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Demmel O’Neill  Brown O’Neill  

 

 

I. Roll Call: 
 

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

Kathy Dudley, Assistant Law Director 
 
III. Approval of Meeting Minutes – Written Summary and Audio Recording for these 

dates: 
 

A. November 1, 2016 
 
 
IV. Properties Seeking COA - New Business 
 

1. 643 Dayton Street (Dayton-Campbell) – Remove Shutters 
2. 15 South B Street (Rossville) – Building Proposed for Mural 
3. 212 Main Street (Rossville) – Building Proposed for Mural 
4. 376 South D Street (Rossville) – Replace Basement Windows 
5. 663 South C Street (Rossville) – Rear Fence 

 
 
V. Miscellaneous/Discussion/On the Radar 
 
- Property Inquiries: 

o 219 South D Street (Rossville) – Concrete Steps to House, address disrepair and 
safety - Emergency COA 

 
VI. Adjourn 
 
VII. Guests:   
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To:   Architectural Design Review Board 
From:  Ed Wilson, ADRB  
Subject: AGENDA ITEM #1 

643 Dayton Street – Removal of Shutters 
Heather and Josh Hodges, Applicant 

Meeting Date:    11/15/2016 
Received Application:  10/31/2016 

Impacts:  Dayton-Campbell Historic District 
 

 

Introduction: 
The Applicant, Heather and Josh Hodges, has submitted a Certificate of 
Appropriateness Application for the property of 643 Dayton Street.  The proposal 
involves the Removal of Shutters. 
 
The subject property of 643 Dayton Street is part of the Dayton-Campbell Historic 
District and is Zoned “R-0”, Multi-Family Office District. 
 
This property is also part of the State of Ohio Historic Inventory, referenced as 
BUT-983-9 – see attached.  
 
Please note that the only item in need of ADRB review is the removal of the 
shutters.  All other work, pertaining to roofing and wood repair, has been 
considered like-for-like and/or emergency. 
 
PROPOSAL 
Removal of Shutters from the Structure 

 Shutters are primarily located on the front second and third floor, and on 
the northern elevation of the structure. 

 Note that the southern elevation of the structure has no shutters. 

 Applicants submitted two photos as evidence of the building not having 
shutters in the past. – See Exhibit Attachments A and A-1 for comparison. 

o One particular item is a picture of the structure during the 1913 
flood. 
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Determining COA Approval: 
In determining whether or not the Architectural Design Review Board will approve 
the issuance of a Certificate of Appropriateness, the Board shall consider:  
 
1. Whether the proposed change will adversely affect or destroy any 

significant exterior architectural and/or historical feature of the structure, site, 
monument, streetscape or neighborhood,  

2. And whether it will adversely affect or destroy the general architectural 
and/or historical significance of the Historic District or Inventory 
Property.  

In the event the Architectural Design Review Board refuses to issue to an 
applicant Certificate of Appropriateness: 
 

1. The Architectural Design Review Board shall attempt to reconcile an 
alternative plan with the applicant – that is acceptable to both the 
applicant and to the Architectural Design Review Board.  

 
2. If the Architectural Design Review Board and the applicant are unable to 

reconcile an alternative plan, the applicant may appeal the decision of the 
Architectural Design Review Board to the Board of Zoning Appeals 
pursuant to the applicable provisions of the Hamilton Zoning Ordinance. 

 
Supplemental Items 
 
ADRB Policies & Guidelines; and Other Requirements 
The proposal broaches the subject of Shutters in the ADRB Policies & 
Guidelines.  However, the guidelines pertain to the installation of shutters, not the 
removal of shutters.  Still, the section does encourage the use of evidence for 
shutter proposals – and despite proposing removal of shutters the Applicants 
have supplied diverse and sufficient photographical evidence for the case. 
 
Attachments: 

1. EXHIBIT A: Images of the Property 
2. EXHIBIT A1: Applicant Historical Images of Property – Evidence of No 

Shutters 
3. EXHIBIT B1: Location Map 
4. EXHIBIT B2: Map of Property 
5. EXHIBIT C: COA Application 
6. EXHIBIT D: State of Ohio Inventory Record 
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EXHIBIT A: Images of the Property 

 

 



Page 6 

  



Page 7 

EXHIBIT A1: Applicant Historical Images of Property – Evidence of No-
Shutters 
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EXHIBIT B1: Location Map 
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EXHIBIT B2: Map of Property 
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EXHIBIT C: COA Application 
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EXHIBIT D: State of Ohio Inventory Record 
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To:   Architectural Design Review Board 
From:  Ed Wilson, ADRB  
Subject: AGENDA ITEM #2 

15 South B Street – Building Planned for Mural 
StreetSpark (Jennifer Acus-Smith, Program Manager), Applicant 

Meeting Date:    11/15/2016 
Received Application:  11/4/2016 

Impacts:  Rossville Historic District 
 

 

Introduction: 
The Applicant, StreetSpark (Jennifer Acus-Smith, Program Manager), has 
submitted a Certificate of Appropriateness Application for the property of 15 
South B Street.  The proposal involves Building Planned for Mural. 
 
The subject property of 15 South B Street is part of the Rossville Historic District 
and is Zoned “MS-1”, Main Street Core, Form-Based Zoning. 
 
This property is not part of the State of Ohio Historic Inventory.  
 
StreetSpark is in the process of another round of murals for 2017, including 
selecting high-visibility buildings for murals.  Note that the application is to 
determine the appropriateness of the building for a mural.  The mural has not 
been selected and is not being reviewed at this time. 
 
PROPOSAL 
A mural is planned for the North Elevation Wall at 15 South B Street. 

 The Wall will be repaired and primed 

 The Mural will be painted using NovaColor exterior mural paint 
o The Mural will then be sealed with Aquathane varnish 

 
Determining COA Approval: 
In determining whether or not the Architectural Design Review Board will approve 
the issuance of a Certificate of Appropriateness, the Board shall consider:  
 
1. Whether the proposed change will adversely affect or destroy any 

significant exterior architectural and/or historical feature of the structure, site, 
monument, streetscape or neighborhood,  

2. And whether it will adversely affect or destroy the general architectural 
and/or historical significance of the Historic District or Inventory 
Property.  
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In the event the Architectural Design Review Board refuses to issue to an 
applicant Certificate of Appropriateness: 
 

1. The Architectural Design Review Board shall attempt to reconcile an 
alternative plan with the applicant – that is acceptable to both the 
applicant and to the Architectural Design Review Board.  

 
2. If the Architectural Design Review Board and the applicant are unable to 

reconcile an alternative plan, the applicant may appeal the decision of the 
Architectural Design Review Board to the Board of Zoning Appeals 
pursuant to the applicable provisions of the Hamilton Zoning Ordinance. 

 
Supplemental Items 
 
ADRB Policies & Guidelines; and Other Requirements 
The proposal broaches the subject of Murals regarding the ADRB Policies & 
Guidelines.  Murals have been the recent subject of review for the Policies-
Guidelines, with the recently adopted Background and Purpose statements.   

 Summarily,  
o The Background notes the benefits and value of murals, serving as a 

medium to display art, history and culture of a community, whilst enhancing 
the character of historic areas;  

o The Purpose concerns compatibility, massing, scale, along with the intent of 
minimal intrusion into the artistic expression. 

 
Attachments: 

1. EXHIBIT A: Images of the Property 
2. EXHIBIT A1: Location of Mural – Applicant Supplied Image 
3. EXHIBIT B1: Location Map 
4. EXHIBIT B2: Map of Property 
5. EXHIBIT C: COA Application 
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EXHIBIT A: Images of the Property 
 
EXHIBIT A1: Location of Mural - Applicant Supplied Image 
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EXHIBIT B1: Location Map 
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EXHIBIT B2: Map of Property 
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EXHIBIT C: COA Application 
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To:   Architectural Design Review Board 
From:  Ed Wilson, ADRB  
Subject: AGENDA ITEM #3 

212 Main Street – Building Planned for Mural 
StreetSpark (Jennifer Acus-Smith, Program Manager), Applicant 

Meeting Date:    11/15/2016 
Received Application:  11/4/2016 

Impacts:  Rossville Historic District 
 

 

Introduction: 
The Applicant, StreetSpark (Jennifer Acus-Smith, Program Manager), has 
submitted a Certificate of Appropriateness Application for the property of 212 
Main Street.  The proposal involves Building Planned for Mural. 
 
The subject property of 212 Main Street is part of the Rossville Historic District 
and is Zoned “MS-1”, Main Street Core, Form-Based Zoning. 
 
This property is not part of the State of Ohio Historic Inventory.  
 
StreetSpark is in the process of another round of murals for 2017, including 
selecting high-visibility buildings for murals.  The surface wall intended for the 
mural appears unoriginal to the building proper for 212 Main Street.  Note that 
the application is to determine the appropriateness of the building for a mural.  
The mural has not been selected and is not being reviewed at this time. 
 
PROPOSAL 
A mural is planned for the East Elevation Wall at 212 Main Street. 

 The Wall will be repaired and primed 

 The Mural will be painted using NovaColor exterior mural paint 
o The Mural will then be sealed with Aquathane varnish 

 
Determining COA Approval: 
In determining whether or not the Architectural Design Review Board will approve 
the issuance of a Certificate of Appropriateness, the Board shall consider:  
 
1. Whether the proposed change will adversely affect or destroy any 

significant exterior architectural and/or historical feature of the structure, site, 
monument, streetscape or neighborhood,  

2. And whether it will adversely affect or destroy the general architectural 
and/or historical significance of the Historic District or Inventory 
Property.  
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In the event the Architectural Design Review Board refuses to issue to an 
applicant Certificate of Appropriateness: 
 

1. The Architectural Design Review Board shall attempt to reconcile an 
alternative plan with the applicant – that is acceptable to both the 
applicant and to the Architectural Design Review Board.  

 
2. If the Architectural Design Review Board and the applicant are unable to 

reconcile an alternative plan, the applicant may appeal the decision of the 
Architectural Design Review Board to the Board of Zoning Appeals 
pursuant to the applicable provisions of the Hamilton Zoning Ordinance. 

 
Supplemental Items 
 
ADRB Policies & Guidelines; and Other Requirements 
The proposal broaches the subject of Murals regarding the ADRB Policies & 
Guidelines.  Murals have been the recent subject of review for the Policies-
Guidelines, with the recently adopted Background and Purpose statements.   

 Summarily,  
o The Background notes the benefits and value of murals, serving as a 

medium to display art, history and culture of a community, whilst enhancing 
the character of historic areas;  

o The Purpose concerns compatibility, massing, scale, along with the intent of 
minimal intrusion into the artistic expression. 

 
Attachments: 

1. EXHIBIT A: Images of the Property 
2. EXHIBIT A1: Location of Mural – Applicant Supplied Image 
3. EXHIBIT B1: Location Map 
4. EXHIBIT B2: Map of Property 
5. EXHIBIT C: COA Application 
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EXHIBIT A: Images of the Property 
 
EXHIBIT A1: Location of Mural - Applicant Supplied Image 
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EXHIBIT B1: Location Map 
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EXHIBIT B2: Map of Property 
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EXHIBIT C: COA Application 
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To:   Architectural Design Review Board 
From:  Ed Wilson, ADRB  
Subject: AGENDA ITEM #4 

376 South D Street – Replace Basement Windows 
Michael D. Wiley, Applicant 

Meeting Date:    11/15/2016 
Received Application:  11/4/2016 

Impacts:  Rossville Historic District 
 

 

Introduction: 
The Applicant, Michael D. Wiley, has submitted a Certificate of Appropriateness 
Application for the property of 376 South D Street.  The proposal involves the 
replacement of the Basement Windows. 
 
The subject property of 376 South D Street is part of the Rossville Historic 
District and is Zoned “R-2”, Single-Family Residential 2. 
 
This property is also part of the State of Ohio Historic Inventory, referenced as 
BUT-436-9 – see attached.  
 
The Applicant noted through communications that a neighbor’s house has glass 
block windows and that the new windows are desired for security.  Additionally, 
the basement windows proposed are not entirely visible from the public right-of-
way, due to the property conditions, such as the ramp and foliage. 
 
PROPOSAL 
Replace Seven (7) Basement Windows. 

 Existing Windows are wood frame, in very poor condition.(Per Application) 

 Proposed: Glass Block Windows 
o Windows will be made to fit the original openings 

 
Determining COA Approval: 
In determining whether or not the Architectural Design Review Board will approve 
the issuance of a Certificate of Appropriateness, the Board shall consider:  
 
1. Whether the proposed change will adversely affect or destroy any 

significant exterior architectural and/or historical feature of the structure, site, 
monument, streetscape or neighborhood,  

2. And whether it will adversely affect or destroy the general architectural 
and/or historical significance of the Historic District or Inventory 
Property.  
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In the event the Architectural Design Review Board refuses to issue to an 
applicant Certificate of Appropriateness: 
 

1. The Architectural Design Review Board shall attempt to reconcile an 
alternative plan with the applicant – that is acceptable to both the 
applicant and to the Architectural Design Review Board.  

 
2. If the Architectural Design Review Board and the applicant are unable to 

reconcile an alternative plan, the applicant may appeal the decision of the 
Architectural Design Review Board to the Board of Zoning Appeals 
pursuant to the applicable provisions of the Hamilton Zoning Ordinance. 

 
Supplemental Items 
 
ADRB Policies & Guidelines; and Other Requirements 
The proposal broaches the subject of Windows pertaining to the ADRB Policies & 
Guidelines.  Summarily, the window guidelines follow the main tenet of the 
Policies-Guidelines for decision making as a whole – that property should retain 
close to an original appearance and material, as is possible.  Alternative windows 
have been approved in the past, and additionally, per the Applicant, the 
neighboring property has glass block basement windows. 
 
 
Attachments: 

1. EXHIBIT A: Images of the Property 
2. EXHIBIT B1: Location Map 
3. EXHIBIT B2: Map of Property 
4. EXHIBIT C: COA Application 
5. EXHIBIT D: State of Ohio Inventory Record 
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EXHIBIT A: Images of the Property 
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EXHIBIT B1: Location Map 
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EXHIBIT B2: Map of Property 
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EXHIBIT C: COA Application 
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EXHIBIT D: State of Ohio Inventory Record 

 



 
 

 

 

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

663 South C Street – Rear Fence 
Judy Hickey, Applicant 

Meeting Date:    11/15/2016 
Received Application:  11/7/2016 

Impacts:  Rossville Historic District 
 

 

Introduction: 
The Applicant, Judy Hickey, has submitted a Certificate of Appropriateness 
Application for the property of 663 South C Street.  The proposal involves the 
erection of a rear yard chain-link fence. 
 
The subject property of 663 South C Street is part of the Rossville Historic 
District and is Zoned “R-1”, Single-Family Residential 1. 
 
The Applicant submitted a COA Application in response to a New Historic Owner 
informational letter that was received on November 4, 2016.  Ms. Hickey 
expressed a need for a fence to contain two dogs owned by a soon-to-be visiting 
family member over the holidays.  Staff relayed to the Applicant the ADRB 
Policies and Guidelines was not entirely conducive to chain-link fences, though 
the same Policies-Guidelines contained mitigating measures such as painting the 
fence a subdued color.  Ms. Hickey explained that the fence would be much 
narrower and inward as opposed to starting at the edge of the house.  Observed 
further mitigations included: the house was very wide, with rear lot depth, 
combined with foliage and shorter side setbacks, could make it difficult to see a 
potential rear fence with as described by the Applicant.  Additionally, the property 
is part of the latter expansion of the Rossville Historic District along the 
southernmost end of South C Street, containing several comparatively newer 
houses – something similarly mentioned by the Applicant.  Further, the previously 
approved wooden horizontal fences on nearby properties were mentioned in the 
consultation; however, the Applicant voiced disinclination towards that type of 
fence. 
 
PROPOSAL 
Erection of a rear yard Chain-Link Fence. 

 Existing: No fence is present. 

 Proposed: Erection of 4 foot high fence in rear yard 
o Length of 60 feet on both sides to the rear, and 64 feet wide 

 Starting Points and Course of Fence: 
o Left Edge of the Rear Shed and the Right Edge of the Rear Deck 
o Will then run along the edge of the woods at the rear of the property. 
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Determining COA Approval: 
In determining whether or not the Architectural Design Review Board will approve 
the issuance of a Certificate of Appropriateness, the Board shall consider:  
 

1. Whether the proposed change will adversely affect or destroy any 
significant exterior architectural and/or historical feature of the structure, 
site, monument, streetscape or neighborhood,  

2. And whether it will adversely affect or destroy the general 
architectural and/or historical significance of the Historic District or 
Inventory Property.  

In the event the Architectural Design Review Board refuses to issue to an 
applicant Certificate of Appropriateness: 
 

1. The Architectural Design Review Board shall attempt to reconcile an 
alternative plan with the applicant – that is acceptable to both the 
applicant and to the Architectural Design Review Board.  

 
2. If the Architectural Design Review Board and the applicant are unable to 

reconcile an alternative plan, the applicant may appeal the decision of the 
Architectural Design Review Board to the Board of Zoning Appeals 
pursuant to the applicable provisions of the Hamilton Zoning Ordinance. 

 
Supplemental Items 
 
ADRB Policies & Guidelines; and Other Requirements 
The proposal broaches the subject of Fences pertaining to the ADRB Policies & 
Guidelines.  As indicated, the Applicant was apprised of the relevant tenets 
regarding fences.  Summarily, chain-link fences are discouraged, but mitigation 
may be proposed as a compromise, such as painting the fence black or green to 
hide the fence. 
 
 
Attachments: 

1. EXHIBIT A: Images of the Property 
2. EXHIBIT B1: Location Map 
3. EXHIBIT B2: Map of Property 
4. EXHIBIT C: Fence Course, Estimation – Staff Provided (ArcMap/GIS) 
5. EXHIBIT D: COA Application 
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EXHIBIT A: Images of the Property 
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EXHIBIT B1: Location Map 
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EXHIBIT B2: Map of Property 
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EXHIBIT C: Fence Course, Estimation – Staff Provided (ArcMap/GIS) 
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EXHIBIT D: COA Application 
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