the May 14, 
2015 meeting minutes. The minutes were accepted into the record as presented.  
 
 
DETERMINATION 

1. BSD Historic Core – Terra Art Gallery - Sign      36 – 38 North High Street 
 15-038ARB-MPR       Minor Project Review 

 
Jennifer Rauch said this is a request to install a new 6.25-square-foot projecting sign for an existing 
multiple-tenant building on the east side of North High Street, north of the intersection with Wing Hill. 
She said this is a request for review and recommendation of approval to the Architectural Review Board 
for a Minor Project Review under the provisions of Zoning Code Sections 153.065, 153.170, and the 
Historic Dublin Design Guidelines. 
 
Ms. Rauch reported that there have been no changes or updates to this application since being 
introduced to the ART on May 14, 2014. She presented the site as well as the proposed sign and scroll 
metal bracket. She indicated the Green Olive Company shares the building and is located next door. She 
recalled the ART had asked about the spacing of the two signs since the signs would be placed next to 
one another. She said Planning created a graphic to show how the two signs would be installed on the 
building. She explained the signs are intended to be centered over each tenant’s respective window.  
 
Ms. Rauch said approval is recommended to the Architectural Review Board of this request for a Minor 
Project Review with the following condition: 
 

1) That the applicant submit detailed sign dimensions and information confirming the height 
requirements are met with the sign permit. 

 
Steve Langworthy asked the ART if there were any questions or comments regarding this application. 
[There were none.] He stated that a recommendation of approval will be forwarded to the ARB for their 
meeting on May 27, 2015. 
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Ms. Noble-Flading reported the wall sconce modifications proposed on the original application are no 
longer part of this application.  
 
Ms. Noble-Flading said the existing 15 pole fixtures and 163 fluorescent strip fixtures will be replaced with 
LED fixtures. She explained this modification is limited to the “heads” of the lights and will not change 
any of the structural components of the light pole, including the base of the light. She said the strip 
lighting will be replaced with 132 new LED fixtures above and below the sign band. 
 
Ms. Noble-Flading indicated the applicant is proposing to add an additional light pole on the north side of 
the access drive extending from West Dublin-Granville Road and will be of the same construction 
material, size, and appearance as the existing light poles. 
 
Ms. Noble-Flading said the proposed lighting modifications meet the requirements for lighting in the 
Bridge Street District, therefore, approval is recommended for this Minor Project Review. 
 
Steve Langworthy asked the ART if there were any questions or concerns regarding this application. 
[There were none.] He confirmed the ART’s approval for Minor Project Review with no conditions. 
 
INTRODUCTION 

4. BSD Historic Core – Terra Art Gallery - Sign      36 – 38 North High Street 
 15-038ARB-MPR       Minor Project Review 

 
Jennifer Rauch said this is a request to install a new 6.25-square-foot projecting sign for an existing 
multiple-tenant building on the east side of North High Street, north of the intersection with Wing Hill. 
She said this is a review and recommendation of approval to the Architectural Review Board for a Minor 
Project Review under the provisions of Zoning Code Sections 153.065, 153.170, and the Historic Dublin 
Design Guidelines. 
 
Ms. Rauch presented the site, which is in the Historic District. She indicated that Green Olive Company, 
which had recently come before the ART for their sign, shares this building and is located next door. She 
said now the proposal is to add a second sign for Terra Art Gallery. She said the signs will be placed next 
to one another, but spaced so that there is enough separation. She said she will verify the height to 
which the applicant plans to hang the sign from a scroll metal bracket that will coordinate with the other 
tenant sign bracket.  
 
Ms. Rauch indicated the applicant was not present. 
 
Rachel Ray inquired about the design of the sign and asked if it matched their sign at their other location 
in the Short North.  
 
Fred Hahn requested that an image for both signs be provided for next week’s ART meeting to confirm 
that the same bracket is being used and that they are spaced appropriately. 
 
Mr. Langworthy asked the ART if there were any further questions or concerns regarding this application. 
[There were none.] He said the target date for ART’s recommendation to the Architectural Review Board 
is next week for the ARB meeting on May 27, 2015. 
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ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD 

 
MEETING MINUTES 

 
FEBRUARY 25, 2015 

 

 
2. BSC Historic Core – Green Olive Company    36 North High Street 

 15-008ARB-MPR       Minor Project Review 
 

Jennifer Rauch said this application is for installation of a new 5.4-square-foot projecting sign for a new 
tenant within an existing building located at the northeast corner of the intersection of North High Street 

and Wing Hill. She said this is a request for review and approval of a Minor Project under the provisions of 

Zoning Code Sections 153.066(G) and 153.170 and the Historic Dublin Design Guidelines. 
 

Ms. Rauch said the proposed projecting sign will be located above the main entrance, centered on the 
gable wall above the door and attached with a decorative metal bracket. She stated the proposed sign 

consists of an aluminum panel with vinyl lettering with four colors: dark olive green for the outer border 

and text; light olive green for the secondary image; a cream color for the background, and a light cream 
color and incorporates the corporate logo. She said Code permits the applicant to have five colors and a 

size of eight square feet. 
 

Ms. Rauch reported the ART has reviewed this applicant and recommended approval of this Minor Project 
to the Architectural Review Board with no conditions. 

 

Robert Schisler inquired about any other graphics and assumed the applicant does not plan to hang 
anything in the windows. Ms. Rauch confirmed that to be true. 

 
Mr. Schisler asked if there was a reason the applicant was not asking for a larger sign when that is 

permitted. He said when the trees are in bloom, signs can be less visible. 

 
Lisa McCormack, 8587 Coldwater Drive, said a larger sign was considered. She said there needs to be a 

clearance of eight feet below the sign and both the sign and the building are already pretty low. She said 
she has this same sign in the Short North area.  

 

Mr. Schisler suggested the bracket could be installed at a greater height.   
 

Ms. McCormack asked if the sign should be in the center or if it could be on the side. Mr. Schisler said the 
sign could be moved, placed more to the side.  

 
Ms. McCormack asked if the dimensions could be changed. Ms. Rauch answered she could have eight total 

square feet for the sign. 

 
Mr. Mathias said the height elevation could be an issue by moving the sign to the side. Ms. McCormack 

indicated if it is not high enough, she said the sign would stay as proposed for the center. 
 

Ms. Rauch reiterated the eight-foot clearance to the bottom of the sign to sidewalk and 15 feet to the top 

of the sign must be maintained.  
 

Mr. Munhall said the Board could approve the application with a condition. Mr. Schisler said the condition 
could be for a maximum size of eight square feet and the graphics are proportional.  

 
Motion and Vote 
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Mr. Schisler motioned, Mr. Munhall seconded, to approve a Minor Project of a projection sign with the 

following condition:  
 

1) The sign can increase to eight square feet while keeping the same graphics and colors.  
 

The vote was as follows: Mr. Rinaldi, yes; Mr. Mathias, yes; Mr. Munhall, yes; and Mr. Schisler, yes. 

(Approved 4 – 0) 





ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW TEAM  
 

MEETING MINUTES 
 

FEBRUARY 19, 2015 
 
 

 
 
 
DETERMINATION 

2. BSD Historic Core – Green Olive Company     36 North High Street 

 15-008ARB-MPR       Minor Project Review 
  

Jennifer Rauch said this is a request for a 5.4-square-foot projecting sign for a new tenant in an existing 
building at the northeast corner of the intersection of North High Street and Wing Hill. She said this is a 

request for review and recommendation of approval to the Architectural Review Board for a Minor Project 

under the provisions of Zoning Code Sections 153.066(G) and 153.170 and the Historic Dublin Design 
Guidelines. 
 
Ms. Rauch said the main entrance door is flanked by two large storefront windows along the front façade 

with a front gable centered over the door. She said the proposed projecting sign will be above the entrance, 

centered on the gable wall above the door and attached with a decorative metal bracket. She stated the 
proposed sign consists of an aluminum panel with vinyl lettering with three colors: cream for the 

background; dark olive green for the outer border and text; and light olive green for the secondary image.  
 

Ms. Rauch reported that the proposed wall sign meets all of the criteria for size, location, height, and color. 
She said approval is recommended to be forwarded to the Architectural Review Board with no conditions. 

 

Steve Langworthy asked the ART if there were any questions or concerns regarding this application. [There 
were none.] He stated that a recommendation of approval will be forwarded to the ARB for their meeting 

on February 25, 2015. 
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INTRODUCTION 

3. BSC Historic Core – Green Olive Company     36 North High Street 

 15-008ARB-MPR       Minor Project Review 

 
Jennifer Rauch said this is a request for an installation of a new 5.4-square-foot projecting sign for a new 

tenant within an existing building at the northeast corner of the intersection of North High Street and Wing 
Hill. She said this is a request for review and approval of a Minor Project under the provisions of Zoning 

Code Sections 153.066(G) and 153.170 and the Historic Dublin Design Guidelines. 
 
Ms. Rauch said as a point of reference, Harbor Yoga was a previous tenant on this site. She said the 

proposed projecting sign would be suspended from a black steel mast arm bracket and appears to meet 
Code, but she will need to review the request for the secondary image. She said she would confirm the 

proposed sign is appropriate and complies with Code. Ms. Rauch said a recommendation to the Architectural 
Review Board is anticipated for next week’s ART meeting. 

 

Fred Hahn said he liked the proposed sign.  
 

Steve Langworthy asked the ART if there were any questions or concerns regarding this application. [There 
were none.] He stated that a recommendation to the Architectural Review Board was scheduled for the 

February 12, 2015, Administrative Review Team meeting. 
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3. BSC Historic Core District – Harbor Yoga                                       36 N. High Street 

13-066ARB-MPR                                                                        Sign Modification 
 

Mr. Lee introduced this case for the installation of a new sign for a yoga studio located at 36 N. High 
Street.  He said the site is located on the east side of North High Street, just north of the intersection 

with Wing Hill, and is zoned Bridge Street Historic Core District.  He said the applicant is proposing to 
install a window decal that consists of two colors with logo shown in the blue and the text in black.  He 

said the Administrative Review Team reviewed the proposal and recommends approval, as it meets the 

review criteria and Code. 
 

Mr. Schisler asked if the sign incorporates the white background or if it will be translucent.  Ms. Angie 
O’Brien said it would incorporate the white background because it will be placed on the window and 

would be more legible. She said the anchor and lotus flower are two blue colors with the black text. 

 
Mr. Schisler said the sign would have four colors, if the white is incorporated, which exceeded the 

number of colors permitted. Ms. O’Brien stated the curtain is white and could be closed to achieve the 
same effect.  

 

Mr. Munhall asked if there were recessed lights under the overhang.  Ms. O’Brien said there was one in 
the middle. 

 
Mr. Mathias asked if there was a preexisting decal on the left window and whether anything has been 

done to try and remove it.  Ms. O’Brien said when they moved in they tried a number of different 
products.  She said they have asked the landlord to replace the windows.    

 

Mr. Rinaldi asked is there any concern raised by the ART regarding the lettering style. Ms. Husak said the 
ART did not discuss it.    

 
Mr. Rinaldi said he recalled requirements regarding the use of 19th century lettering styles.  Ms. Husak 

stated Design Guidelines include a list of font, which we would find a compatible style. 

 
Mr. Munhall asked for a condition to eliminate the white background and limit the sign to three colors.   

 
Motion and Vote 

Mr. Munhall moved to approve this Minor Project Review application for sign modifications, because it 
meets the provisions of Zoning Code Sections 153.065(H) and 153.170, and the Historic Dublin Design 
Guidelines, with one condition: 

 
1. The applicant work with Planning to eliminate the white background to ensure the sign background is 

transparent and the overall sign does not exceed three colors. 
  

Angie O’Brien agreed to the above condition. 

 
Mr. Rinaldi seconded the motion.  The vote was as follows:  Mr. Dyas, yes; Mr. Mathias, yes; Mr. Schisler, 

yes; Mr. Rinaldi, yes; and Mr. Munhall, yes.  (Approved 5 – 0.) 
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Chris Lichtenberg, HAWA, representing the applicant, agreed to the conditions.  
 
Mr. Langworthy asked if the Administrative Review Team members had any further questions or 
concerns regarding this proposal. [There were none.] He confirmed the Administrative Review 
Team’s approval of this request for Minor Project Review.  
 
3. 13-065ARB-MPR – BSC Historic Residential District – Sharpin Residence – Site & 

Architectural Modifications – 137 South Riverview Street 
Jennifer Rauch said this is a request for site and architectural modifications for an existing 
single-family residence on the west side of South Riverview Street, south of the intersection 
with Pinney Hill. She said this is a request for review and recommendation of a Minor Project 
Review application under the provisions of Zoning Code Sections 153.063(B), 153.170, and the 
Historic Dublin Design Guidelines under the provisions of Zoning Code Section 153.066(G).   
 
Ms. Rauch said approval of this Minor Project Review application is recommended to the 
Architectural Review Board with one condition: 
 
1. The applicant be required to provide an asphalt shingle which meets the 300lb 

requirement. 
 
Brian Zingleman agreed to the condition. 
 
Mr. Langworthy asked if the Administrative Review Team members had any further questions or 
concerns regarding this proposal. [There were none.]  He confirmed the Administrative Review 
Team’s recommendation of approval of this application with one condition to be forwarded to 
the Architectural Review Board. 

 
4. 13-066ARB-MPR – BSC Historic Core District – Harbor Yoga Signs – 36 North 

High Street 
Jennifer Rauch said this is a request to install a window sign for an existing business on the 
east side of North High Street, north of the intersection with Wing Hill. She said this is a request 
for review and recommendation of a Minor Project Review application under the provisions of 
Zoning Code Sections 153.065(H), 153.170, and the Historic Dublin Design Guidelines under the 
provisions of Zoning Code Section 153.066(G). 
 
Ms. Rauch said the applicant revised the proposed sign based on the comments from the ART 
at the introduction last week and are proposing a window decal for a window sign design. She 
said the proposed window sign will be eight square feet, with the logo in blue and the text in 
black. 
 
Ms. Rauch said approval of this Minor Project Review application is recommended to the 
Architectural Review Board. 
 
Mr. Langworthy asked if the Administrative Review Team members had any further questions or 
concerns regarding this proposal. [There were none.]  He confirmed the Administrative Review 
Team’s recommendation of approval of this application to be forwarded to the Architectural 
Review Board. 
 
5. 13-067ARB-MPR – BSC Historic Core District – Signs – 48 South High Street 

richma
Cross-Out
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Ray Harpham referred to the floor plan and noted that if the interior corridor is longer than 50 feet and 
contains hazardous materials they would not be able to provide a required exit through the hazardous 
space (battery room) and they may have to provide an additional egress door. 
 
Ms. Cox asked for a statement regarding stormwater management, which she said could be handled 
during the permitting process. She reminded the applicant that they will need the type of green roof and 
the detail information for permits. 
 
Colleen Gilger said the City has a POP for DubLINK at this facility, and because this facility provides 
emergency back-up for several of Dublin’s companies, this addition is important.   
 
Mr. Bogden asked if the striping within the service loading dock area will need to be replaced even 
though this area is not required parking for employees and some of the existing striped spaces will be 
removed.   
 
Mr. Goodwin said if those parking spaces are not part of the required parking, they would not be required 
to be replaced. 
 
Mr. Goodwin said the target Administrative Review Team determination is Thursday, July 18, 2013. 
 

2. 13-065ARB-MPR – BSC Historic Residential District – Sharpin Residence – 
Site & Architectural Modifications – 137 South Riverview Street 

Jennifer Rauch said this is a request for site and architectural modifications for an existing single-family 
residence on the west side of South Riverview Street, south of the intersection with Pinney Hill. She said 
this Minor Project Review application is proposed in accordance with Zoning Code Sections 153.063(B), 
153.170, and the Historic Dublin Design Guidelines under the provisions of Zoning Code Section 
153.066(G).   
 
Ms. Rauch showed photos of the existing site and said they are proposing to construct a one-story 
addition directly behind the house below the main roof line.  She said the existing house has shake siding 
and they have several different window types painted to match. She noted that there is an asphalt roof, 
and she would compare the proposed materials with the existing.   
 
Ray Harpham said the proposal looks like they have used 300-pound shingles on the earlier additions. 
 
Steve Langworthy asked if the new addition should look different, consistent with the Historic Dublin 
Design Guidelines typical recommendation that additions be clearly distinct from the historic portion of 
the structure.  
 
Ms. Rauch said the addition is smaller than the main structure. 
 
Jeff Tyler asked that there be a condition that the shingle matches the existing roof materials and they 
match the shake materials. 
 
Ms. Rauch said the target Administrative Review Team recommendation to the Architectural Review 
Board is Thursday, July 18, 2013 for the July 24th ARB meeting. 

 
3. 13-066ARB-MPR – BSC Historic Core District – Harbor Yoga Signs – 36 North 

High Street 
Jennifer Rauch said this is a request to install a window sign for an existing business on the east side of 
North High Street, north of the intersection with Wing Hill. She said this is a request for review and 
approval of a Minor Project Review application under the provisions of Zoning Code Sections 153.065(H), 
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153.170, and the Historic Dublin Design Guidelines under the provisions of Zoning Code Section 
153.066(G). 
 
Ms. Rauch said this existing sign was identified through Code Enforcement review of the Historic District. 
She said the sign is 2.27 square feet, which is within the size requirements for signs in the Historic 
District.  She said the concern is that the sign is not permanently attached to the window, making it seem 
temporary in nature, and the Architectural Review Board has not previously reviewed this type of window 
sign within the District. 
 
Angie O’Brien, Harbor Yoga, the applicant, said they had originally installed an expensive window sign 
and found it was not permitted, so they had to chip it off the window which was a lot of work. She said 
that they wanted to make the new sign streamlined and simple. 
 
Jeff Tyler asked if this is the sign the applicant wanted, and if approved, whether this sign would be 
precedent-setting for the Historic District by opening up this type of “temporary” window sign as a 
window sign option. 
 
Ms. Rauch said there were ways that the applicant could make the sign more permanent, rather than 
using a suction cup to attach the sign to the window. She said they could look at different materials and 
work with the applicant on other sign options that would include more permanent attachment to the 
window. 
 
Ms. Rauch said the target Administrative Review Team recommendation to the Architectural Review 
Board is Thursday, July 18, 2013 for the July 24th ARB meeting. 
 

4. 13-067ARB-MPR – BSC Historic Core District – Signs – 48 South High Street 
Jennifer Rauch said this is a request to install a window sign for a new law office on the east side of 
South High Street, south of the intersection with Spring Hill. She said this is a request for review and 
approval of a Minor Project Review application under the provisions of Zoning Code Sections 153.065(H), 
153.170, and the Historic Dublin Design Guidelines under the provisions of Zoning Code Section 
153.066(G). 
 
Ms. Rauch said the proposed window sign is comprised of decals placed on two separate windows and 
exceeds the 20 percent maximum coverage permitted for window signs. She said a Waiver may be 
necessary for the proposed window sign arrangement, since these would technically be two different 
signs. She said that the area calculations would be verified prior to the next ART meeting.  
 
Ms. Rauch said the target Administrative Review Team recommendation to the Architectural Review 
Board is Thursday, July 18, 2013 for the July 24th ARB meeting. 
 

5. 13-068ARB-MPR – BSC Historic Core District – Blankets and Booties Roof 
Replacement – 82 South High Street 

Jennifer Rauch said this is a request for the replacement of an existing standing seam metal roof with a 
dimensional asphalt shingle roof for an existing business on the east side of South High Street, south of 
the intersection with Eberly Hill. She said this is a request for review and approval of a Minor Project 
Review application under the provisions of Zoning Code Sections 153.062(E), 153.170, and the Historic 
Dublin Design Guidelines under the provisions of Zoning Code Section 153.066(G). 
 
Ms. Rauch said this building was constructed in the 1800s and is on the National Registry of Historic 
Places.  She said the applicant is proposing to replace the standing seam metal roof and repair the 
chimney.  She said Planning is concerned with changing the materials on the roof and the proposed use 
of stucco for the chimney is not a permitted material. 
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