DESIGN REVIEW BOARD
MINUTES OF MEETING
January 13, 2016

MEMBERS PRESENT: Pete Griffin, Tim Schacht, Melissa Marino, Virginia Elliott, Jesse Mosser. Scot
Draughn and Chris Runyan- excused.

OTHERS PRESENT: Chad Flowers, Donald Boerger, Janet Schilk, Ewan Hamilton, Bob Parrott, Vincent
Lantz, Dave Burke, Mike Williamson.

MEETING CALLED TO ORDER: The meeting was called to order at 6:30 p.m.

APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES: December 9, 2015 meeting minutes were approved as submitted.
CITIZEN COMMENTS: None.

ADMINISTRATION COMMENTS:

OLD BUSINESS:

Appeal Update- Certificate of Appropriateness for Demolition at 603 E. Fifth Street, 114,114 % and
120 Vine Street. (November 10, 2015 meeting.)

Appeal Update- Certificate of Appropriateness for demolition at 611 E. Fifth Street. (November
10, 2015 meeting).

Mr. Flowers said we had the appeals for the above mentioned properties, which were taken to the
Board of Zoning Appeals, and the Board over turned the decision. The applications for demolition did
get approved. They have not submitted any site or demo plans for review. Moving forward they
would have to come back to Design Review Board for site approval.

NEW BUSINESS:

Certificate of Appropriateness in the Historic Design Review District: An application to demolish
the existing structure located at 117 South Maple Street.

Mr. Burke thanked the Board for their time tonight, and introduced himself as the owner of Dave’s Pharmacy. He
has owned the property adjacent to 117 South Maple Street for 19 years. He discussed the parking issue, that staff
takes up most of the parking and the lot is usually full on Mondays and Fridays. He was informed by his realtor,
Cindy Shay that 117 South Maple Street was up for short sale because the owners had a baby with a medical
condition and they were behind on their mortgage payments. He bought the property for the asking price of
$85,000.00. He allowed the family to remain in the home an additional month rent free to find their footing and a
place to live. When he gained access to the home he was shocked to see the condition of the property. He said he
found he did not own a home with a lot, but a lot with a structure on it. After reviewing the condition of the home,
he decided he could resolve his parking issue, but the home would have to be removed. Mr. Parrott has done a
good job in discovering the information on the Liggett family and how they have impacted our community.



Mr. Mike Williamson with Terrain Evolution, presented the board with a packet of information. He read a letter
from Dorothy Pelanda supporting Mr. Burkes plan for the property. She feels Mr. Burke’s plan will be a great
addition to the community. Mr. Williamson went through the packet he gave the board.

Ms. Marino asked Mr. Burke if Ms. Pelanda knew that he would be wanting to demo the property when she wrote
the letter in support. Mr. Burke answered yes, she was aware of his intentions.

Citizen Comments:

Donald Boerger- Mr. Burke’s business should be looked at as a model business for the uptown area. He discussed
the area of Maple Street and its historic significant of the area.

Janet Schilk- She has been a resident for six year and lives on West Sixth Street. She agrees with what Mr.
Boerger and Ms. Pelanda said about the project and area. She said there have been a lot of houses going up and
being torn down and parking lots being put up. She is worried about the intersection of Sixth Street and Maple
Street, if he moves the entrance to his building because it is already a very dangerous intersection.

Mr. Parrott- He said if we allow Senator Burke to tear down this building in the historic district to make a parking
lot, we will have other businesses wanting to do the same. He said in two years this is the twelfth application for
demolition in the historic district. He said we should start preserving the buildings or do away with the ordinance,
but it is on the books.

Board Open Discussion:

Mr. Griffin asked Mr. Parrott who put the house on the historic registry and why? Mr. Parrott said there was a
grant that you could apply for in different municipalities. In 1976 and 1977, they identified the buildings in
Marysville that were historic to the town, then they are put on an inventory list kept at the Ohio Historical
Society.

Mr. Schacht said the board must first look at the intent of the historic review district. He quoted 1136 of the City
of Marysville Planning and Zoning code. He gave his opinion that we should preserve the historic district. He said
if the board finds architectural or historic significance, based on the investigation outline, the board shall not
approve demolition. He explained there are three bungalow style homes on the corner of Maple Street, which
allow more open floor plans than a colonial home. There is a real history tied to this home, the Liggett family had
a huge impact on Marysville’s technology and growth. This home is a historic relic that the state found as per Mr.
Parrott’s determination. Economic use, this home could be used as a residence, small bouquet, in home daycare,
or office. The issue of the driveway, which as existed this way since the pharmacy was built and agreement had to
of been arranged to allow this building to use this access. The issue with the pharmacy’s parking is irrelevant to
bring up in whether the home is historic or need demolished. He said there are other options, such as driveways
that could be put in, the telephone pole could be moved, and however you are in an urban area of the City.
Deterioration is what is going to come to this home. Per the first estimate we received listed 5-10k for a new
chimney, 20k for the roof, 15-20k for the basement/foundation and 15k for miscellaneous interior repairs, which
total 55-65k. He said if the home was purchased for $85,000.00 in August of 2015. He read what the Auditor’s
site values were. So the estimate does not outweigh the property value. With the second estimate, which list things
he does not feel need to be listed like the driveway, which are not a necessity. He said it is not their job to look at
the best interest of individuals. It is our job to look at the best interest for Marysville, and to uphold the plans and
code for current and future generations. The owner bought the house knowing it was in the historic review district
because it was purchased just in August.

Ms. Elliott said it is unfortunate that Mr. Burke was unable to inspect the property prior to purchasing. She
thought that was a little odd, however it is a buyer beware state.



Mr. Schacht asked how the board felt about hiring an independent consultant to review the home. He asked Mr.
Aslaner if they should take a vote on the issue. He said it was his opinion they should and the board should
actually go through those line of questions before voting on whether to hire an independent contractor.

Mr. Schacht asked for a motion to vote on the historical significant of the property located at 117 South
Maple Street, Mr. Mosser seconded and the question put, stood:

Mr. Griffin YES; Ms. Marino YES; Mr. Mosser YES; Mr. Schacht YES;
Ms. Elliott YES

Mr. Schacht asked for a motion to vote on the economic use of the structure located at 117 South Maple
Street,

Mr. Schacht decided to ask the board if they would like to hire an independent consultant to take a look at
the property. Mr. Aslaner explained that they should vote on this issue and taken into consideration that
Mr. Burke does not want to hire an independent consultant. Mr. Aslaner said if the report is not done, then
you would have to vote for it without the benefit of the report.

Ms. Elliott said they should vote on each issue. Mr. Aslaner said you need to decide if you want to hire an
independent consultant.

Mr. Schacht asked for a motion to hire an independent consultant to look at the property located at 117
South Maple Street.

Mr. Griffin NO; Ms. Marino NO; Mr. Mosser YES; Mr. Schacht YES;
Ms. Elliott NO

Mr. Schacht said we will move on to economic use.

Mr. Schacht asked for a motion to vote that there exists no reasonable economic use of the structure
located at 117 South Maple Street, Mr. Griffin seconded and the question, put stood:

Mr. Griffin NO; Ms. Marino NO; Mr. Mosser NO; Mr. Schacht NO;
Ms. Elliott NO

Mr. Schacht said as it stands now the demolition has been denied.
Mr. Aslaner said you still need to address the deterioration issue.

Mr. Schacht asked for a motion to vote that the structure located at 117 South Maple Street is deteriorated
beyond repair,

Ms. Elliott asked Mr. Burke if there were people living in the home prior to purchase. He said there were
people living in there, however, they did not have any way to bathe the children or themselves. He said it
was probably a case for Job & Family services. Mr. Burke said he would be willing to the independent
consultant if it would satisfy the board that the house is beyond repairs, if they would give him reasonable
time.



Mr. Aslaner said he would suggest that they table the motion or withdraw the motion on the table,
because the applicant has agreed to hire a third party consultant.

Ms. Elliott moved to withdraw the motion before the board on deterioration, Mr. Schacht seconded her
withdraw.

Mr. Griffin YES; Ms. Marino YES; Mr. Mosser YES; Mr. Schacht YES;
Ms. Elliott YES

Mr. Aslaner suggested the City Planner and applicant get together to hire the independent consultant.
Mr. Schacht asked for a motion to hire an independent consultant to review the structure of the home,
which will be hired by the applicant and decided by the City Planner and applicant, Ms. Marino seconded

the motion.

Mr. Griffin YES; Ms. Marino YES; Mr. Mosser YES; Mr. Schacht YES;
Ms. Elliott YES

Mr. Schacht moved to table the certificate of appropriateness for demolition located at 117 South Maple
Street indefinitely until the 3" party evaluation returns, Ms. Elliott seconded.

Ms. Elliott YES; Mr. Schacht YES; Mr. Mosser YES; Ms. Marino YES;
Mr. Griffin YES

COMMENTS OF INDIVIDUAL COMMISSIONERS:
Mr. Mosser thanked everyone for working together to work out the issues.

Mr. Schacht asked for everyone to stay in the realm of planning and review. He explained to the board about
webinars that are available to the board.

ADJOURNMENT: The meeting was adjourned at 8:05p.m.



