. . Architectural Designh Review Board
City of Hﬂm"tﬂ‘" May 17, 2016 @ 4:30 P.M.
IR Council Chambers
First Floor, 345 High Street

Hamilton, Ohio 45011

NOTE: Agenda and Reports may be amended as necessary or as required.
Applicants, PLEASE REVIEW YOUR PROPOSAL for accuracy.
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Board Members

Alf Beckman Bloch Brown Essman Fairbanks
Weigel Jacobs
Fiehrer Graham Palechek Ripperger Whalen
Demmel O’Neill Brown O’Neill
l. Roll Call:

l. Swearing in of Those Providing Testimony to the Board:

Kathy Dudley, Assistant Law Director

. Approval of Meeting Minutes — Written Summary and Audio Recording for these
dates:

A. March 1, 2016

IV. Properties Seeking COA - New Business

1. 127 Hueston Street (Rossville) — Front Shutters

V. Properties Seeking COA - New Business

232 North Second Street (German Village) — Gable Window

50 North Sixth Street (Dayton-Campbell) — Fences and Bollards
202 South B Street (Rossville) — Demolition

131 Hueston Street (Rossville) — Demolition

221 North Eighth Street (Dayton-Campbell) — Demolition

aRhobd=

VI. Miscellaneous/Discussion/On the Radar

Property Inquiries:

None
VII. Adjourn
VIIl. Guests:
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¢
City of Hamilton ﬂﬁ

BUTLER COUNTY OHID

Community Development
445 High Street, suite 370
Hamiltan, Ohg 42011

To: Architectural Design Review Board
From: Ed Wilson, ADRB
Subject: AGENDA ITEM, Old Business #1

127 Hueston Street — Add Shutters to Front of House
Jane Jacobs, Applicant
Meeting Date: 5/17/2016

Received Application: 4/13/2016
Tabled (Porch Proposal Only):  5/3/2016
Impacts:  Rossville Historic District

Dear Board Members:

Synopsis

A Certificate of Appropriateness application has been submitted for 127 Hueston
Street to include the following proposal items needing Architectural Design
Review Board examination and approval.

These remaining proposal items and only these items need ADRB review:

Add Shutters to Front of House Addition of Architectural Detail

Existing: Existing shutters were
removed

The Proposal is also part of, or due to, one of the following City of Hamilton
function:

NONE




127 Hueston Street
Add Shutters to Front of House
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Introduction:

The Applicant, Jane Jacobs, has submitted a Certificate of Appropriateness
Application for the property of 127 Hueston Street. The proposal involves
removal of vinyl siding and vinyl windows; installation of wooden windows;
painting; and the addition of shutters on the front of the house.

The proposal of Shutters to the front of the house remains as an item in need of
ADRB review, having been tabled at the May 3™ 2016 meeting.

The subject property of 127 Hueston Street is part of the Rossville Historic
District and is Zoned “R-4”, Multi-Family Residential.

Supplemental Iltems

Implications for ADRB Policies & Guidelines; and Other Requirements

The project proposal broaches the topic Shutters concerning the Architectural
Design Review Board Policies & Guidelines.

In summation, it is encouraged for shutters to be appropriately sized and with a
material closely related to the architecture of the structure, though there are
exceptions and permissive criteria for different situations, allowing for some
variation.

The applicant proposal notes the installation of wood shutters for the front of the
structure, at least serving the policies-guidelines inclination for natural or historic
materials for window shutters.
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State of Ohio Historic Designation

This property of 127 Hueston Street is not part of the State of Ohio Historic
Inventory.

PROPOSAL

Addition of shutters on front of structure.

Shutters

e Add shutters to front of house

Attachments:

1. EXHIBIT A: Images of the Property
2. EXHIBIT B: Comparison of Previous to New (for reference)
3. EXHIBIT C: COA Application
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EXH

IBIT A: Images of the Property
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EXHIBIT B: Comparison of Previous to New (for reference)

Previous (Late 2014)

Current (May 2016)
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EXHIBIT C: COA Application

City of Ham ARy Devopianm
BUTLER o ~ c F >y 'J"J:‘a:;i‘a‘ e

Architectural Design Review Board
Phoae: 5137857350 Fax: $13-7685- 7349 Emad Narillorkistorno®@c han ton ohes

APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Exterior Changes made 10 buldings, cutbuidings, landscapds, or other exterion faatures located withis one of the Cey of
Hamibon's Histonc Areas or properties individually listec by Ordinance shall not be permitted uniess and until the
Acchnactiral Design Review Board issues & Certificate of Appropriatoness for the action. The ADRBE will review the plans,
gwummmwwwmmmm&mdmw

R

AL dolr, <Rl aa dat L . R RN sat [
Ploase see Page 4 for the Meeting Dates and Application Deadines.

A P75y

Oovml/slumt 2 S

Owner Malling Addvess: 5 2C (RS CL 2 AT d)

Daytime Contact Phome: 2/ 2 S &0 L OG O eman: JANL‘JA"Q"""(—“ IuC -,
Contractor Phone: Emad: <

Is this work part of another City of Mamilton fuacton?

[JHealth Department [ Building Permit [INDO Work  [[]Public Works [JOther:

Copy of Certificate 1o

DESCRIPTION OF WORK TO BE PERFORMED
Please soacify the exact locason 0n the structure, the neture of the work, the materiais to be used, and the existing
PEStonic features to be repdired o replaced. Landscape, “ence, and ot bulidings, etc., should iInciude a sketch of the
propety showing the proposed location. In order 1o make an appropniate, fair and timedy decision the ADRB may reguest
add toral detalled information, This may Inchude plars, sketches, photographs, and iInformalion about the materials 10 be
wsed, Induding brochures, catalog informetion, and paint chips.

‘
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/ CHECK ALL THAT APPLY & FILL IN THE CORRESPONDING INFORMATION
E/m

R s S (] samge Provided
Color Name & Mesfachrer: Y 2 TT0A - M S L oA T Aouw?
Location (body, window b, specfic trim, accents?_ | L e — Lo oty
‘ ;ul.r(,(&»’) - ]/)g A AP M e
0 sang [ Sempse Provided Canboi CoPy

Existing Sding (stybe, maberial, color, location):
Proposed Sding (sty'e, matiral, coleor, location):
Manufactiueer: Proposed Soe:

NOTE: If proposing viny! or aluminum siding, per ADRB Guidelines, appiicant must be provided a
copy of Preservation Brief 8, conceming siding. 1t is HIGHLY recommended that applicant provide
pictures and document extensive reasons why vinyl or son-hstoric siding is being proposed.

) root *Flease note, ROANG requies & bulding parmit®
Existing Roof (macera, sty'e, color):
Propased Roof (material, style, coler):
Manufacueer: Lecanon:

[ windows / Door
Sxisting Windows/Door (style, materky, sire, coor, location):

Propased Windows/'Docr (style, matenal, size, color, location):
Manufectires: Type (if appicatie):

NOTE: Per ADRB Guidelines, it is recommended that proposed windows are the same size as the

original window opening. Covering of windows is highly discouraged. For vimyl or other noa-historic
windows, It Is recommended to document existing windows, induding the condition and reasons

why original windows should be replaced

7] Pence
Bxsting Fence (type, materisl, color):

Proposed Fence (type, materal, color, location, course):

[ Gatrers
Exsting Gutter (materssl, style, location, color): f‘ v,

Proposed Gutter (materis!, style, location, color): 2- /i A Vg
Marutacturer:

=

O some
Existing Sofft (style, material, location, cokor):

Proposad Soffit (style, matera), location, color):

Page 20f4
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City of Hamilton fITf | Sommeriy Development

BUTLER COUNTY OHIO LR Hamilten. Ohio 45011

s

To: Architectural Design Review Board
From: Ed Wilson, ADRB
Subject: AGENDA ITEM # 1

232 North Second Street — Gable Window Replacement
Marion Arbino, Applicant

Meeting Date: 5/17/2016
Received Application: 5/4/2016
Impacts: German Village Historic District

Dear Board Members:

Synopsis

A Certificate of Appropriateness application has been submitted for 232 North
Second Street needing Architectural Design Review Board examination and
approval.

COA Application includes the following proposal items and only these items:

Proposed Items
Needing ADRB COA Approval

Reason

Gable Window Replacement (Vinyl Change of Structure Component

with Poplar Wood Trim painted white) Change of Exterior Appearance

Change of Existing Materials

Existing:

The Proposal is also part of, or due to, one of the following City of Hamilton
function:

v’ Health Division (Health Department) Work occurred due to Health
Citation.




232 North Second Street
Gable Window Replacement
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Introduction:

The Applicant, Marion Arbino, has submitted a Certificate of Appropriateness
Application for the property of 232 North Second Street. The proposal involves
replacement of existing gable window with a new rectangular window.

The subject property of 232 North Second Street is part of the German Village
Historic District and is Zoned “BPD” — Business Planned Development.

Background:

The case of 232 North Second Street began with visual confirmation of work
occurring without a Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) at the residential
structure, April 15, 2016. This confirmation transpired during a local inventory
session and photographs were taken as evidence of the occurrence on this date.
This was followed by the issuance of a Stop Work order through the mail.

Thereafter, and upon receipt of the Stop Work order, the property owner and
applicant, Mr. Arbino, contacted the Planning Division to discuss the specifics
and gain information on the needed steps to resolve the situation. Staff
answered Mr. Arbino’s questions and outlined the approval process steps for
COA application and ADRB review. During this conversation, Mr. Arbino noted
the Health Division citations lobbied towards 232 North Second Street,
mentioning the windows and needed paint for relevant trim work. Mr. Arbino also
voiced distress and disapprobation of the citations from the Health Division and
the issued Stop Work Order.

Following this, Mr. Arbino met in-person to further discuss the situation involving
232 North Second Street. The Applicant highlighted the work that occurred at
232 North Second Street, emphasizing that the existing gable windows were
rotted and needed replacement. Mr. Arbino mentioned the compounding items
of the Health Division citing the gable window for paint, the subsequent Court
Case and the resultant monetary fine. The Applicant emphasized that all work
was to improve the structure and underscored the efforts to make 232 North
Second Street a decent property. Mr. Arbino also revealed the aluminum siding
covering the gable was damaged in a recent windstorm, prompting the decision
to remove that siding; the outcome of which revealed the original fish-
scale/scallop siding, which the Applicant touched up with white paint.
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During the consultation meeting, Staff provided Mr. Arbino with a copy of the
ADRB Policies & Guidelines, with citation towards the subject of windows.
Additionally, Staff summarized to Mr. Arbino that the ADRB focus pertains to the
exterior appearance and design of the structure. Likewise, it was noted that the
current state of 232 North Second Street consisted of several non-historic and/or
artificial construction products already in place at the structure, and having been
in place for years. This was further supported by an issued COA approving
Aluminum Siding to the wood siding from Hamilton’s German Village
Commission, circa 1977. In summation, due to the existing use and evidence of
approval of non-original materials, the impact of a non-original artificial
replacement window, with poplar wood trim, as noted by the Applicant, is
arguably negligible compared to most typical non-original material proposals,
such as full vinyl siding or replacement of all windows as vinyl on a historic
structure.

At the end of the meeting, Staff supplied a copy of the ADRB Policies &
Guidelines with emphasis on the topic of windows, printed copies of the inventory
photos showing the appearance alteration — both the former and current state of
232 North Second Street as of the latest Community Development-ADRB
records, and a copy of the COA issued by the Hamilton German Village — circa
1977. The foremost item is included as an overall ADRB Agenda attachment,
while the latter items are included as Exhibit Attachments for this report.

Supplemental Items

Implications for ADRB Policies & Guidelines; and Other Requirements

As noted in the Background section of this report, the transpired work of 232
North Second Street, broaches the subject of Windows, pertaining to the ADRB
Policies & Guidelines. Additionally, the Applicant was provided a copy of the
ADRB Policies & Guidelines with emphasis of the subject of Windows.

Summairily, the policies and guidelines discourage the use of artificial material
windows. However, the guidelines do not ban the use of artificial material
windows. Other tenets of the policies & guidelines pertaining to windows, note
that replacement windows should match the original where possible. Staff
accentuated these items during the meeting with the Applicant, including
highlighting and citation of the Applicant’s provided paper copy of the ADRB
guidelines.
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State of Ohio Historic Designation

This property of 232 North Second Street is not part of the State Historic
Inventory.

PROPOSAL

Replacement of existing wooden gable window, with a new rectangular vinyl
window, trimmed in poplar wood.

The work has already occurred without a COA.

e Per the Applicant, multiple developments prompted the proposal and
replacement of the window.

o The subject property of 232 North Second Street was issued a
Health Citation, for Paint and Fix, particularly the Gable Window.

o Per the Applicant, the situation resulted in being taken to court and
fined over the matter, prompting and expediting the work further.

o Perthe Applicant, the existing window was rotted and had to be
replaced.

o Per the Applicant, the current work on 232 North Second Street
was satisfactory to the Health Sanitarian responsible for the case.

o The work also included removal of damaged aluminum siding,
resulting in the reveal of the original existing fishscale/scallop
siding. This could be considered a mitigating item as it is step
towards utilizing an existing, historic appropriate component of the
structure.

o The relevant items available for dissemination and pertaining to the
ADRB case of 232 North Second Street have been included as
Exhibit Attachment items.
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Attachments:

1. EXHIBIT A: Images of the Property

2. EXHIBIT B: Comparative Before and After Images of 232 North
Second Street

3. EXHIBIT C: Copy of COA Issued by Hamilton German Village — circa
1977

4. EXHIBIT D: Issued Stop Work Order — April 18, 2016

5. EXHIBIT E: COA Application

EXHIBIT A: Images of the Property
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EXHIBIT B: Comparative Before & After Images of 232 North Second Street

p

After (04/15/2016)
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EXHIBIT C: Copy of COA Issued by Hamilton German Village — circa 1977
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EXHIBIT D: Issued Stop Work Order — April 18, 2016

City of Hamilton ¥ A Tkt cip
TLER COUMTY O Hamiltan, Dhip 45051
Cartified Mail - First Notlca
April 18, 2016
Marion Arbing
232 Morth Second Street

Hamilten, OH 45011

Cear Marsn Arbing,
Re: 232 North Second Street

It B comi to our attertbon that you have recantly staried o complelad some aaencr work at
your building at 232 North Second Street. The exterior workl noted was: Replacement of Gable
Window with vinyd,mon-original window . Porch Work:,

While the City of Haméion apprectates afforts to improve preperty. this building ks locabed in
the Garrman Village Hstonc Distnct. I B subject 19 the regulabons & defined in Sechon
1126.0:0 of the: Hamilion Zoning Ordinancs reganding exterion chan ges. and axterion work must
have a Certificate of Appropriateness (GOA),

Conceming 232 Morth Seoond Strest, all exterior work mus Siop immediately. To resume
W

Pleasa contact the City's Cormmunity Development Department, Planning Division,
Submit @ COA Application (@ copy is included with this letier)

And have the City's Anchitectural Design Review Bcard [ADREB) approve the proposed
Wk

Lol

Pleage complets and submil & COA Applcation 10 the Community Development Department,
Planning Division by within 14 days of receiptof this letier. Be advised. thal failure 1o submit
a CO& Application can result in the City seeking legal punitive measunes s nofed in Section
1126120 of the Haméiton Zoning Ordinance.

We can prowide a detailed overview of this process or you can find additional information.
resources, and forma on the City of Hamilton website. (i, Avwew hamitton-city cogh.

i we can be of any further assiatance 1o you in the future, or if you hewe any questions oF
concemns, please do not hesitate to contact (51.3) TA5-T350.

Sircarety,
Etinara Eilocn L7V

Ed Wikssn

Preservation Planner, ADRE Secrétary
Community Development Department
City of HamiHon, Ohio
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EXHIBIT E: COA Application

PEr
clty,gml,lg,ml,m,tgﬁ | SIh e S aororTe Al
Hamilos, Onio 45013 A’lu‘EQL’
Architectural Design Review Board
Phone: 513.785.7350 Fax: 5137857349 Emait hamiltonhistorse@ei bamidonoh us

APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
mmeMMMUMMMMMmMMWd
msmnusamwwwmmwummmmm
Wmnmmm.mdwmummmmnmmm
Qywla::m“m : nwmmm(&mxxmunw

Ordinance,

i SR WAV AFPLR 4400 M < AN
Mmm4hmmmmwm

s

Property Address: 32— Y- Z‘.J ST
Applicant Name: _MARIGL)  ARBIAJID
Applicant Malling Address: [ 2! E - HOUQOTLEN 2D CeSHEY Ol 4s122
Owner/s Name: . LAAR I  ARB IO

Owner Malling Aderess: L7720 £ - HJQTLEY LR Gospgd pH 9sv22
Daytime Comtact Phone: G 13 &1L 372¢ ena

Contractor Phone: Email:

Is this work part of another City of Hamilton function?

[@fieaith Department [ Buiiding Permit  []NDD Work [CJPudlic Works []Other: _

DESCRIPTION OF WORK TO BE PERFORMED
mmmmmmmmmvundmmnmwuw,mnm
mmmumaw.mmuummmmmnumuu

Work Proposed: (Descride type of work, existing conditions and methods o be used, materials ¢ ’

) LINLN A

- S Dttt L "Gl e Ll
‘ g )

X _BTOROs)

) 1

WWM Date: 1/23"//1

<y Pagelofs
/‘u%t',(,-,&v $10 3 &7 YAHOO Com
Dy oht pider STOZ L yubiv.com
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I:":
Community Develnpment

City of Hamilton {} 3? S4E High E1tost, Sults 370

TLER COUMNTY _:III':' g .'f Hamiltan OR _--'.E'.;:-'_I
To: Architectural Design Review Board
From: Ed Wilson, ADRB

Subject: AGENDA ITEM # 2
50 North Sixth Street — Front Yard & Back Yard Fence, Bollards

Leon Meschoulam, Applicant

Meeting Date: 5/17/2016
Received Application: 5/4/2016
Impacts: Dayton-Campbell Historic District

Dear Board Members:

Introduction:

The Applicant, Leon Meschoulam, has submitted a Certificate of Appropriateness
Application for the property of 50 North Sixth Street. The proposal involves the
replacement of the existing rear chain-link fence with a new black chain-link
fence, the erection of a new front fence, and the installation of bollards at the
front entrance walkway, following the course of the proposed front fence.

The subject property of 50 North Sixth Street is part of the Dayton-Campbell
Historic District and is Zoned “R-4", Multi-Family Residential.

Synopsis

A Certificate of Appropriateness application has been submitted for 50 North
Sixth Street needing Architectural Design Review Board examination and
approval.

Please see the next page for the itemization synopsis of the Applicant’s proposal
and the reasoning for needed ADRB review.




Synopsis (Continued)

COA Application includes the following proposal items and only these items:

Needing ADRB COA Approval

Reason

Front Yard Fence

Alteration of Property Appearance due to
new fence

Existing: None

Needing ADRB COA Approval

Reason

Back Yard Fence

Change in Color of Property Component

Existing: Chain-link Fence

Needing ADRB COA Approval

Reason

Bollards at Front Walkway

Alteration of Property Appearance due to
new Bollards on front walkway

Existing: None

The Proposal is also part of, or due to, one of the following City of Hamilton

functions:

NONE
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50 North Sixth Street
Front Yard & Back Yard Fence, Bollards
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Background:

50 North Sixth Street came to the attention of the Planning Division due to the
Applicant’s contact of the office, researching the historic status of the property
and the relevant requirements for submitting property proposals.

Staff answered Mr. Meschoulam’s questions and worked with the Applicant
concerning historic and zoning requirements. Summarily, the proposal stems
from a desire to improve and secure the property in a fashion seen fit by the
Applicant.

Supplemental ltems

Implications for ADRB Policies & Guidelines; and Other Requirements

The proposal for 50 North Sixth Street prompts the topic of Fences concerning
the Architectural Design Review Board Policies & Guidelines. Succinctly, the
guidelines discourage chain-link fences, save for specific conditions and
mitigating circumstances. Primarily, chain-link fences should be at the rear of the
structure and painted green or black as a method of blending with the
surroundings and alleviating the appearance of the chain-link. Other than this,
the general guidelines emphasize the use of historic appropriate materials and
designs for fences such as metal or wood.

Note that the proposed rear chain-link fence would be black in color, while the

proposed front fence is black steel. Both items are within overall adherence to
the fence provisions of the policies and guidelines.

State of Ohio Historic Designation

The property of 50 North Sixth Street is not part of the State of Ohio Historic
Inventory.
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PROPOSAL

Replacement of rear yard fence, erection of front yard fence, installation of
bollards at front entry walkway.

Rear Yard Fence

¢ Removal of existing chain-link fence.

e Installation of new chain-link fence, 61 feet in total length along the same
course as the previous existing fence.

e 72 inch high fence, with posts spaced at 4 feet apart.
e Vinyl Coated chain-link, in a Black color.

¢ Includes two (2) 5 foot wide gates with expanded metal screen, plus panic
bar, and one (1) 4 foot wide gate with expanded metal screen, plus panic
bar.

Front Yard Fence

¢ Installation of new fence, 88 feet in total length for the front yard.
e 42 inch high fence, with posts are spaced at 4-5 feet apart.

e Fence is Montage Plust Steel Speartop.

Bollards
e Installation of two (2) bollards for the concrete walkway located at the front
elevation of the property.
e Square Black Powder-Coated Steel, concrete-filled bollards.
e Bollards have 4 inch black ballcaps.

¢ Placed to follow the course of the proposed front fence.

All items have supplemental items for further information and illustration, included
as Exhibit Attachment items.
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Attachments:

EXHIBIT A: Images of the Property

EXHIBIT B: Work Quote from Mills Fence Co. — Applicant Submitted

EXHIBIT C: Back Fence, Proposed, Photo Sample — Applicant

Submitted

4. EXHIBIT D: Back Fence, Material Example — Applicant Submitted

5. EXHIBIT E: Front Fence, Proposed, Photo Sample — Applicant
Submitted

6. EXHIBIT F: Bollards for Front, Sample — Applicant Submitted

7. EXHIBIT G: Front of Synagogue Photo — Applicant Submitted

8. EXHIBIT H: Existing Fence in Back to be replaced — Applicant
Submitted

9. EXHIBIT I: COA Application

wh =
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EXHIBIT A: Images of the Property
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EXHIBIT B: Work Quote from Mills Fence Co. — Applicant Submitted

Propesel Sabentiod To: Cwte o8 Naeme.

Leon Meschoulam 3/11/16 Congregation Beth israel

St [T 1ob Licariem

SO N. 6™ Street leon_meshoulam@yahoo.com

Ciny, State, 2ip Cone: Comtact Nomderiny: e Mo
Hamilton, O 45011 Mo Cen 513-305-1911

W ey SRR e e lu sl srd et for
1. Ml Fence Co. proposes to remove and haul away 61° of existing fence and furnish and install 61°
of 72" $5-40 6 GAUGE VINYL-COATED CHAINLINK w/ (2) two 5'wide gates w/ expanded metal
scroen and panic pars and (1) one #'wide gate w/ expanded metal screen and panic bar. All posts
mocmwmms'ofcam«.s'nmmuosrs.zwmim

Total: $6,790 *BACK FENCE*

2. Milis Fence Co. proposes to furnish and install 88° of 48°H MONTAGE PLUST STEEL SPEARTOP w/
posts spaced @ 4-5" apant in 36 of concrete w/ (2) 4" SQUARE BLACK POWDER-COATED STEEL
concrete-filled bollards w/ 4* black balicaps, water-drilled into concrete walkway,

Total: 55,500 “FRONT FENCE*

*ALL POSTS SET IN CONCRETE*

We gropone bareby to furmign and habor - complene In 20000d R AoV 1pecification, for the wem of §
Yorma and Conditons of Sale

Temrn o gy e e o Ve Py e e =L & VN, (N e et o o e e e e e e Il -
et

Pon O« w— B Pancy o W han e adnr g - bod Pow Ar—atr, ay R -,
~

A e Kb by, aw | B TEI AN Selara, coll ) 800 JED T4 Wt Fence Ny by D e e S
B e .-u—-\--c---.“.:m'-— Cov s wvirntarts Puwt e e B wmtl bo e of o
W o — e e - » v

N T el M won - P b et e, *“-*“m.&.
-m—b—wn—*n-un-..onp—u-u-—— Min Farn ol Mg o gt o o ouRon By o 0 s Bl Sy
P 0 ST B —— e Sy D ) e o v e S T S of e, ~n-.——‘-~m-~l-l—~x-
- n--.-.-.-—a—or-n--—.n—rw-.-ﬂ-.—.-—-—.w—_m"mmu

L} OF BFLED. NS AN a0 D L ﬂummnmwumvnmv—nm“.
OO0 MROOLCTE) MLD 87 MALLS MG AuMom.rnmmw-mutmmlmmv“vwnm
wnvmmmmmnm-mmmmwwn

Chuten Sl S gt 8 e Bt wha ool v A S e e A b G O ey B e el o
———) AW (NS s @ APy e by Y O s

Aathortzed Sgaanure
&-Ihhdh““.h“‘-wd~‘-'--

N A Smsutataiued PTG TG D e i s et of s . (S e

T b 1 B st of e Caty, e

bt bttt irrer et L L Pp——— T Wi e Gy, e At S

R E N ~ s - WY Sw——— .. ~~-'h~—l--l~n~

Acceptance of Preposal: mmmmmumnmmmmm You
200 sithorged 10 do the work a3 specified. Payment will Be made as outheed above.

Dane of Acceptance: Signature:
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EXHIBIT C: Back Fence, Proposed, Photo Sample — Applicant Submitted
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EXHIBIT D: Back Fence, Material Example — Applicant Submitted

(3 \1'i" N
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‘A iihect

TTHELLL
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I

i
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EXHIBIT E: Front Fence, Proposed, Photo Sample — Applicant Submitted
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EXHIBIT F: Bollards for Front, Sample — Applicant Submitted
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EXHIBIT G: Front of Synagogue Photo — Applicant Submitted

'
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EXHIBIT H: Existing Fence in Back to be replaced — Applicant Submitted
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EXHIBIT I: COA Application

A 16l 24 S
al M
Community Development Al
City of .'..'c’oﬂ!!'o?.ﬁﬁ | SemmReyseens
Architectural Design Review Board
Phote: $13-705-7350 Fax: 5137867349 Email banilenhismors@c barmitosnhes

APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
mwmwmmwammtmmmwaum«
mmmummmnmnmummumm
kmuwwmmamamhnm mmnmnm
WNM“MNWWMMMH&MdNW
Oty Zoning Ordinance.

Mm'm#bmmhuwm

WMM
moperyasaess: _ 90 N (* el Hom (40 OH YSOII

Applicant ame: ___ Lo Mt G ho

Applicant Mating ~ ‘N_Ligl W\” Fem (Fem _OW 9SO

Owner/s Name: L &
Owner Maling Address: Hhﬂv""’h OH HSO[I

Daytime Contact Phong .S 1 3~ 30 Emmail N WC Schpolem hoy, Comn
Contractar phone: Xy l¢ 45 oma 3 13- C31 -013]

15 this work part of another City of Hamilton function? NO Nyle g willy f“‘l-Y‘”‘

[ Heanh Department [ Buliding Permit OINOD Work ] Public Woeks [JOther:

‘
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¢
City of Hamilton ﬂﬁ

BUTLER COUNTY OHID

Community Development
445 High Street, suite 370
Hamiltan, Ohg 42011

To: Architectural Design Review Board
From: Ed Wilson, ADRB
Subject: AGENDA ITEM # 3

202 South B Street — Demolition
City of Hamilton, Applicant

Meeting Date: 5/17/2016
Received Application: 5/4/2016
Impacts: Rossville Historic District

Dear Board Members:

Synopsis

A Certificate of Appropriateness application has been submitted for 202 South B
Street needing Architectural Design Review Board examination and approval.

COA Application includes the following proposal items and only these items:

Proposed Items
Needing ADRB COA Approval

Reason

Demolition Demolition of Structure

Existing:

The Proposal is also part of, or due to, one of the following City of Hamilton
function:

v’ Health Division (Health Department)




202 South B Street
Demolition

'
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Introduction:

The Applicant, City of Hamilton, has submitted a Certificate of Appropriateness
Application for the property of 202 South B Street. The proposal involves the
Demolition of the Structure.

The subject property of 202 South B Street is part of the Rossville Historic District
and is Zoned “MS-2”, South B Street, Form-Based Zoning District.

Background:

The Applicant, City of Hamilton, proposes demolition of the structure at 202
South B Street due to several reasons. The City’s Health Division dealt with the
property for multiple cases and violations since at least 2008. The structure has
been without utilities since September 2010. Subject property and structure have
been subject to significant damage and neglect since at least 2013. 202 South B
Street was declared a public nuisance, the details of which are available in
Exhibit B. In 2015, photos and assessments of the property were taken,
including the condition of the structure’s interior, noting damage, animals
inhabiting the structure and animal wastes.

Summairily, the Applicant assertion in reference to the justification for historic
structure demolition of 202 South B Street is that there is no reasonable
economic use for the property as it exists or rehabilitated — or that there is no
feasible means or prudent alternative to demolition.

Multiple narratives, documents and photos have been included as Exhibit
Attachments for reference and consideration pertaining to the case of 202 South
B Street.
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Supplemental ltems

Requirements for Demolition

1126.60 CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS - DEMOLITION:

In the event an application for a Certificate of Appropriateness includes
demolition of any property in the Architectural Conservation/Historic District the
applicant shall be required to submit evidence to the Architectural Design Review
Board indicating that at least ONE of the following conditions prevail:

A. That the property proposed for demolition is not inherently consistent with
other properties in its area of the Architectural Conservation/Historic District

(or)

B. That the property proposed for demolition contains no features of architectural
and/or historical significance; or

C. That there is no reasonable economic use for the property as it exists or as it

might be rehabilitated, that there is no feasible means or prudent alternative
to demolition

State of Ohio Historic Designation

The property of 202 South B Street is not part of the State of Ohio Historic
Inventory.

PROPOSAL

Demolition of the structure.
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RECOMMENDATION:

If the ADRB determines to grant approval of a Certificate of Appropriateness for
the demolition of the structure located at 202 South B Street the Community
Development Department recommends that the motion include the ADRB's
consideration of Part C of criteria listed in 1126.60 above:

C.

That there is no reasonable economic use for the property as it exists or
as it might be rehabilitated, that there is no feasible means or prudent
alternative to demolition.

Attachments:

wh =

SPS

EXHIBIT 1-1: Images of the Property

EXHIBIT 1-2: Applicant Assessment of 202 South B Street
EXHIBIT A: Health Division — Summary of Events, Violations of 202
South B Street

EXHIBIT B: Nuisance Declaration, September 13, 2013

EXHIBIT C: Motion to Vacate Foreclosure, Dismissing Foreclosure
Complaint, August 07, 2014

EXHIBIT D: Forfeiture Order, February 17, 2016

EXHIBIT E: Photos of Property, 15t Set — Applicant Submitted
EXHIBIT F: Photos of Property, 2" Set — Applicant Submitted
EXHIBIT G: Photos of Property, Interior — Applicant Submitted
EXHIBIT H: Photos of Property, Basement — Applicant Submitted
EXHIBIT I: Photos of Property, September 2015 — Applicant Submitted
EXHIBIT J: COA Application
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EXHIBIT 1-1: Images of the Property
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EXHIBIT 1-2: Applicant Assessment of 202 South B Street
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EXHIBIT A: Health Division — Summary of Events, Violations of 202 South B
Street

202 5 B Street
P&412111000054
Lot 1581, New London area (Rossville)
Prepared on 8/14 /2013

627 /08 Vielation letter sent for grass.

701,708 Viglation better sent for debris,

731,08 Complaint received regarding high grass.

9208 Viclation letter sent to remove desd fallen tree from yard.

3/16/0% Violation letter sent for debris and tree limbs pile in yard
4/16/09 Violation |etter sent for grass.

8/25,/09 Violation letter sent for grass.

11/236% violation letter sent for debris.

3/13/10 Violation letter sent for grass. City had 15 hire s contractor, $92 50
/30,10 Viokation letter sent for debris
021610 LNMities were shut off

12/2 710 Fallure to obtain court service.

623 /11 Vialation better sent for trash, tree limbs.
T25/11 Vialation better sent for grass.
/15,11 Vialation better sent for prass,

4/5/12 Violation betber sent for grass. City had o hire a contractor. Failure b chiain eourt
SETVECE,

6612 Violation better sent to repair and paint exterior of house.
/11712 Vinlation letter sent for grass. City had to hire 8 contractsr. $30,00
10/9/12 Violation letter sent for grass. City had to hire a contracter, $24.00

4/10/13 Viclation letter sent to secure house. City had to hire a contractor (o seeure
$188.00 plus £50000,

4/2513 Orders sent requiring demolition or rehabilitation plan, Mo conperation or
regpange from the evwner.

5/20/13 Viglation letter sent for grass. City had to bire & contractar
6/20/13 City had 1o hire a contractor to secare oper cistorn hode and seoare hose

Property has been peglected and without utilities since 971672010, Owner of record is Jahn
B Connaughton Tr and James R Rutherford Tr. (Executors are Katherine Hanson and
Robhie Gregory and | also notified Madonna Connaughton).
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EXHIBIT B: Nuisance Declaration, September 13, 2013
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wumu.quwmmmw "

mmmbmammwnmmmn
statement of the publc nuisance wnwmammumuh
Suckure on the prevmises;

NOW, mwom.unmvmwmmunondmom

SECTION | mnc«munc&,awwmmmnh
mmmnmmw.;«wmn.mumsmmmm
-mmcmmmu-nmmm.mcummu

NeGOCied vacant musance 5
(3] wmuhmm»wummmummw
mm»m.unw:y-mnzmc

wmmam-ﬁm-mwnmw
mmmwc«nmmmm;
{0) muuumwumuummmm.w
mum.m-:bmmtmduoqaunm'-cw
and

4] mmummnnwdmmmmnu
Bing the premises Info compsance have octurred

SECTION It MmmuMhSEﬂlONlmmo

m.-mmwammwmummwuwun
Clty and its residenrs
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EXHIBIT C: Motion to Vacate Foreclosure, Dismissing Foreclosure
Complaint, August 07, 2014

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
NANCY E. NIX. TREASURER OF | Case No. CV2013-08-2435
YTLER COUNYY; OHIO | Judge: POWERS
Plaintiff |

v. ENTRY GRANTING PLAINTIFF'S
| MOTION TO VACATE JUDGMENT
| ENTRY/DECREE OF FORECLOUSRE
| AND TO DISMISS FORECLOSURE

COMPLAINT

JAMES R. RUTHERFORD, TRUSTEE, et |
al.l l

Defendant -

For good cause shown, the moton filod by Plaintiff 1o Vacate Judgment Entry/Decree of
Fomdosu'oandlobtsnmmeFaodawrc Compiaint is well taken The court hereby vacates
MJWEmmdFmdosmebymmﬂmAugwor. 2014, and to
Disrgiss the Foreclosure Complaint fled on August 20, 2013

|

IT1S 8O ORDERED

‘
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EXHIBIT D: Forfeiture Order, February 17, 2016

B S B

 COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
L W 55 gm er CounTY, OHO

NANCY E. NIX, TREASURER BUTLER Case No. CV2015-06-1344

COUNTY L E Powars, J.

v. 2 ENTRY ORDERING LANDS
FORFEITED TO THE STATE OF OHIO

AUDITOR'S PERMANENT PARCEL
NO(S).

P6412-111-000-054

THE ESTATE OF JOHN B. CONNAUGHTON, |
olal !

Deferdarts ]

mmwac‘ssm.m.mmnmﬁmwnwmam
Mmummmnwwmnommuunmmmmw
mmmmommmmwmamnummmu
following described property is forfeited to the State of Ohlo. 1o wit:

Situated in the City of Hamilion, County of Butier, and State of Ohlo

Being the northeast part of Lot Numbered 1581 25 the same s known and designated
mmwwmmhnrmwwawmammm.
aoomnnmmmdwtnmmmmmmnnm
mn«uﬂuaummmwummwtmm
norhwestwardly and paraliel with the north ine of said lot 101 1/2 feet; thence
northwardly and at right angels 3 feet; thence northwestwardly and parafiel with said
north line 65 feet to the west side of said lot. thence northeastwardly with said ine 27 feet
10 the place of beginning. Baing 27 feet fronting on South "B* Street with the rear part of
said Lot being 30 feet in wigth.

Property Address: 202 South "B" Street, Hamilion, OH 45013
Parcel Number.  P8412-111.000-054

u'nfumu.omeasonmoowdmemummmmmamm.
wbmmmm.mmmummmwmwauw
ownar, and of any other person, or entity, claiming an Inlerest therein, is transferrad 10 and vested
in the state to be disposed of in compliance with R.C. Chapler 5723

ltbm.mommmmmmunmywn
and herseby are, conceled of record, to wit:

Claimant Interest
State Of Ohio, Depariment @ State Tax Lien fed with the Clerk of the Court of Comenan
Of Taxation Ploas of Butier County, Ohio, on 11/13/2012, In case

number ST2012-11.7057 in the ceiginal amount of $182.19

State Of Ohio, Department @ Statle Tax Lian filed with the Clerk of the Court of Common
Pleas of Butler County, Ohio, on 08/05/2008, in case

o .

‘
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EXHIBIT E: Photos of Property, 1st Set — Applicant Submitted
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EXHIBIT F: Photos of Property, 2nd Set — Applicant Submitted

‘
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EXHIBIT G: Photos of Property, Interior — Applicant Submitted

- Ao

Cat urine and feces.
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EXHIBIT H: Photos of Property, Basement — Applicant Submitted

'
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EXHIBIT I: Photos of Property, September 2015 — Applicant Submitted

09/28/2015 12:56
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EXHIBIT J: COA Application
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¢
City of Hamilton ﬂﬁ

BUTLER COUNTY OHID

Community Development
445 High Street, suite 370
Hamiltan, Ohg 42011

To: Architectural Design Review Board
From: Ed Wilson, ADRB
Subject: AGENDA ITEM # 4

131 Hueston Street — Demolition
City of Hamilton, Applicant

Meeting Date: 5/17/2016
Received Application: 5/4/2016
Impacts: Rossville Historic District

Dear Board Members:

Synopsis

A Certificate of Appropriateness application has been submitted for 131 Hueston
Street needing Architectural Design Review Board examination and approval.

COA Application includes the following proposal items and only these items:

Proposed Items
Needing ADRB COA Approval

Reason

Demolition Demolition of Structure

Existing:

The Proposal is also part of, or due to, one of the following City of Hamilton
function:

v’ Health Division (Health Department)




131 Hueston Street
Demolition
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Introduction:

The Applicant, City of Hamilton, has submitted a Certificate of Appropriateness
Application for the property of 131 Hueston Street. The proposal involves the
Demolition of the Structure.

The subject property of 131 Hueston Street is part of the Rossville Historic
District and is Zoned “R-4", Multi-Family Residential District.

Background:

The property of 131 Hueston Street was acquired by the Butler County Land
Reutilization Corporation in February of 2016. The property was subject to bank
foreclosure initiated in January 2013, filed by Wells Fargo. The property was at
sheriff's sale and has been shifted between several different corporations.
Further background information pertaining to the known and relevant immediate
history of 131 Hueston Street can be found in Exhibit A, and in the Applicant’s
addendum summarizing the demolition application.

The City, proposes demolition of the structure at 131 Hueston Street for
substantial reasons. The structure is currently encased in vinyl siding and
contains vinyl replacement windows. Per the Applicant submitted addendum,
historically significant interior and exterior items have been removed from 131
Hueston Street, prior to recent attempts to repair and refashion the structure.
Exhibit items C through H illustrate these articles. Concurrently, the structure’s
exterior and interior have significant damage. The exterior assessment includes
neglected and damaged gutters, with water damage to the foundation. The
interior assessment encompasses significant damage to the basement and
temporary bracing utilized as a stopgap measure.

Summarily, the Applicant assertion in reference to the justification for historic
structure demolition of 131 Hueston Street is twofold. First, that the structure
proposed for demolition contains no features of architectural and/or historical
significance. Second, that there is no reasonable economic use for the property
as it exists or rehabilitated — or that there is no feasible means or prudent
alternative to demolition.

Multiple narratives, documents and photos have been included as Exhibit
Attachments for reference and consideration pertaining to the case of 131
Hueston Street.
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Supplemental ltems

Requirements for Demolition

1126.60 CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS - DEMOLITION:

In the event an application for a Certificate of Appropriateness includes
demolition of any property in the Architectural Conservation/Historic District the
applicant shall be required to submit evidence to the Architectural Design Review
Board indicating that at least ONE of the following conditions prevail:

A. That the property proposed for demolition is not inherently consistent with
other properties in its area of the Architectural Conservation/Historic District

(or)

B. That the property proposed for demolition contains no features of architectural
and/or historical significance; or

C. That there is no reasonable economic use for the property as it exists or as it

might be rehabilitated, that there is no feasible means or prudent alternative
to demolition

State of Ohio Historic Designation

The property of 131 Hueston Street is not part of the State of Ohio Historic
Inventory.

PROPOSAL

Demolition of the structure.
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RECOMMENDATION:

If the ADRB determines to grant approval of a Certificate of Appropriateness for
the demolition of the structure located at 131 Hueston Street the Community
Development Department recommends that the motion include the ADRB's
consideration of Part B and/or C of criteria listed in 1126.60 above:

B. That the property proposed for demolition contains no features of
architectural and/or historical significance; or

C. That there is no reasonable economic use for the property as it exists or as
it might be rehabilitated, that there is no feasible means or prudent
alternative to demolition

Attachments:
1. EXHIBIT 1-1: Images of the Property
2. EXHIBIT 1-2: Applicant Assessment of 131 Hueston Street
3. EXHIBIT A: Property Transaction History — 131 Hueston Street
4. EXHIBIT B: Exterior Image
5. EXHIBIT C: Interior Image
6. EXHIBIT D: Interior Image
7. EXHIBIT E: Interior Image
8. EXHIBIT F: Interior Image
9. EXHIBIT G: Interior Image
10.  EXHIBIT H: Interior Image
11.  EXHIBIT I: Exterior Image, Gutter and Missing Downspout
12.  EXHIBIT J: Exterior Image, Foundation and Siding
13. EXHIBIT K: Exterior Image, Concrete and Siding
14.  EXHIBIT L: Exterior Image, Cellar Storm Way to Basement
15.  EXHIBIT M: Interior Image, Cellar Storm Way, Steps
16.  EXHIBIT N: Interior Image, Foundation Damage
17. EXHIBIT O: Interior Image, Basement
18.  EXHIBIT P: Interior Image, Basement
19. EXHIBIT Q: Interior Image, Basement
20. EXHIBIT R: Interior Image, Basement
21. EXHIBIT S: Interior Image, Basement
22.  EXHIBIT T: COA Application
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EXHIBIT 1-1: Images of
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the Property
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EXHIBIT 1-2: Applicant Assessment of 131 Hueston Street
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EXHIBIT A: Property Transaction History — 131 Hueston Street

See Duser Courty

r R S ( oy
~aw AR P 1 100000
» ’ S~ ——
- | CFY OF sAMLION Ose 1 e TN 5 [—,'
Mach, 15, e y
g Se- e A
e Vame
Son Bate Bl Type Seut O towm. By m—
et FIETINN MET BUTLER COUNTY LAND  GITY OF mAMLTON 89 Puutls Surmmary
Ve foch put Moven REUTRZATION COW Dm0 g ol s
AN TS DAYVAR TRUSTES LS SURLEN COUNTY LAND
Comwweit FEUTLEZATON CoM LI
O Bitings SRALGES LAND B BULDIVG §18 730 00 D04 COBLL BARNES (L DAVMARK TRUSTIE LG
TSNS LAMD & BURING 510 ) 00 SN VWELLS FARGO BAMK WA OONLL AAMS (L0 Vadeg Lt Erport
L] ™ ool [agant
e m«wnmnm“maﬂtc '?nummu Progmey Fapert Can
P JEIPLL LAND & B ONG 500 Ak ML QYR C VUL Qvoe ©
tas Dot 2004 TRAEP S0 LAND & BUSLOWG $1 000 00 S008  ALOLS MEATG MULLNS Gvin ©
s O 20 PR LAND & BURLDWO 32 000 00
L
T Den 203 LS
Tan Dot vy Ton Cotn Sommrationn,
N B
Taw Dot 50 o~
T Dbt 2500 R
e T | 2000 - Contes
Tas Owia J28 Prt g g
Toe Cutaw 27 L LR
Tox Dwnme 2008 Lo o St ot
Toe Dot 008
Tewn s (P —__ &y
Ve e boasory
bl
Li.-:.huu——u J
L U S e—— l-u.um Shoe Umis
:x R e 03] M0V se Covtant Uy
: e (523 mer a0 Lo (hv b
g opery tyhoangPT; N o n D e n e s mben by Qe 14l Mparere 20

T

Page 71



EXHIBIT B: Exterior Image

’ Page 72



EXHIBIT C: Interior Image
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EXHIBIT D: Interior Image
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EXHIBIT E: Interior Image
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EXHIBIT F: Interior Image
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EXHIBIT G: Interior Image
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EXHIBIT H: Interior Image
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EXHIBIT I: Exterior Image, Gutter and Missing Downspout
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EXHIBIT J: Exterior Image, Foundation and Siding
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EXHIBIT K: Exterior Image, Concrete and Siding
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EXHIBIT L: Exterior Image, Cellar Storm Way to Basement
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EXHIBIT M: Interior Image, Cellar Storm Way, Steps
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EXHIBIT N: Interior Image, Foundation Damage
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EXHIBIT O: Interior Image, Basement

‘

Page 85



EXHIBIT P: Interior Image, Basement
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EXHIBIT Q: Interior Image, Basement
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EXHIBIT R: Interior Image, Basement
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EXHIBIT S: Interior Image, Basement
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EXHIBIT T: COA Application
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¢
City of Hamilton ﬂﬁ

BUTLER COUNTY OHID

Community Development
445 High Street, suite 370
Hamiltan, Ohg 42011

To: Architectural Design Review Board
From: Ed Wilson, ADRB
Subject: AGENDA ITEM # 5

221 North Eighth Street — Demolition
City of Hamilton, Applicant

Meeting Date: 5/17/2016
Received Application: 5/4/2016
Impacts: Dayton-Campbell Historic District

Dear Board Members:

Synopsis

A Certificate of Appropriateness application has been submitted for 221 North
Eighth Street needing Architectural Design Review Board examination and
approval.

COA Application includes the following proposal items and only these items:

Proposed Items
Needing ADRB COA Approval

Reason

Demolition Demolition of Structure

Existing:

The Proposal is also part of, or due to, one of the following City of Hamilton
function:

v' Health Division (Health Department)




221 North Eighth Street
Demolition
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Introduction:

The Applicant, City of Hamilton, has submitted a Certificate of Appropriateness
Application for the property of 221 North Eighth Street. The proposal involves
the Demolition of the Structure.

The subject property of 221 North Eighth Street is part of the Dayton-Campbell
Historic District and is Zoned “R-4”, Multi-Family Residential Zoning District.

Background:

The Applicant, City of Hamilton, proposes demolition of the structure at 221 North
Eighth Street due to extensive interior and exterior damage. The structure lacks
gutters, resulting in significant deterioration of the soffits and exterior wood.
Interior water damage and remodeling eradicated the architecturally significant
building components.

Summarily the Applicant’s justification for demolition of 221 North Eighth Street is
that there is no economic use for the property as it exists due to the extent of
structure damage. Additionally, the Applicant noted that the property proposed
for demolition contains no features of architectural and/or historical significance.
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Supplemental ltems

Requirements for Demolition

1126.60 CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS - DEMOLITION:

In the event an application for a Certificate of Appropriateness includes
demolition of any property in the Architectural Conservation/Historic District the
applicant shall be required to submit evidence to the Architectural Design Review
Board indicating that at least ONE of the following conditions prevail:

A. That the property proposed for demolition is not inherently consistent with
other properties in its area of the Architectural Conservation/Historic District

(or)

B. That the property proposed for demolition contains no features of architectural
and/or historical significance; or

C. That there is no reasonable economic use for the property as it exists or as it

might be rehabilitated, that there is no feasible means or prudent alternative
to demolition

State of Ohio Historic Designation

The property of 221 North Eighth Street is not part of the State of Ohio Historic
Inventory.

PROPOSAL

Demolition of the structure.
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RECOMMENDATION:

If the ADRB determines to grant approval of a Certificate of Appropriateness for
the demolition of the structure located at 221 North Eighth Street the Community
Development Department recommends that the motion include the ADRB's
consideration of Part B and/or C of criteria listed in 1126.60 above:

B. That the property proposed for demolition contains no features of
architectural and/or historical significance; or

C. That there is no reasonable economic use for the property as it exists or as
it might be rehabilitated, that there is no feasible means or prudent
alternative to demolition

Attachments:
1. EXHIBIT 1-1: Images of the Property
2. EXHIBIT 1-2: Applicant Assessment of 221 North Eighth Street
3. EXHIBIT A: Exterior Photo of the Structure
4. EXHIBIT B: Exterior Photo depicting gutter/soffit damage
5. EXHIBIT C: Exterior Photo depicting exposed siding
6. EXHIBIT D: Exterior Photo depicting siding damage
7. EXHIBIT E: Exterior Photo depicting damaged siding and foundation
8. EXHIBIT F: Interior Photo depicting exposed and damaged wall
9. EXHIBIT G: Interior Photo depicting damage and refuse
10.  EXHIBIT H: Interior Photo depicting floor damage / exposed framework
11.  EXHIBIT I: Interior Photo depicting water damage in wall
12. EXHIBIT J: Interior Photo depicting further damage
13. EXHIBIT K: Interior Photo depicting extensive ceiling rot and damage
14.  EXHIBIT L: Interior Photo depicting damage and neglect of fireplace
15. EXHIBIT M: COA Application
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EXHIBIT 1-1: Images of the Property
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EXHIBIT 1-2: Applicant Assessment of 221 North Eighth Street
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EXHIBIT A: Exterior Photo of the Structure
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EXHIBIT B: Exterior Photo depicting gutter/soffit damage
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EXHIBIT C: Exterior Photo depicting exposed siding
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EXHIBIT D: Exterior Photo depicting siding damage
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EXHIBIT E: Exterior Photo depicting damaged siding and foundation
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EXHIBIT F: Interior Photo depicting exposed and damaged wall
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EXHIBIT G: Interior Photo depicting damage and refuse
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EXHIBIT H: Interior Photo depicting floor damage / exposed framework

' Page 107



EXHIBIT I: Interior Photo depicting water damage in wall
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EXHIBIT J: Interior Photo depicting further damage
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EXHIBIT K: Interior Photo depicting extensive ceiling rot and damage
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EXHIBIT L: Interior Photo depicting damage and neglect of fireplace
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EXHIBIT M: COA Application
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